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Abstract:  This paper proposes a framework facilitating the automatic analysis on inductive properties for recursive data structures. This
work has three main parts. First, the analysis of heap-manipulating programs is simplified by classifying inductive properties of recursive
data structures into two classifications, each of them is handled with observed patterns. Second, a slicing and splicing technique, in which
data structures are first sliced into several parts and these parts are further spliced into new data structures, is proposed to track and
specify how data structures are manipulated by programs. The key idea of this technique is to preserve the properties of original data
structures, which can be used by further analysis. Third, a calling context sensitive interprocedural analysis is presented for computing
program summaries. A case study and experimental results show that the proposed analysis framework can effectively analyze inductive
properties for recursive data structures, resulting in assertions that are helpful in program verification.
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FE IR 3 I F8)FIE B (Hoare-style program  verification) & £1iF 4 & 0% Th i 1 #ff M 11 T 22 F B AR, SE BT W ik
T 19 30 A 50052 31 9 A 3 2 ) JE 0 4 240, 3 300 7 T R B 4R P4 (Hoare  Togic) 1 99 4 LI, BT 21 5 00 (rule
of iteration) 1 {5 KK M) (axiom schema of assignment). 55 — 415 35 508 U Fé) S FH A 3858 T 10 PR AN A% 20, T 1 R A 42 5
B B A2 AR B ol A — AN M B B TR ) = sl R — A TR R 10 2 R R0 T T T R 2 B A
Bt AE SR BT M B A4 AEAE IS 00 BB R AT AT S 13 BRI 10 45 B O TRy 8 T R R (0 X AE
Aefi Ab BRAR S 44 AR R A G FURSRAE T IR G8J7, 0 T UF B 15 i 51 500 44 T2 19 10 A 42, 3 75 B AT 400
AN 53 BT KSR I P A7 AT Ja R0 45 M A IR, I R (181 e s — S e g 53 2% 1A 2 B, et VA o S IR IR A A A T R
8 2= i3 4 77 B 25 (memory footprint).
5 SN FR P AT B A6 43 A RTUE B 1R 72 v IR0 50 R AT — SR e vl Ak 8, BV, %o 3 VR 04 4 )
AT B DORR P 5 T B TP 7 T L) 388 VAR &5 0 A A U7 1) 6 22 TR HE D9 7, I AR BRI I8 h 52 9%:2) Ry iE B
7 T 5 A AR A P 1 s SCIR (32t 1) T8 1) o 0 AR S R O, A R LA b A 4 T 8 VA B 4, Rk
FI T ¥ T el 25 TR A
EFFIXA 1) AR 22 4 00 TAR 4 ok X 28 TAR SR P fE @ 40, A3 W B AR RN IE B R 55 5 T, 4 3ol 1) 78
R AN [ 77 1T SCHR [5—714 HI T IR 23 47 (shape anallysis) >k 43 4 3 P A7t ) 20308 25 4 100 T AR A IR0, A R PP A R B A0
R RS W X LW S AT B AR S R M e TR 2 iR T A B R A XA Z R R A B
B 4 K S T 5 S R B T o R R IS R 1T SR R T AR R T S BE A A B (A ) LA A
T (10 7 4% P 3 P A3t ), SO B K 59 (7 DU ol DA HE AN 52 1) J 8 4% ). Tl 5 R B 5 — e g L gl oK
T4 22 IR 43 A1 5 A 3 HE P A7 10 BT SR [261458 P11 4tk S0 A8 110 43 W7 &5 SRSk B 3 b i 3 2 2Rk SR I TE W L
SCHR[2013% T 45 5 AT (0 B AR SR R P 1RO M 6 P 3R, 48 1) 43 185 32 46 (separation logic) ot ik i 46 1 5. SC ik
[11,12]82 1 T AR UE W] (natural proofs) i A K Uk W 47 A7 45 £ H i U 2008 25 0 R RE e, HL SR B A T3 A IHE P I
UE B v BT 0 20— 225 19 W T 31 B A0 o R . SCHR (6] R T 8 08 5 B A% AR Rl B — e R A Bk,
Dijkstra 4% H Fr) 5% 59 B 5 45 P70 AR L SCHR[25]06 2 4F 0 T AHDE TAE3EAT T SRk vk i A 44,
JEE IR G T AR SR AR Y S 8 Bl Ak ) B AR TR AT AR 2 AAS KSR . — 1> 32 2 Il 2 s I AT TR B R 4t
2R 2 S AR A v T R A ke i ol LA . B R G AR P e S R R A0 A — AN S R A AT
T IX AN B () B8 (domain) $k 21— ANl 2 BLI%E 2 (Galois  connection), X & 4R 8 HY T K 20 B 11 AR S g
T PATT A B AR 4%t — by 25, B 35 B R 1 D R 2 0 G N 5 PRl b 43 7 368 U3 B0 4854 1 P o B T 5
3ANBETT H AR
1) AT AR 0 ARG TR A A AR B I B AR R S . RS R AR R DL R 45
5 UE B I B XA

2) RO T A HOE S5 R R A PR RN B Ak A A Re 00, LA AEAEH SMT SRR IR N 2 )5, T BAFE
TIE W 45 (proof obligation) i B 2 /R 2 I A7 IE Wl 1 72

3)  fEfE S I A KA g A BE AT R A A B AR 1 45 R AR T LUK AT 45 R AR R4S AR BT R,

T8 A B b3 BT BIIR b 7 0 5 AN B S () E S FRA A5 SR A 1 4k 20 47 38 8 il FL I 0 £ 725 520 10
& 5.2 5 T 58 K.
T AT FRATT I 2 AR 8 15 35, AR S S D 340 U R 4 A 1 U A ek i, BT, U0 2 e 45 5 1o JH b s S g vk e
(R B, T R 2 (KA A R SRR () 5 B 5 AR S 32 B N 3 A5 1T D 338 VR B 45 g LA R4 1 T 3 B IR AR,
IR T AR E RGBT 4.
o LG R G H B VA EHE 25 R 1R U 4 O O el L TR A A AR K, R X P A 2 R T T AR A
T2, 1T LRI 23 7 1o R 48 6 0 0 0%
o R T iR N 4 E 5 P (slicing and splicing) B AR K AR B FRATT 44T i U HCHE S A 1 R X A
AR 2 HL) JE IT 55 IS IE (unfolding and matching) U2V A LA B A f 3 FH 4k R4 o £ v A
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o AR TRl AR TN 3 1) A R T S0 A ek R, A R 4 A S S4B A AN B RS 1 1) T R XA
A TPV iU o = W n (TR N 00 WS -4 G DS N ol N 1= A € [ i G S A R /W o R N B T
AL P PR A A PR P B S DL 58 4 A B, I ARG R AN 2R 2 TR 311
AT L A GTT IR ARHESL 58 2 15 A 413 VA Bt 4 R PR S A SUME ) S B AR A B 28 3 9 A 44
AT 73 #5 PRE SR EAT IR N 20 T IR RE. 55 4 75 S 21 S e 22 e A0 S 49 A R P 4 22 (1 B2 1) 0 A 35 5 49 3K
ATTUE I FRAT ) 7 VL A B B — A AR R e A i B35 6 5 g L A SR S 06 45 2R 58 7 T A SR AR
EIPSEES

