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Abstract: This paper presents a novel method, namely Assume-Guarantee reuse of searching, to verify C
programs with respect to temporal safety properties. Its idea is to introduce a conservative assume condition for
each program location, and to assume that every path starting from the program location will never violate the
property if the evaluation of its variables at that location satisfy the assume condition. All the possible execution
paths are traversed based on the assume conditions, and the temporal safety property is checked on the fly. If some
assume condition is too weak, it will be continually strengthened based on the spurious counterexamples. The
presented verification method can try to adopt the weak assume conditions so as to let more execution paths satisfy
the conditions and to reuse the searching efforts. Therefore, a significant reduction of verification cost can be
achieved. The verification method has been used to verify the initial handshake process of SSL protocol based on
the C source code of openssl-0.9.6¢c. The experimental results demonstrate that the method is both effective and
practical.

Key words: Assume-Guarantee reuse of searching; variable abstraction; approximated program semantics; partial

strongest post-condition

H E: #E T —HET Assume-Guarantee 3% & I H 6950IE 7 ik 4 C A2 5 BARAIATIIE LG EARF 6
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A %% SSL WX 89 52 BLAZ 5 openssl-0.9.6¢ i# 2 SSL Wil 49 #4648 FHL5E. It R R A % 7 ik AL A RIF 2 M4
FavT .

XKHiR:  Assume-Guarantee 4% & F ;K &4 £ A2 5 LB 3R R B A

HEESES: TP31I SCHERFRIRED: A

AT SR, B2 T ) R YA RS (R SR IF v b 007 4 B « e A0 SR 1 3ty S T A5 T 52 21 T RSk i 2
FR) 503 ) B U Rl Bl 5 (prediicate abstraction)! P 8 472 HY 2 T i% B8 I SLAMP) BLASTH MAGICP
J% ComFoRT-125 22 ANJF 57 T A1 A 753 181 i) A5 54 0 0 960 1E 5 v A T 35 b J AL bl T 3 R AL 2
R ) e R DR 23 T M ) SO, A 15 55 SIE R R % %) 30 A7 T s A7 S v P R e, A AR 38 E AR A 2 T 1) A )7
TEA ALY ) 46 E 5 A 52 FH Ak 1 S B AR S [ TIF 97 K+ Assume-Guarantee (1 JEARS, T 5 CFE 7 (10 4640 , 38 3 X 56 E 15
SR 52 B 0% (2 B AR TR [m] CRE )3 J50A R 190 3611 T8 , AN 17 485 5 6501 %) mT e P R0 S FH AR R

Assume-Guarantee #fE B (assume-guarantee reasoning)) 72 3N F F R P B E Ak 4 & 50, UG T R 4P
PR, U SCHR[7,9,10]55 H A AR 70 560 10F 2 A T2 PP BEH B 2 A O R dh B IS, W] AKX Se R B E R (1 B R
ERAN . B H S B AT R B, B T I e B A 4 43 SO A B ) AR e g R R AT IR AIE AR S I IE X S
e PEAS B0 2 BT IR R 43 1T ¥R 2 19 7 VAR A 8 K b B AR 56 1IE T4 AR SCf5 % T Assume-Guarantee #fEEE (1]
A AENUF C R A O 36AE b 8 38 R B R I0AE T893 B T —Fh3& T Assume-Guarantee 8 E &
FH QI8 AIE J7 92:(AR SC BA R Wi FR 4 Assume-Guarantee 48 22 5 H 7715). % 77 VL SG 6 R2 P AR AL (R 45— s A 51 N —AS
PRST BB G5 1, IR e AN 12 sl i, 7% e ARV 2 M A 45 A IR0 I A AT BR AR 0 AN S5 08 15 45 58 1P 0, AR G A 4 i
YA B 2% A 8 R 7 16 T AT TT RE BT B A2 FRAT AR AIE B AT 3 — s Ah PO 8 2 P S et B R 1% i A A8 St S B 5
J& )G AT 2 55 (weak), IX FF T LACRAIE I [T 3o 75 o AN 25 U A i) — 45 B AT B8 A8 AR [e) B, DR 99 R B 4 At 4%
FECBA I P — AR SE BR AR T TR AN ATAE B PAT B AR, T S B X B S PR AN AT AE I PAT B AR IE T T A e T,
PATIRIARR 15 2% At BEAT R A F0 00 . 20 SRR % s A (1 {15 45 o 0 e A A v 5 ), L A X 8 B S5 1R I 4
AT B AR AN I TS 45 5 1 00, 8 8 P A 42 B 3 A2 265 e ) .