1 BIESITESR

ANTLAR PR 0T 3t UL KA K D U 0 PRSP A O T HE SR B 1 s ME SR B N AL 3 PS8 20— s 20
RFAE IR ST U 2052 S, 53— B0 00 &l A A0 B A A A RE e 6 TR R 20 320 AR B R B0, B AT 20 o e ik
LAR Ty ABEAT AR BE 17 AT 23 SRR 7 T L MO A mT RE R i 4, T LAAS 215 TS ANals 23 SR #2137 (sequential
program, BHR 4 BL 2k it 1), 384 3 AT IR LU B2 e I 4 45 SR AT B O AT IR I RS P JAT T 7 S o LA (19 2y
T B ARG B (b S BERFEFF 53 T8l iy N ) P ASAZ S, U I, m] DU 8 B4 ) GE B 2 225 18— AR 3R A E T
XF 3 SRV A PR A0 B2, AT L F1 2 s 4 (1 2 20 32 A £ A By 3, 23 31 I 23 SR DU 0 B ).

o SO

{BAP}S{Q}{-BAP}T{Q}.
{P}if BthenSelseT{Q} '
o THI KL
{P AB}S {P}
{P}while Bthen S {~B A P}

Xt T4 32 B Ak H 7 3XA] R4 38 B — AN )R BT 3 AR 2 S B0 IR £ pR B0 R R O (0B B
FIAN B 5 43 2 B8R B KA 22 2R, IR, ELAA () Ak B 7 90 s T — AN AL R S 3 U O R R A o B I
B R 3 SCHGHAE — 58 G 3 [ 2 W B MBS BT A I8 40 33 i 3 300 22 8 i — e BB (PT RL i A - 48 e 4 —
AFEF R A TAFER A B IX 88 1 B s IR 38 A~ HEAT 43 . 55 1T 649 1 B AR 43 A 465 SRAE Sy e JiG T AR P

B B 25 7 R AR,
AT 2SI e

A3 05 1 3
AR T

i 0 A 367 o 4 P A7
(Fikb 1) (Fikt 5t) Ho 2 (P )

T

AR PE R 16 . B

X Sl AL (f b 3)
P 15 JrEI i.. /
(B 1) N P e A

Fig.1 Analysis framework
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HEZE R 93 Dy 3 A A2 SR P AR TRl 70 BB s 20 -5 4 BORARE B LR Rt P 4 2 S A B e I v o T 2R )
(3%l 7 OB AL B AR 23 288, P mT LT Bl i 5 R o Jes T Wl 2K )t T DA 3o G52 SCAE SMIT SR i 1) 35
Wy N BEAT 73115 23 815 BB AR R S HORE P % 5 386 VA bl 4 R T 8 A 8 3,7 A i AT VA P o 1 B 5 4 DA
J7 14 i B 25 AP A S T 4 2 S ) A ABE B 5 e T o 5 ) 4 20 AT S0 Ak, 49 80 L AR g 500 P 1) 00R 5 o
AT 3 A TRAR BRI, 73 59 O R AR MCES TR L O A3 BB BRI bR KA A i A A AR B B

o BRARMOESBEHURSRE Y IR AN ) 20 SEHEAT AL 45 B TP FE P

o TEPRI BRAS I 3o A8 PR AN A2 3O FA (K] 20 M B A 2 A5 — DA PR AR (K R 1, 19 31 10 46 R AROR

R R Y
o PRHCPA A7 I O20 G A DR T R, 7 U 1) B £ A A7 50 G I 8, il B A 20 A 1) B U S U R L S BT IR
17 30 R F) 1 5 A0, DTG £ 20 BT (3 LEAff

BRI R 1R 52 0 ) 5 3 BB B g R Py 49 2 5 491 A AL B T AR T 00, AT o 55 00 2 A 445 R mT LAAE
B BEFV RN, JFA5 B 55 28 (K 70 B 45 SR 6 T AN 52 O RE R, AT 8 S8 SRR e (¥ 4 11 [ (call - graph), 73 ek 2
[6a) 03 P 0% 2 2 SR AP B mh e B, BI85t U o 50 P A1 T 42 008 4 9 MU 23 W 20X 4 R 0, i £
WS AR 2 2 B0 A R BT P oA 3R, WU AE 3R b AT AN Bl vk 55, B S RN TT T 1B, 22 W 2 4 11
HIS ¢ B BB T 5 2R i 4% S0 4 1 WGPy JEAT 23 A o 0 2 0 1) e 50 D 11 45 SR 25 RSt 2 OF 1 AT 2
A, T B B H R 40 A BB

2 BYFRIEL IR

T8 VR SR &5 ) 1 22 50 IR T I R s SCIR 5 4 L BT SR 4 N T A AR AR (null) 5 S S SR
VA G e S SERE AR Bl A8 05 4 AR AT S0 e S, HAR ST M B e SOOI TR AN S B A
(child) (11 J0T, 3K 2 VA 44 i SCIT A 483508 43 22— AN FR P 0 A8 503t VR B30 45 ) et JF a2k 1Pk JBiE 2 A 0 DR T S P g o
T R AT U B AR T 0] R 45 3ot U5 T 4 e R I W 58, AT R A — e e = m T DA Sk i ik
A 5 ] AR A

1) B A HCHE A 1 — AN T A A S OO, T 45 R (R 5 T A R AR U T K AR A, b e AR 4 32 U

S S HEA T VA 45 R (R 1 ST AT 88 T
2) YT LRSS, T R e M R A T O R AR 2 L BT T AR 1 A T
AR AV B HE S T R A 4 R R AR AL

X P PR ] LA B FRATD T A A 2235 3 VT 4 R ) 43 W i

39 U BN 45 R 10 AR TG 2% D T T A B (data) 7 BRI B2 (link) 7 BEBOHE 5 BT i A7 Ho s i %
TR R B COM A 250% B Sk 3 B0 45 # WA TE ZEARRAE

1) EATR LI g Uy 2 Sk, B B 4 FE A0 4y

2)  HPWMEE DN AMEANTEHIAMHEA.