LEARIE R & 4 T SR T3 R, 38 Assume-Guarantee 4 22 5 FH 7 12 B SR A AR P S 5 N A ey
PR T 4 A% A2 TR A 4 PR 55, 2 0 TR 22 R0 R I AR PAAT 38002 ot I JF 40 o A 2 BB 4% e, T SR 1R i
G5 At I T HE (1, 3K 6 AR A R T 4k 0k [ 1 25, AN BB 22 M RN SR AR AN R T R B AT RE 59 1Bk 4% A, 3R
1IN T — B 1) fih % 77 5, B AR &8 il 4 (variable abstraction), H J8 A 5 ££ 4 1) # 25 52 )% V) A (program
slicing)!" VALY, RIVAR 98 72 e o 45 4% 1 0 BT AL 65 1A 72 0t e 2 T4 U2 16 5 B S0 (0 PE TR G MRS 48 2 TR o
RUHE AN ZEWREF U R MM 2 R REEAE S WA DGE R/ HIAT b, 5088 2 T 725 118 L5 S FE
J7 B ALLTE SCZ T IR AE — A g5, R IE ok AR R A ATTBT O ) A A R e BURR R PR — /N AR A
AT 2 R ) 2 A 52 TR e R DB o v B 2 T b, T AN Sl T 28 TR D) B R i B TR g vk b, 945
BT MR L FRAT L Th MR R R AR E S AR SRS AT A &5 AL AR 1 T U0 AT (slicing
execution)!"> R RE & 38 ] T CRR A IS A S (R B0 A0E  BUAS T 4R 1 1 %

TEARL TR ST e 5 i Ak A, 5 SOk 8 4 B 5k )5 4% (1 (partial strongest post-condition), H 25 [EFE /7 1B 43
AT R NG s TR I LA G0 1 08 ST TR 3 5 Y 4 R 59 JRAVI A FH 350 20 B 0 S Ak AR A S B A TR U Bk
Atk IEAE ] R 198 5 (141 5 K5 4L (counter-example guided abstraction refinement, fii #RCEGAR)! 175 ik M 5 56 4F
T AR T R I P H S R AN AETE I B AT AR 4 5 1 il 5 1 T (abstraction criterion)JEAT R 16,28 5 AR 4l
R A 11 ey S5 DO KT 58 4 e R S 4 PR AT R A RN 5, LAAS SRS £ R s 14 {5 4% A2

FAMEH Assume-Guarantee R 5 H J77200 SSL YMX IFI UG YE F ik FR AT T 900, S0 uE T (9 C 7277
K HT Linux #AERS T SSL WX I SZHLFEF openssl-0.9.6¢.1% 56 1 Z& 491 9 4% £ T 18 1l i % A0 304F L =
BLAST #1 MAGIC BAJHET- U1 $WAT 86k T RIS UE i, FAT 15126 T e B RIE 4 R, H 5 AR MRS
FH 5 6 AR 25 SR HEAT T EL B RN 43 AT &5 R R W, Assume-Guarantee %2R & 7k B B0 se fHEf Al
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JEtE.