B L1328 U HHhe 45 M A 45 8 R (linked  list) FR (tree), 3 P S 5030 45 M 2 M1 5 LA BT 9% (0 2 05 4%, 4 1l
JoH I (directed acyclic graph)Fl— e X b i B AN 8 T 38 U5 040 &5 A v Wi, BRI R 7 AR SC 5% B TR Y Tl 2 Y
S T 1RT BT AL, AN T e, 8 6 R A B RO o BT T PR 32 VA B 5 A O BT A5 .

F T A X I ) B VBN A A gl v i P — il DL T e

P(X)2F(X,P(X0),P(X1),...,P(Xy)).
FEH Xq,Xa, o0 X A2 X BB R F 2 — 0 A x B M RN L B 1 S T G TR i x R B AR R
119 BRI — WAV F R 30 20 AR — T, 52 S0 T M x O 28 ISR 0 5 — 9 T, 52 S0 T M x AR 2 I A 4 i L

Bl 1 OB xR M B E SR sheight(x)2(x=null)20:max(height(x—1),height(x—r))+1. & X 43k 1§ &
43T null 75 s SR, 80 06 T 3K null 1 SR X 149 v 5 b JFE AR 7 8% v JSE T e R ABL I L7 3K 491 7o,
PR P g B IR (height), BB F 2544 0 F(x,height(x—1),height(x—r)). & 5T £5 4 x 257 x— 1 1= 2 BLK&
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X—>r P 1 BE A S x A B 1) v i
2.1 JPAMMHEREERER

N TERATTA 8, 238 A B 45 R R A A B e AT o 0 7 A A A A K AR R — AN R R T i
VAR e X, P R T AT SRR P BTG S5 R T IR B R T R AG SSORT R AR AR S AT A - B A8
YRR PP T 230G — W SO AT e B A A B G SO/ A TR TR R T BRI B RE IV H 1. T ik i
B L, BRAT B B X 2 X IR LS 10 05 XX, e X FF M — A8 5 00T 5 FRATD B 5 1 LR PR 10

S5 L T O S e B ) AN R A e B ) AN AR

M x WA BT IR EBUG I A X T H g ERIPER P(x) 5 PO R FEARAR, AR 2 S i is iz
Joi IR Bt 45 ) xR 5 x B (R 5 P (kg ) G T P(xi) M AR R AN B St T BT A 8 ek U1 4 5 SCA 31 110 2 5ok it
I — RUAR A AT I X AR AT LR IR P(%,) = P(x,) = P(X) = P(X) .

55 2 Tl s R 1k O ) AR T S A 1 A

2 X BOREFR G U4, 308 SUR I 5508 xg, xR R P (xg ) 4143 4 o A 5028 B AT T T LA 3o 40 4 0 T =
AR BB P(X) = P () @ A FF FLGI x; Jah 38 b o5 mr DL B e S ) 3 A B0dl 4540 ) b o0 B ) o 2 s
IPE AT LA IR A P(x)=P(X)@A XL A AR IR N P(x) =P(x) @ 4= P(X)=P(x)® 4.

2.2 MEEREANHRI 5

T RFRATE B I — A PO AL 2 B S  TT VR A BT S AT RE A R AT AL P B
o S U R BT A SO R R RE P A SR LL R P A T S RN BRI L s BRI s S BN,

g 8 — AN SCBRATE 5653 BT 1 2k X TR R A 5 B 1 T AR IR P(X,) = P(%,) @ 4 K5,
FATHE P(x)sE S P(x) B4 4 P(x)@A, 13 21 PO IME. 35T, BATTRE A P(X') 2 75 25T P(X)@A: it JEAH &6, ) 1
T PS5 2 P Ol 5 S T 58 1R ol X AN R o] LUE T SMT 29 SR i 2 8047 — 52 B B 1 B sl p . dn SR
LT 5 2%, 808 BT SMT SKARSS 11 3K AR B ) A J0VEAT th 45 3L, a7 LIl b A 1230 W 8l 72 1 B 40 .

WR—ADPEFAE T3 2 Pl o, 5 HIEAS HA S50 (10 S5 4 M TR AR T R B0, DGV R B A 7 A #:
T R AR A IR R T N TS 5 Fr i R

3 HIEAS

AE R 328 YR S0 45 ) U 20 1 S AT 20 A R R A A 2 SR 48 B JRE O 45 DG PR B R A0 R 1 T 4 ) 42
JTOR SRR > 45 RIS BT 7 2 (R8I (8 1 i A 20 O P U WD e R o, — R T 7 55 1) 077 ke ik i 8 M 5 L 4%
A 0T T B R s UL K0 5 0 ) R P S 38 S S8 I 55 R A A P 1 R St U1 3 ) R 8110 7 U 1 22 R A
385 U KAl 4 A R P 5 DR D U ) R R 8 U SO B AT KR A L A 15 0 (s U1 5090 445 A P R 28 7 s F A
R B G B0 P FL 52 SCHEAT B R T, I8 v B 2 2K [0 A ) 2 A i pl— A2, T 8 336 U oy i ]
FANAEAE T BB T 719 RS AT SMT SRS 25 B0 B 19 21 1) 28 SO 15 R4 A P e b AR i, X b
BORHBET T A B H A5 e (RIBAZ 2501 ) S AR T 22 ) PR B0 2 R PO 00 3K 2 DR Dy A A 2
S H B DL A R 0] 3 ) 1 1 B ek Btk AT 22 A R TT N TR g AN 1R L AT T BLA IR TT S
DG P F AR KL AR 5 AR 3 e 2 1) B 2 R 0 A 15 DL (LA DR AUE H AR 9 i RS s Tk B AT ).

il 2:181 2 [¥) insert_sorted pREAESH h Jrdig 1) (047 )3 (/D BOK) HBE R 4l N /NBET  n, R BRAEHT IR
BEL (AR B h 1) A P R R SR A while IR S XHRE p B g, /173 p—key<n—key H g—
key=n—key. R i Ks n i A2 p AN q 22 18] FRATT T EEIE W AR R Y 45 AU h AR SRGZ A 10 AH R T DB S B AR AR X
A5 T JCTE ELARAE AT, DA O AE SR 45 i h B BRT R p 2 1) A B B R KR (B W] A E p AN h TR, e 78
T2n] A R FETT (1 1AL

AT g gt s Uy QAR BE B IR D0, 8 5, BTk AR 7 A8 ) B A 1Y 0 I T 2
p AL N FRATT S AT L R P 45 RN T PR RCHE G548 h R 2 Rt 1 T I AN T L 4 AN h B p
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FRBER B Mop B n BOPREER 1 B, A on 2 g 9 REER T Be LR g 2 null (R H8) ) L ER, I 3 s,
Forh B AR R L AR AL 7 R A3, s e s 283 35 T A R T aA 34, i e 3R JsURAF AR BLAE ANAFAE 1)
A BATE R TT S UC B 22408 n R p 1Rk J5E. 0 B i 7 R e I 45 DR TG e A DR R A Ay Sk 5 i
BB R R BB T R R n RS BEE O, D b AN A AT UE B0k BT 38, T AN
isslist(H W2 77 24 HBER K11 1) AN issorted (A W7 75 4 A7 1 (1 15 1)) S 155 2 A o, [A) I i 2 55 1 iy
0. DRT e AR A AR 1 SCRT BUAITE n ok — NG SR TR L p R 0 7 WA e Jn B T A h 3 p IR Bk By
(1A PP P AR AT (B R XA Jr BOT A B R PP B o), e p W27 5 10, B LA AT DL 28 g h ARAR 2T 1)
(R 585 1 Pt 0 1O 290).
Node*insert_sorted(Node*h,Node*n)

Requires: sll(h),sorted(h),n!=null
Ensures: sll(h),sorted(h)

if (h==null) return n;
Node*p=h, *q=h—next;
while (q && g—key<n—key) {
p=q;
gq=q—next;

p—next=n;
n—next=q;
return h;

}

Fig.2 A function that inserts a node into a sorted singly-linked list
K2 A mA e AR s AT IR

Fig.3 Process of a singly-linked list being manipulated by the program insert_sorted
Kl 3 sk insert_sorted FE 1R AR 1) i R

A LA B 7 i R S A S8 2 R s R 1K) s A 23S DR A T R AT BB B B R K 2 BELURT Y
75 O Ff-H A, 15 BI58T ) BH S50 AT TR IX AN T VA RR A 23 #15 DF % (slicing and splicing) AR IZ AN A
ARG WA T IT 5 VEECHAR, PR ik mT LA BI85 348 VA B0 45 R PR 4R A R e

BRI R A2, 2 i LA S ORAIE X 46 P B A 8 B AT B 18 150, o 3K 48 7 BRI AL IR 5 75 A O B R ok R
PRARAF, QR A A AL T3 R S5 x BV AR, 24 x 9 AN 1T R A8 T JEUAS Bk ST A R A AN P
JSNT, B 3 PGS AEL R T PR W RN BT T DA 22 RE S5 PR U PR SRR AR G £ 33 U1 1 ) R K AT
TR AT (P B S0 2 x 107 Sk T2 24 R O 45 31 208 S AN 7 B A8 S s (K 1k o, e T i Rl
A58 1k B R R IR 45 2 0 9% T G A (1 PR St 15 LA GRAE I SR AT vl LA Y 280 i T I 487 54 HOFT 4L i —
AT IR 3t U R 5 A I B AR AR o 1 O R SR (K B AR 3 B0, AR i 2, OF HUR R S SMT SR
B > AL eI T 1A A 40 E S PR EOR
3.1 SESHHERK

0 5 SR B (K 0 AR AR R P R AR SRR DA T R0 R 22 i B B AT PR A L DR P R SR 45 6
FEL SR A B A 1 28 A 2 I R G5 R YR B R T A 243 ) S DR ROR, 3R 56 5 I A LA Sl B P (i 2.

EX 1(BYAHIR ). b 1V S5k 2 — o 41N By, b N Y R 4R & E R I AR & b N AP AT R
TR P TSI AR S AL

EX 2(5 & ). Holla SN EYI 731 2 1 N AR A G 7 BOR SRR (R 19 e, 6 PP AT OG 7 BUAR 12 5T H btk
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TP LS ) T B
EX (). B SN EYI v BOZ — I8N B, Ho,
o NUEN®FH A o NER P p B BEIRGT ST ENBENGRTAESGNCTAp AT
T ATIE I S (R p RS T R T AR A R T={p}, A B RS AN A p);

o EREMTHEAET NI EZINKIL

EX A(FLEH). Kodh 45 KN B T 85 H /2 —JCZH(N"E").N"Jg N I T4, B A5 A N i — A5 55 p ik
(BT R E 8 N HR Y 22 1) (3.

EXSTHEESR). WAEASE—NBAEIREN . — AR A A BEUE DT ST S R
(S A . — AN 45 R (1T s A AT AR T s al 8 10 B — AN s i A U — O & X
AT ARG B S A XA B BT AL S T SRS A S XA TS5 T BT 17 A

TEX 6(XI4). VAL 458 x (R4 2 = J0H(P,G,S), 2 P R T 4> B S M4 4 ,G 2 B BLIN4ES S
SEFTH F AR IES . EITH 2 LU R EL) G M S A s I RUES HEAMAL;2) G M S T mH MW
MG TR T x T S 4EA

FRA LA b8 SO BATT 4 B AN VA 500 46 44 1 T B 4 Compose(r,Q,N,P), B4 4 NS4, 53 il &2 i
VAEAR A i 1 Sk 85 A ry I IEEUR S MR 2 Qy Rl BT F A M AR G N UK A T P R E X
Horp A A B A R B 5T, 3 42 R R A T R 2 Compose 1EAT T3 I <44 R 43 i ok — A v Bl
TN TG00, T XA F B 02 AN AR B, v AR v 11 T L 3R 1S

SRR FRATI 4 tH 2R 2 1 IR, AT T IR (0 56 1 S R A i (compose) 1) B R

P(x’) = Compose(x, ({X } {(X.{xH}{x3, P(x),P) = P(x) ;

552 M A RN

P(x") = Compose(x, ({X }{(X XD} {x . P(x),P) =P(x)® 4.

B 2504 1 — AN R A AR 433 S B N — AN 45 0 4 B AN SASAEAS 1 4y — 7 T B 4
T H (071 R B R A B, BRI e A TSR R R AR ST 53 — T T R G5 T DA BSOS R AR A
F) b AR IR (R U552, AT HH 43 h 38 U B0 45 i DR 4 e ) — AR V.

25 58— AN VAR 45 K, BATT S8 VT A AN R e 1A R 20 AR I 3 B A B 5 v (R

BT AR A U, FRAT 0T S 4Kt B i B T (7 RO 22 e TRD AT A 3 B A ) PR 40 0 R A B
L5 W R T AEAE A0 B 0, 2 B AT A B ATAE AL P B i FATME T T A% S BT 5 L
P E A, PRI Ay s IR 55 45 5P 1 e e 20 B, P 2 2 T PR BRSOl 0,3 L I TT 5 UL B R s BE A AR P 2
Ja A5 2R B G54 AN BRI 1A 1 SR AL, T I 287 S5 4 (R P i L 28 e w2 w1 I R v S Ok T
Ja FRATTH i B P 50 (B AT BB i) A0 S5 K 1A PR AT B D e I 15 20 1) B0 45 R PR P 53X e et
BE LN 3 AL XA PHE R B W R RATESS 2 5 Bk 2P 5o 28, i SRk i e AR 75 & 3L
Rl 0, T LA A S I AT AR