ARSCE 1 W AR I RIS A RIS . A S B A AR S AR R T A LR 2 IR
Assume-Guarantee 18R 5 715 FEXT AT ER T SIEWLEE 3 A GHEGIE T H B9 SEBR, L RO S 06 45 SR
LEIRR AN A3 AT 585 4 W5 PR AR OC AR d 5 2 45 0

1 BEFERLEX

L BLASTFIMAGIC — #F, AR 5 CF2 7 A 55 8 I3 1 F RN =l 1 B2 Bk % . 48 3 4 1 FH o8 25 P4 ik (inline) «
while/for/switch%5: 85 A1) (1 25 J& , 7T MR % CFE o R & 4 FHEA) BIIR(E 15 ) if-then-else/y i f) . gotoik
) Mreturnifi £]. 73 328 fJ“if(c) then A else B;™HH 73 32 4% fFif(c) MR 41 3L Jm 4k i 1) 02 AdE J2 B 73 IR 04
assumeift fijassume(c) Flassume(—c). i &, b Ak [ assume i 11 & FH K2 4 CFE 7 11 43 S AU, DL B W Hb 3 34 43
AT ), AN A& A8 L Assume-Guaranteed 2 5 H] 75 VE 1 (1 Assume £ 45 T8 /5 IO RS 1 15 ST DL Al A i i B 4 A
(strongest post-condition)! >3k & XM {4 ¥E £1) Fllassume TE ) (1 5% 5k i 5 46 140 il 1 X g BB1)

SP(x:=e)=Af.3x".fX'/X]A(x=€e[X"/X]) (1)

SP(assume(c))=Af.fac 2)

AP S X AN X /X143 5 A2 K 2 IR 2R 5A 2e o 10 BT A x () 1 e b B0 460 T o 0 3 i 43 380 19 4 QRN R 0k 20 AR 3

SCRIR[3] 7 B 77 22, TR T AT DG i 7E 1423 A5 o 51N Skolem Hy H: B 75 SR 1 B B 5 B A TR B AR AR R (3). %)

TWE 75 fi) x:=eFllassumeth fi)assume(c), 4 R X ik Xeile 51 H T AR & XAy, W 51 A —A>Skolem & # 6,7k

P75 A R TRy I R FEL, T H R 8 A 2 BT 4N — 4 V5 A y:= 6,48 5 SCR[3], AT 1M FH — Jo (0 @)k KR

M B B A, o Q% — A ok B KRR T AR & B 3] B Skolem R A B K R A 2, RP

£:Vars > Exp (VarsFIExp 7 5l AR 52 77 AL 5 F1 08 X 19 4482 AT AT LA 0d 7 1) 07 228 g A B3R IA R 4

Bl Q:Expr> Exp ; @t — NES A7 T A assumei® ) 51 A H A 78 K358 203 T (02, Oy A 15 A1) Fllassume 7
) B e AR R v S R B

SP(x:=€)=2( 2, ®).{Ax—>(Xe)], D) 3)
SP(assume(c))=A{£2, &).{L2,dUXC)) )
Hrb B x—elw A
Q[He](y){g(y)’ Y= )
e, ify=x

2 ML BB S B AR TR IRORE 03 SO R T AT AN R 1) S5 AR (R T G R IR Ak AR AR R
TE S0 T R v A B0 0E P BT B R 7 AR S AR A A D R AT R 75 2% 18 D B I R348 1, N TR 2 347 R 14T
G AE A S AT T 5N AR ORI o B u S B A 1 R 2 R T SCHE AT R ST AT B (over-
approximation)!' >3] A5 il % H G 1 AR B AV P R B 20 FE T AR B AR B 3 7 AR R 0 B S E 4 A (partial
strongest post-condition), it 4 SPy.

ARG 5L G RET U F (program slicing) i BVAR LE SR ALL B H AR FvH S AN [ AR B4l 52 16 H A A
T E I RAEE T NS UE N (abstraction criterion, — N AF 5 AR S V)R FIWT — S 52 7 v A A2 15 2 5 PE R ISR AR
K (TR A T 1R 7 R LR i A AL IR B R 16 R R AR AR G VI 4R AT BUR LR e
A E T WO FR TS M H T SFIT 4 L AL iR 7 V) v B /MS 2 Uk #Vars(e)iR a1 R 8 et & M B
A A B WVars(y)={x,y ) KT — & AR 7 B 2 p=51,52,. .., Sno & X

Vars(p) = | Jvars(s).