Bk L MR HEZL 0 2 S B e rp 5 AT~ 28 84T 1 S Pk 317 B S A2 (S OG0 S 2 5 iy HAR A I 17 BL)
() 20, AR5 ] EQUIVEXp BR BRI RR P T 4R Ak 1 A5 A 2 i S (XA 1 R4 B T e 58 0 2 4 1R o 5), 2%
FAE T Simplify b Koo 2 Al AT a7 A 10 3R 0k s (2 2 5 B 2 S P T A 772 15 AHAZ 11 if-then-else JE ).
XA LR B0 K 2 (1 BOR WL SCHRL, 28] 4% 25 21K AL 1) TE U R A SURA SR 5 M5 9 AT JRATTIE 2 b 4L
ComputePartition(7£5£7% 2 F A 21) T 55 R P 45 RN I 2 65K y (K% 9 g B ATTAE AT SynProp p& Ok &
Jy FIPEBEIR A IR ATy IR Ry B30 AR I S SCAE IX AN REREAE L 3 TP A,

BE L nRSIHREE

B N Co WL s U 5 8 R R YT R Pax L TR VR b e iy R A oA 1 i 45 44

it AR A AUR y AL B
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U
1. 4 bl CZHrmIFER
2. HeyCZIamIRF A,
3. A FANOETAE P MR FBINES;
4. M<«{null};
5. forall stmteC, 41 stmt 4 LA R JE R exp—f=rhs, H:H feF
6 A0 stmt Z 1T IIFREE A
7 M<«—MuU{Simplify(EquivExp(exp,i,b))};
8. end for
9. y<«Simplify(EquivExp(y,e,b));
10. Q«—ComputePartition(y,M,b,e);
11. return SynPrip(y,Q,P);
Sk 2R B NS SR (R 208 ) IARAE SO SRS MR T 388 3 s v SR 0 o T VR R
B 56, W Id B4 FirstReachable #63 M A\ r BT IE 175 fUER G iR BB AT IR (0719 A 3R M2 N 1 31 H AR

M BT Y 5 B BLor DR SO SR 30 (2,2, {rd), I He B o B ST IR N A N
IR R 2 E R AP AT TN A P IR 1 BN R s A B g S R T AN By

HAZA iR 43 .
&% 2. ComputePartition.
N e FAR AR R MBAE BSOTY RS b, e B IR AR R 45 AROIN PR R P A
Hror %4y
i
1. N<«FirstReachable(r,M);
2. if N=(, then
3 return (3,2.{r};
4. endif
5. P, G«I, S«
6. P<«PUN;
7. G<GU{(r,N)};
8. for each nodeeN
9 for each node ffI7E T ¥8 1) (19 B link
10. I<Simplify(EquivExp(node@b—link,e,b));
11. if I=null, then
12. Q'«ComputePartition(l,M,b,e);
13. P«PULQ'.P;
14. G«GuQ'.G;
15. S«-SuQ'.S;
16. end if
17.  end for
18. end for
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19. return (P,G,S);

I H UnfoldMatch & £ (5530 T J& T 5 IR R HER), JEAR A P& SOK A i H 23 %1 50T i 1 1) 5030 &5 440 19 1 o
p. I Le A7 i AE AR A N P IF FLK I 8 28 pi N QP BB BR JF & DL B3R B Q.P 28 TR AR 1
S I (1 43 B A T Bl AR B L S (R S50t — ANy BERE TANF A5 A R G 2o F 45 th M il 5 8~
K s AR ). N, AT T LURYE M W I RS AR B r R BRI gy QiR AT
Compose &R Q. FEEMIMPE N A1 P 15 X500 v M o i X AN ik B2 Compose e 3070 H 311
AR 5 SR D T SR LA AR R A B b i A

3% 3. SynProp.

A N T I 320 U A 5 A PR RS R Qe BRI 40 P A M IR e X

By 5 P OITINR ( J5

U

1 A NRKT TSRS E W0 A 7,
2. while Q.P=J

3. A MAWE QP T ACZ R IALAE Q.P w4 AU AU
4. for each neM

5. p<UnfoldMatch(P,n);

6. N<—Nu{p};

7. Q.P<Q.P\{n};

8. Q.S«Q.S\{n}

9. end for

10. if Q.P=@,

11. Q.P«M;

12. Q.G<«(r,My;

13. Q.S«M;

14.  endif

15. end while

16. &[] Compose(r,Q,N,P);
4 TIRE DT

AT T8 o B P 4 ) S 30 53 2 A A 1)

(1) s RE — A BB P HE A7 5 A R HE A AE TR G &R

(2) e FRIBON e FH 3 A A 85 R 0 658 DA S i ) e 00 2.

BEXTER 1A 1), AT H A o il (K BRI, B, 22 05 ) FC S BO9T $is 160 10 45 g B 1 G5 K 1) o 50 3
(K9 R0 8 755 B AT I 5 5 1S o 500 3 Jd FS HE DA A7 160 5% 0 1T AN 2225 18 At 58 0 HE N A7 1R 22 A0 ARG FRATT TR 8
T, 22 B3 U 45 K 1) Ak B R B L A SRR R, BRI I R A AT I S 3 A8 5T R T AN 2 B 1 M AB RS
o FRATTBE T T S5 A AG 7 H b B O 77 0 S XA 4 F

EERTHS 2 A D BATTHRE T Tl 3 13 £ R P 49 S A R S A AR 0 T AN 7 1R JH 44 1 o, AT
LA HE AR POV LGl 15 i — AN A T ER ) LR E i R b i R RS Ak R K B X A i R
B Ay R RS, BE 0 LU 10 v 55524 JSE Ao 280 T P o 1 e P 8 222
4.1 BB SR EKTRE

OIHTHEZREE &5 T A i AT R P e A I R S MR R T T O R B DO 3 B BAT IR A
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FK) B K. 38 ) o B0 YIS, dn SR8 B0 4 A 1 bR B L0 20 A o B 1 A T B 0L A R O N, AR S A
SR P B8 BB AT T PR HE 2 8 £ 2 0 AR 2 A L R, B — N PR 55 56 20 W A A Y s 5 AR s o B
P OC R ST AR 55 B, I SR TO 1) A 55 TV 0 AT, 0 WY Al 22 00 22 10 i 5 40 A O V2 S A i 22 A 55
Mot ezt

WER A TR A R TE VA TE A SEEL A S A, B b O B pR BB AR a6 T AN R P 2
JRAS AR A KA B8, 5 22 by P 5 (6 3 R 5 22 DX A T R v AT AR 23 T AR T U H bk b B2 AT B R T A
3T AR A G (R 5 S5 45 905 By JLHE A 4 6 S 1 i % 1 R i 22
42 IRBEEAEF