EX L(RAEE AR XM, WEEA x=e E%Hﬂ%‘k‘é% VORI s X
o IR Vars(x)cV 3 H. Vars(e)cV, FR x:=e S AL V R (158 4 A0 SR 35 A ;
o IR Vars(x)cV {H Vars(e) ¢V ,JUIFR x:=e ZFZAEN] V N 17565 FH A 15
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o W Vars(x) gV JUFR x:=e LB HEN] V T A SRR TE A

EX 2(Assume FEA]BYFE K1), assume i f) assume(C)AE G HEN V T BIAH S iR

o WIR Vars(c)cV, K assume(c) & &N V T [¥AHC assume 5 A7;

o IR Vars(c) ¢V ,UFR assume(c) % HEN] V R K J55% assume 5]

BT AR RS, FRATT e SCES o3 B B G A AR R R A ABA T L.

EX I(REFANBOIREBRERM). 4 E MGV, AL E A)x:=e7E G HE NIV T 1 7 5l 5 B 4
FESPy(x:=e) i X A

o WSx:=e itV N 5E AR K I AE 75 1), 384 SPy(x:=e)=SP(x:=¢);

o i iRx:=e 2tV I 4 A K AR AR 5 1), I8 4 SPy(x:=e)=SP(x:=86,);

o WRx:=e LV G K IR 1 1, 8 4 SPy(x: =€) 1 17 45 b 4L

1 e xe=e S F 4> A C A V8 A, B T 80 % 3R 0A e i 3 b A & 3R AT JE VR A A e (HE, WO 5T N — A
Skolem ¥ fit 6, 3¢ 7 2 15 e AT AT B {H.

EX 4(AssumeiE A1 RIER S BB IR B &) 4 B UEV, assumeil fi)assume(c) 7E S UE NIV T (1 I3 5
B 4 SPy(assume(c))E XN

o G assume(c) 2V T AH K W assumeiE 1), J5 4 SPy(assume(c))=SP(assume(c));

o iR assume(c) 2V I TE Ik assumeiE A, F8 4 SPy(assume(c)) e 1H 4% pf 4.

— A PR AR P=S51,52,. . ,Sn H 8 20 B R I A5 A4 SPy(P) 7E XA SPy(P)=SPy(Sn)°SPy(Sn-1)°...°SPy(s), X 1 iR $ &
JRAT G o 5 XA A W ZE 4G, B goh=Ax.g(h(X)). 5B 73 $5 3R i 5 45 A 1) 08 Sk T4 G i i i 8 4 A 4 AT )
FEIET 2 G2 @)K 534y B i Ji B4 AE A Ik SR B Eh, 1K, D) e ok — B R A

h(2, D)) = 391...9,“.((w;\!2e2b(a))) A (¢6Aw¢)j (6)

Hr,0,...,00 2 E VI FE 5N BT 1S Skolem i =, #R £ e2b(( ) 35 5 R B Q1) 45 A AL &8 1 3 ik Ui S 4
KA IR FRIE B :e2b(x— 1)=(x==1).

2 EHTF Assume-Guarantee # EZE BRI C IBFWIEA %

2.1 Assume-Guarantee¥ ZE H A%

A SCAE A BRIR A B s ML (finite state automata, & FR FSA) 3 A5 56 UE A PE 00RO\ 138 ) 6o o T 1
H EIALI BT 46 A5, 27 R4 2 1 ) o 8 4 E BRURE 38 A4 Db M 0T B S LIRS B R o an n Bt . LA
o 7% 2 1) b 45 E BB IR T 7 1) R FfobR 2 S5 FRATT R 2 A SRR 1 2 A AT B AR AT A MR T A S AL PR S HEN
JCHRWOAS B A M R 75 460 5 2, AR (0 I A AT W 7 B8 Re A A5 4 5T B B0 HL I IR A E N RS I,
JEUA 15 B A2

T R UE CHE 02 7506 A2 1E 5 B B WL, BRATHS 38 43 i it G AR A Z s I Q o R B = T A (Q,@,6), H
Wil s T M BOIR A ML IR ZS A B B, B AT 0 8 358 43 B ol S B A5 1 BT ELSPy(s) T R Bl Q0,8 b X
(2, ,&Y=SPy(S)({2 @,&), H: 1 (2, @)=SP(5)({2 D)), H.& FE M FUIR S HLIARZS 2053 18 A siE % 2 10 JrIR A (L
s PE RSN — MRS TR F ). 75 T B I, BT s 2 7 o #H OGE Ay, RZE e 2 FUIRSHLIARES
TR HE (0,0 e

EX 5(AssumeF ). 4w S HERIV, T T — 4% WFE TN T 15 A1) B SE R 7 15 A) s B A2 p, 8 S o) o o
B4 SPy(p)(True) & 75 15 A sAb (1) Assume 55 11, 2o W True 8 XK (), @y, 6),420=@y=D, &, J MR ML B U
&K

BN,

TEX 6(AssumeZHERITTERE). 2715 AIsA 1Y A Assume 55 14H(Q, @, &) HI 5T T s Ak i) A~ AR [ Assume 5%
R4 4 PSP LA I (I 4 (42, @,8/=>PSP), 24 HLAX M 47 /EPSP I — A T4 (2, @y, 81),...(2n, Pro )} PSP, AT 15
a=...=g=eHAN(T) AL ILH vy, v TS AE IV ) BT A A2 5, o8 Bh ) 5 CHLEK(6).
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vV,...vn.(h(<Q,cz>>) = v h(<Q,¢.>)) ™

(2,0,6)=PSP T LA FL W B fif 4y PSP T LL(2 @,) B 55 If] Assume 5 A 4 5 2 (2, @, &) 4tk (1 [T 41 7] g
1) A% 5t Y BB 15 7E PSP IR 1) A 148 1t U Y [ 2 P9, N TTPSPU {02, @, &) } i ik 1) Assume 4% 1554 T+ PSP, K]
UL FR(2, @, ) HIXS T PSP 2 T1 4% 1.0 (2, @, )=>PSP B AL, 8 = .0, (PSP) 11 (€2, @, ) T 26 25 [1IPSP 1) 1 4, /T PSP
I EIR T (D, Drue1),. (0, nyen) 77 BEAR AL X TR W REIE A R ME— I 7R S B h AT T A ik B — AR
CINEUN IR S

EX 7(Assume RHHIAIFEMN). ®(QO,HETERETIEA s A —A Assume F5fh, WS TT &l 2
h((£2, @)) 175 BEEUAE A s TF AR AT, A BEATE 2 TR S HLNRES a0 B B LS, WIFR(Q, @,8) & T A) s Ab I — A
n] % (sound)f¥) Assume 14

WD, D,e) fEEAR] s Ab—ANTTFE] Assume 2514, B2 42 & 1 T A2 5 R RN P SRS AL S HRIRES 1
M s TFURIARAT 6 12 8 A 2 i S i 4 P T

EX B(AssumefF 4z B BRI FR). RFEFIE S AL I HA Assume 4 A1( 2y, @y, e YO T F2 7 15 F) s ik
E’g%ﬁAssume%{ﬁF(Qz,@2,52>(iﬂﬁ:1(.Ql,ch,gl)—)(.Qz,@2,52)),%?5(.01,471,51>El<]ﬂ??’?f&%%ﬁff(.@z,@z,gz)ﬂﬁﬂ

5 2, MR Q,, Dy, 6,) S, A I — A 1] 5E 1) Assume 514, (2, , @y, 1) s Ak 1 — N AT HE ) Assume 5¢
. Assume £ 1 2 ] (R A5 5% 2R 2 A% 338 (1), R AT 32 X psp—— psp’ 4 HAN 447 £Epsp,,...,pspn, 1 #3

pSp—>PSpP;—>...—>PSpr—>Psp’.