575 15 0RO PO HE PO A BT 7 2 1R S W I AR T S ) — S A 2 — KR B0 T RES U7 1) BB L8 Py A7 — A
e P 1 R K5 RE U7 1) 20 () 3 P A7 8P Ay BR300 P8 HE A A7, £ AT I R 1) 53 I, 9 S5 S R 20 78 3 1A 471
16 Uy 4 Jr HE A A Al SR K A

FEBATI 2 A7 7535 T ATV I 00 T bR BURE AN L B L SE B S 888 17 (K IR B 20 1 G5 A IR HE A7 A T
L 3 PR X R FRATTELIEL 4 e (R 7 A 4

PRVEC £ A B SO 38 UH R B bt R 3 AN B A i i left R e 93 3 right R oRA 2y
H, parent 7R ST LA T FURS L AT SR B B bR ORI AN TR FR) A P AR B 3 G L SRR 4 B
LA AL DU Ak B 7 5 S B SR 05 2 A 2 A i A, U Ak BB A 9 S 3o AR ) 3t U1 R 80 ABE AR 2 i o A 4k
PEABANTI AL IR, R 50 b B LA HY

TG U TR R 3 A A A A B L B PR, TR bR B f R PR A R A 1 e LAV A 4 3R A, R AT
R X BB v AR N BR B E IR 2 BB x R BB T R AT RER £ i) 1. DR, AT 20T B TR AT Ak R Ry
B TR R, BT LA B g 1 b g A B UE B 4R 1) B A A R B T R PR R B 2
SUREVT )3 B8 202 HOTT AR [7) 45 K0 11 05 ) T AN B 2 Tl 3t D7 1) JL AL w

void f(bt* t)

Requires: bt(t)
Ensures: bt(t)

if(..)
{

f(t—left);  //no problem
elseif (...)
{

f(t—right); //no problem
else

f(t—parent); //in trouble

}

Fig.4 Arecursive function that is hard to analyze and reason automatically
Kl 4 —ANHECLE S 53 4 R0 UE 1Y U oR £

4.2.1  PRECNAT BRI A

R AN ARIE BT PR LU J65E SCHEAT F 20 ARG 21 bR A £ R 75 39 AL X BRI, ¥ 5, M40 3 )1 1 )
S8 SCH T AT DR 28 5 B R S 23 R 0P o 157 U7 ) 81 SR 28 5 BEZ AN SR 1) 2 17 SRR IR B 7 B AR
TRt BEL R AR 1) H A SR 4R B BN 325 i R f o B e B FH U 5 S 1l O 11 e RO 75
A SRR AS A R 78 o e DA U1 (3 7 ACEAT T 2%, T 300 R B30 A1 A o 0 P SR e A f A
)£ g DA BATT K 5 AT 3
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43 ARLETXHBREFHEEMR

AT 1038 9 AR POV e DL I ) 5, LA 550 2% FE R ] o TG 3 — AN Py S A R A R 2 5
BEAT — B LR 83 M, LA 200 T T e K N S 200 il BOIR 2 (R ar AN 2 BB 2 IO L), 24 il SR & 5
R A B I, U AR 2 AR BE S DU ke — ok B R T B BT X AN R R, A BT R 2 A
S50 AT LG B R T L K 20 A R D 4 P A A A AR BRI A K SRR [ It A T A S BT RO
FH MR SR 5 (1 7 A% P DT I06 A (0 ) B A P, DT i v 23 A 1R 2883 RORG B BRATT RS T AR (1 Bk b, DA
I SCRBURR (K 7 3 3 U Bl A T B DAY T 1 1R 4

FRATTOL S 23 W B A7 i 25 1 10 R K 3t R A B AT A I A 18] 2 A e A ok i 2 A B L 58 B i
T IR0 AT LA AT TR ECA A 0 kR SO AT 2D o T PN TR U £ R A 0 R AR B AR
38 AR 23 A & SRR USSR, A e S50 P T s ST ) A, MR K A T DA BT S A R D e K T AR R AR AR
XS A AE BRATAREE 7 M i A P A 1) R B 2L, B 3 o S A B e B el L R B 2 A AR A B
P A 1 R B S BRATTAR G T Y BT SORE B B SEREAT S A S RO AN R B 3 U 1, AT I
A PR B P A S AR P AR B, A D R R AR R K A R B O S A R R
AT R B AT S BB AN R B 2R IX P B A B R AR A O A 22

M A0 385 10 97 B % BB R 4 S (R 45 AT AR AN 10— T i, B T (A 3 20 0 I #%)
{3 73 A ol e X 2% RE W T 2 T RE HE B AR R T S i 22 s R S AN T RE ST Y bR S, PRI 49 BUAS K 4 Y
SR 53— J5 i, BRI 2 A (S 2 A A o A R ) A A 5 e T RE S AL B BT A
DU, B Ui 2 gy R P A2 4T 7 B AL 1) Jo 99 I 4% 1 T DGV %5 18 B JH IR i & 1) BT S, DR e L S 461
Ak SRV, i v SR DR 7 2 S /AN AR O A L ey 1 sl 22 B A P AHE AR S D i i 2 7 o e o B R 7 22
KR PR U SR AT T I X A 1 oA 5 B P 2 T g X )

f 3:18 5 HIFER leftRotate 5 102 % x 457 il (R A7 > = SOW 1) Zc BEAT @ e, 0 HLAE Rt P & I 3 [ 3 11 —
MW (R y 4R 1)

Node *leftRotate(Node *x)
Requires: bt(x)
Ensures: bt(x)

if (x==null)
return x;

Node *y=x—right;

if (y!=null) {
Node *T2=y—left;
y—left=x;
X—>right=T2;

}

returny;
}
Fig.5 A program that rotates a binary tree to the left
KI5 o = SORIEAT 2o e 1 iR

— 7T, BRATTCA AT R PP A5 SRy P P 1 R ) v B 223X A TR B R 0, AN BRI 0 leftRotatte AR 5t 1) #1 5K
BRI AT B A AR AN B3R x 2 — R OB R AR NI SO x ] DU SRR, R AR T LU nuill i ARG I 4y
PARBITAIEOUT y BIPIRR 1B ¥ i B 22 i R

{H 4 2% 15 1 6 4 leftRotate 512 B 4 Y8 FH I () LR SC(EIEE) 6 rh I REIT insert), A X\ 18— SRS IR 2245 743 1o
JiE 2= AT P MRT BE MR AR 76 2E insert FEFE TR BR B ] getBalance(node) [ T-3K X node 1t 42 T-# 5 75 1B (1 v J
7E AR R4 insert H leftRotate AV FH T 3 YR EE 1 ORIES 3 R H IS A8 NI Z OB R ARJE T3 ks 1 31 I
552 G D0 2 YRR ISR NI SR AR 158 2 285 00X B T insert B2 5 H 1K) JLAS iF 4544 J40 1T DA 2% 55
Hh—A~ 5 8 rightRotate ft 540 .
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Node* insert(Node* node,int key)
Requires: bt(node),—2<=height(node—left)-height(node—right)<=2
Ensures: bt(node),—2<=height(node—left)-height(node—right)<=2
{
if (node==NULL)
return newNode(key);
if (key<node—key)
node—left=insert(node—left,key);
else
node—right=insert(node—right,key);
int balance=getBalance(node);
if (balance>1 && key<node—left—key)
return rightRotate(node);
if (balance<—1 && key>node—right—key)
return leftRotate(node); LA A
if (balance>1 && key>node—left—key) {
node—left=leftRotate(node—left); 11552/
return rightRotate(node);