Assume-Guarantee 44 % 5 H] 755 1 HE A AL, A58 I 52 AR 8 B0 2 il 00 D Clnn 1k 5T B Bl L b R 9 A
), NR P N T8 ) 77 R8P 1 AT 2% 428, 0 3008 1 AN F2 7 s 1890 43 de R 5 8 4k fF AR R i s ik 1
Assume £5PF, 5 AE G S0 Py i RE P IR AEIX B Assume £5 11 AT SE P 00 SR AR 3R D7 I 3R B S AT B AR AN 2
R BAIE M BT 300 1 26 20 AT AR 15 i — 45 LS AT AT (feasible) IO PAAT B A2, T L 2 IR 21 T — 4% e 9 e 42, 75
)32 T3S Assume 4% 4 AN ] SE 177 38 B 1) £4 /X 9] (spurious counterexample) i 1%, 16 B Assume 4% {4 A 1] 4 1) it
DRI 2 7 il % 1 4k 5 Y DU AR , D1 ab AT HE BT ) o0 B R R P 28 o I N il G v AR 4R A R A AT R
Assume 5T RE A0, ELBNEWT T BT 1 Assume 4515 #5842 AT FE .

2.2 ETFAssumeRHRIMITIRZIER

JET Assume-Guarantee® R & H LS IE S FE 0B 1 s, i A\ 2 502 72 5 38 il i ¥l CFG=(S,E) Fl 4 Jit
H BIHLFSA, I A Ty i 0 B T4 Ul B 4% iR B A o T ol D A e B T B AT i A e R B T — AN et )5 i i)
HeWorkStackidh 47, 1 i 145/ 70 3 HS 2 JE 0 i) G5 460, 1% 2544 TP B 3 N JT R s e S I AT AR T B A1) succeS s
1 J5 4k 1 f);pspe PSPA& — M W12, @, &) 1 Assume & 1 . #% WorkStack & XL T 4 /¥ B4 4% :push,pop, top Fllempty,
I3 MR BAE B . B AR L AR T A A WAk i 5 O 2 AssumeMapic sk T R IR AR 4% VB ) T 0T R 1)
AssumeskE W1 N ZZGEFEEE 13 4T).VEIE NG UL AR S48 & WA I VI — MR R RS I RS 14
AT+ 3 ISATHEAR R T — M WIa 02, o s M 27 BN VB 1), bR £ Suce(so) IR [Rls 4 il it B (1 i A 5
k1B 1) (£, Do, £0) R AW U 45 A True, Ho Q= @y=D, o 1 PEJFCIRZS WL IR LA ZS Bt 5 3 FEHE NG IR, 0 kA 4y
TR 16 1T), AT BARTUOT R R 17 17),28)5 A Wk 10 70 5 1) Assume &2, @, &)=z pspH PE FUIR SN R E e
ST VE FURS MU WS (B 18 4T V5 19 47), Tt SR, D)2 WA P o 43 18 8 e rh A2 (10 0 — 4 T R T s 491 5 4%,
BT EAS A L TAT M, AR R AN W AT 1O A B ARG A R AE N, PR R AR S 2.3 WA L A R AT
U2 JEAE JUAN 4 8 TR A7 0. 0 SR SO A R 3 T T S S T A T ) R R A R A e I R S AR TR R 29
A7), 0 A, a5 31 47 8 A ForwardSearch % JCEA7 &b 75 WIZE 5 32 47 A Fd Back Track [B1 W 2 £k 11—
i),