}

if (balance<-1 && key<node—right—key) {
node—right=rightRotate(node—right);
return leftRotate(node); 133U H

return node;

}

Fig.6 A program that inserts a node while ensuring its balance
L6 1) SO AR AT 5 A 2 DR AR T 1) R B

R LR HIH T PIRAERR TR I x 1R v B R A ROy 1R v B 2 ) PR B D6 2R o R 0 height S 2R
T SCRR R ek U R S AT A T
1) WEREEFE TR x BOA 5B IR o B b e T R e B 22 LB AR RE e G RN y 1R 71 B ) s 2 B G
HIMIREEZ 1;
2)  WURFEFEIFAGIN x A R R A R R EE 2 2,01 B x R R AR R B LE x A
T2 TR R P 2 L0 A AERE P 45 RN y (180 265 W9 10 v 32 00 SEG A A6 116 s P8 A I
Table 1 Program abstract of function leftRotate w.r.t. the property height
Fz 1 PRI leftRotate SC T 5T height 1] oR 09 22

TP Ik TP 4
height(x—right)—height(x—left)=1 height(y—left)-height(y—right)=1
height(x—right)-height(x—left)=2 Aheight(x—right—right)—height(x—>right—left)=1 height(y—left)=height(y—right)

U SR BATIANRIIE p& KL leftRotate Jir & 1 9 T B 3C, BATTHEME L2 A 14 F1 3 insert J i 2 A9 408 22, 1 gt
LICRE 3l 478 22 S A FSCUE W pR 0 insert I BT 5 O RO TE ST 55 ELASHHR LR R I A R B0 2 AE LA B A SR
FHR K AE TR height FRAZ A6 AN I AL T SCER S AR PR RIS 55 P P 45 LR (1) R K504 2 (1 20 W HE 28
BEATSLHAL.

373 T A SRS T 5T bt A i, b T AR A T A ST ) A A R X, AT O T 1 e B B A 5 A B
ST R G, BT Tl G T ST 45 HY pR £ leftRotate A 0 2 Bir 191 3C, 30 £ JF 2 Ja w] UAS H
Ze A1 ot(x), B2 B x Fi5 17— A SO AR XA I 25 1, FRAT TN b £ leftRotate 34T 20 A, i 1175t bt (424
P PR AA RS, T ART LAt L5 B 40 AF D b(y), BT aR B4R y i 1) A SO Xt 2 BR 2K leftRotate ¢ T
PR bt 1) bR £icdi 22

5 EHISH
ORI R IR RN S R U R A BR R 2 AN AT O Set Al Map [ A SCBL, i Java ) TreeSet
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FI TreeMap LA A C++ STL 1) std::set Fl std::map 2&.

BT SO I DR LA B, 20 i 4 05 86 A (nsbt) = SOR A 18 37 (isot) A 10 751 BE (height), & AT 10 52
X 2. 50, OB R B TT SRR (nsbtseg) 1 SR v B2 11411 6] (isbtseq) oy 4 B 4 1) & SC, 73 Sl FH R 4 B
BT S5 455 FAG 3] P A 5

Table 2 Some Inductive properties of binary search trees

R2 W AL B E X

nsbt(}5 fEA) nsbt(x)2(x=null)?@:nsbt(x—l)U{x}unsbt(x—r)
nsbtseg(H BLII 1T 4R A nsbtseg(x,{y})2(x=nullvx=y)?@:nsbt(x—I|,{y}) u{x}unsbt(x—>r.{y})
isbt(— S ) isbt(x)=(x=null)?true:isbt(x—I) Aisbt(x—>r)Ansbt(x— ) {x}=r

nsbt(x—=>nn{x}=JAnsbt(x—=>I)nnsbt(x>r)=J
isbtseg(x,{y})=(x=nullvx=y)?:true:isbtseg(x—1,{y}) risbtseg(x—r,{y})A
nsbtseg(x—>1,{y}N{x}=DAnsbtseg(x—>r {yHn{x}=nsbtseg(x—>1,{y})nnsbtseg(x>r.{y} )=
height(F {4 &1 &) height(x)=(x=null)?0:max(height(x—I),height(x—r))+1

ishtseg( — S H BY)

AR R A I A ST A BT (R 55 2 S A R A, JR) B R AR AL T LA e e ) BEAK (1 AR Ak i SR A2
TR SRR T AR y IR H y BT R x ARE FIy AJE T AR RS I, AT AT L
FIWTHEAR )T S AW T — AN ITER . S A A TN R AR ORI AR S 2 R ER S AN A A
T B TR AN ORI AT L RE B AN T TR R e S R T AN — R O IR AN e A SN T
PP JB T 22 R0 £ 58 R P v S8 80 7 90 I JRAT TR AN BE T 35 AN T i B AR A T 2 20

Jig e i Ak PRI AT S I IR 1 SO R K — A S B R A FRATT L ZE e o 9. B 7 (a) 2 — A 5 1 e e bR R
B AEIX A T x o T TEREEE I H AR AL x 2 null, W) B 3R B] null. 2l x R 25 null, B x 4 7745 55
(x—>right) AN 2%, W HEAT e, 77 W) B IR (] x A2 o — SEAT A 70 SR 3 R A 0025 1 RS 002 4 A 1
ZH0x M null I EH R B null, 2o 7(0)From; 26 2 Fhi Ol & 24 x AN null {H 2 x—right 29 null B0 B #20%
(6] x, 4 P&l 7(c) BT e i — PG U042 24 x A4 null I HL x—right AN null i, m] DUIUR) ¢ e Ve bie e, 313 9]
B IIR AT o5y, Bl 7(d) BT IR B, B ATTRT LA leftRotate #& 04l S dn kel 7 Fr BT s i) 3 B [ i 4 1F R I
I R85

FRATTRA = SURR T U514 5T nsbt S 9], 8 =2 i A AT TR TR S5 2 b S0, BT, Jm0 350 7 48 4 T DA S 31042 )3 11
AR S AR T 23 F 5 P BORN ] 7(d)BEAT 70 A FRATT S REAG BURE P E AT S5 RN XKW y [ — Al o)

Hy.y—left}, {y {yh (y—left {y—left}) } . {y—left—lefty—left>right,y—>right}).
FEIXAN R 3 BBl L, T BAvH SO y B9 R4 &2 i 5 AN HAMHAS AR & 1 S 4L B i, A
{y}uo{y—left}unsbt(y—left—leftyunsbt(y—left—right)unsbt(y—right).
T R e 55 1B A A (R v S R v SR, FRATT AT LUAIE BAR XA 1Y AR A R R T AR AT I A ik Uk
{x—right}u{x}unsbt(x—left)unsbt(x—right—left)unsbt(x—right—right).

MK 58 A5 TR T AR HT x A1 R A DRI, FRATT AL W] AR AR 4 I y 1) 9 A 5 55 TR T 4R T
X I SRS G leftRotate BR K7 IR B4 e e 2 3 0] — A4 RV 5 PR DT R A 52 11 — SR L A
Bl 6 i insert B E I 2 4k, S S EORR [BHE #2 node IX A SR I 45 840, T F 85 44715 mUAR G X AN i
WA SR X AN I POE T A node OB T SR S B R AR U XA REE R 2 T leftRotate bR H7E
insert pAAICR A A (% bR SO NI A AT FT LA leftRotate BR %2R B — AN+ S 451 4 14 52 3 40 22 ([ B
J5 B4 1) nsbt(y)=nsbt(x) @0. M AL I @0 771 Y & AE R 7 T SR Ak i 2 i 5, 3 A 2 3 5 B A T2 I SCRR 4]
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Node *leftRotate(Node *x)

{
if (x==null)
return x;
ﬂ?gfzniis?rlght; Node *leftRotate(Node *x)
Node *T2=y—left; return x:
y—left=x; }
x—right=T2;
returny;
} else
return Xx;
}
(a) WP (b) Wi E A A x=null
Node *leftRotate(Node *x)
* * {
l{\lode leftRotate(Node *x) Node *y=x—>right:
Node *y=x—>right; Node *T2=y—>left;
return x; y—left=x;
} ' X—right=T2;
returny;
}
(c) i & 4 A+ :xnull aright=null (d) WE &AM xenull Aright=null

Fig.7 Decomposition of the function leftRotate

K 7 leftRotate R %5 12> fif
6 SCIMFANSCIGZER

P A SC 3 B O R SE B O B AIE CH Accumulator R — ML (E 2 ERM 51 S % T H A E i
http://seg.nju.edu.cn/scl.html).iX A~ T HAHH ANTLR 1E 0 it it T 5 20— C 15 & T HEMA L EE union
FNFEET A SR ME), A Z3 A by i i 0 28 2R A 28 SRR R U AR e L A R s o TS A 3h ik
F2F B B IR A3 W B A, T B8 AL 40 ME 28 R0 J5: 595 1 4 T B 2%

S SE R PR (R0 4 P DA B A 56 TE A R DALl s SO R AT i 4 7 330 U B 5 ) L A o A
(19 56 T 45 560 F 1 5 1 28 oL T 4 20 o e T I 4 g 0 1 5 SCAE R O FL AT DA 1 S 56 4iF 4% 4 (verification

WA A5 H AR LA D R B0 5 B A A S B0 4 2R LR 3.
Table 3 Operations and properties of typical recursive data structures

=3 MR A IR AT R

Bt 45 BAE e I I
N search, nsert, append, prepend, delete, rotate, reverse, L
PR delete_insert, concat, delete_all nsslist, isslist, length | <1s
. search, insert, append, prepend, delete, rotate, reverse, S
AR swap, delete_insert, delete_all, concat nslist, islist, length <1s
X AR search, leftmost, insert, delete, rotate nsht, isbt, hight <3s

A LA BB AT T7 1000 BRSNS AE 22 IR SR AE 1) 3 AR (T B A IR RS ) A 1s A S8
BT ORT CARAE 2 AS SURERAE R 3 MBS AR IR BRI ) AT AL 3s A SE L BT 0 BT K 46
R UL 9 QA BATH TR A 58 1 T3 S8 P BT AAIE 9,38 3 1 AT U A ROR 0T A 4R 1) 2 A7 7 22
B2 IS I, AT R O I s SR K 8RR B TR PR AT R T B A b PR () R R
B R R AR

7 BEFMMEXIE

AT T i 8 B A o3 K s U Kb 45 A UE A R RE 2 AR 0 S B A D R KK R IR WY A 3
A RO T AR IR R Py T SO (VT 5, AT R F 53 25 UE TR P (KA SR R 5 FRATT AN 3 A5 Tl AT WF 5.
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1) MRS B 45 g e R A A BT T A R L D PSR S B S AR B SR A 2
A Ja B R R A 23 R
2) BT Al E PR AR AT R, EAE 2 M RETT L DL RO B A TR T LN
Wi A2 R b B 2 R
3) BRI TR B SCRUR R AR 1A S0 A B AR OR D R e A R B A L S 4 1 e R 2, R R
AR SRR 8 T PR R TR 23 A 7 9 v R B 2 K LR R S A Y )
FRATIEE 10 77 3 v 0 ST A T P T PP T 10, 3K 2 S i T K R P U ) PR A el e 0] T A7
I3 32 ARIAAN R B0 A FIRE BT 23 A T R £ T A BEE AT A B, AN T 45 3875 125 e 6 T4 A PR P 2
XA 3 VAR RR R, 2 B T R B G T O (B 2 E v — A e R P BOR ), AR R AR AR M SR AN B
(IANZN) w3 73 A1, bR B9 2 00 2 RSN S A9 A 3o R AH EL AR L RAR T A P 446 2R .

SR 2 A TR I BRATT AR RN X B 22 B0 SRR (VD VAR S ) 354 DA S L B O S 2k oA 20 .

TR 7 11, 3R A 1AL Scope Logict skl FeA1 43 47 11 46 52, [ Ik 76575 3 5 ALt 43 W S99 280 1 A
K B8 B (fn Simplify A1 EquivExp) th 225 SCHR[1]. 53 A0, AT K 77 518 A5 SCHR[11, 12085 i 149 )€ T 45 DL S HEA (1 ik
AT R A L OE B L ) LB R R T SCHR[19,20] 0 LR 5 A LR 45 4 IRk R 18] oy T v, Rk
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ST 45 S K 1 30 b 1 2 2 R PR e PR SR (100 -5 5 AT 10 AR SR R 110 A D e 5, A8 FH 4 5
12 4 2D R ok e . SCR[10, 1214 11 T 1 SR E B (natural proof) 4 A iF W 45 A5 T i U9 R 45 g 0 R
FCSHEAE T A AT I IE 1) v P 0 ) — S 17 7 ) 8 1 20 P 3o R e SCR [L5] R B S 8 4 s il —
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