B 1 i BT NI T E S A 2 Assume 55 AT 2 T I AIBOC R <7 (3 5 4T 12 47), AR HEA
Assume %42 IE B 0 A A] 52 8 A KT8 1R T AT Assume 4% 4 A 1 52, 75 B4 A1 ] A AssumeMap 25 [ (5
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26 1T+ 28 27 1T).56FH ForwardSearch if £, B M4 4 515 1 (1) 2 5045 W b i S0 J5 kB AU I S 305 ) o I T AE b
FEIP R LHE AR IS REEE 1 AT 2 SR IsFISuce AN B 03,58 2 AT AR HiE vk 5 1 A s' 1) Assume 55 £ 7. psp,
W 7. psp—>( 02, @, &) 1F =, TR ASHLIPIR A& et 3 558 R 28 3 AT I Wis'# 1) Assume 5 £ 77 psp A 55" U 11
Assume 4k {1 AssumeMap(s") /& 17 A& TU 42 1, 1 3 52 WU AR 95 0 42 Assume 45 £ 1 s S0, FRATIAS 7 B8 T 4k 2 )
N2 DR AE IR B R 2K s' 1 2 B K A N R TR AE I 2 ) T AR 4% 2 2 AssumeMap(s') T I BT A
Assume % {1 #5 1 AT SE 1, DR ML L FEAS 4 AT 5B S 4T 7 #.psp I #.psp T 4 75 (¥ AssumeMap(s') 11 T 4E
= 7 psp(AssumeMap(s")) ! &> JC 32 (2, @, &) LA IR G 28 2R 27 pspAH % T AssumeMap(s') AN A2 TUAR 1), 1 B 1
57 475 2 psplE ks B — AN ) Assume £5 44 i N AssumeMap(s'), I AE 55 8 475 2/ HE AR th, DUAE 3k — 25 7
TR A 0 T 5 AR AR D 5E I CGR 32 AT Ielse 4y 32), I 75 221 H Back Track [F1 3. [B1 3 i), 567 26 9 1744
T VE 1) 1R 2 K 8 K ot G, T A 224 i ¥ 1) T K 0 1K) B 5 S M 2 (B 100 4T), 3%t 7. psp T 4 8 14 e A7
Assume 5k (02, @), W E 7. psp—{(02, D, &) 3 5 2, 24— A1 R I Assume 55 14 AAK 3 HH BB N i 8 B 1) K it
KRG IBLE & AT IR,

/* Global variables */ main(CFG=(S,E),FSA){
mn': struct{seS; succcS; pspePSP;}; 13 or all seS set AssumeMap(s)=J;
WorkStack: A list of struct 7; RESTART:
AssumeMap: S > 27 ; 14 et m.5=So, Z.SUCC=SUCC(So), Z.pSP=( 2, Do, &);
V: Abstraction criterion (A set of variables); 15 WorkStack.push(z);
16  while (!WorkStack.empty()){
ForwardSearch(zs’){ 17 let 7=WorkStack.top();
1 let 7.5=8', 7.succ=Succ(s'); 18 let (£2,®,£)=7.psp;
2 let 7'.psp=SPy(x.s)(7.psp); 19 if (¢1s an accepting state of FSA){
3 if (7 .psp=AssumeMap(s’)){ 20 let p=m.S,..., 7.8 is the path in WorkStack;
4 For all (Q2,@,8)e(= » psp(AssumeMap(s’))) | 21 if (p is feasible)
5 set 77.psp—{2,®,&); 22 Report p as a counter-example and EXIT;
6 Yelse { 23 else{
7 AssumeMap(s')=AssumeMap(s')u{z.psp}; | 24 Refine the abstraction criterion V;
8 WorkStack.push(7'); 25 For all 7’.pspeWorkStack
} 26 For all (2,@ &) ——» 7'.psp
} 27 Remove (£2,@,¢') from AssumeMap;
BackTrack(7z){ 28 Clear WorkStack and goto RESTART;
9 WorkStack.pop(); 3
10  let #=WorkStack.top(); 29 } else if (3s’e msucc) {
11 For all (£2,®) such that z.psp—(2, @) 30 Remove s’ from z.succ;
12 set 77.psp—>( 2, &); 31 ForwardSearch(z,s");
} 32 } else BackTrack(z);
}
}

Fig.1 Verification procedure based on Assume-Guarantee framework
Kl 1 FL7 Assume-Guarantee HE 440 E T et 8

EIR L WRE 1 PR R TR E AT RS 9 47), 1 Assume Sk ffmpsp FTAKHI(“—) BTG
Assume & # 2 WS, I8 4 mpsp WA TE A s 1 — A AT SE ) Assume 45 F.

WA 1 B R Sl ) — 4 A I BT AT R 4R AE U R AR I 4 TR 4R 1E U’ i Assume 5 1E( Q2 @,0) MK T
AssumeMap(s') /& TU A (K1, BE I ok T2 2% V7.2, D, 6) = » psp(AssumeMap(s”)) T 17 Assume 5 1 KOG 3R, I
(] 97 247 3% L6 A 3 O 2R A% 38 38 HL P A T K. P o B ) 4% 1R JRAT 1T = pep(AssumeMap(s)) H T 1) Assume
A H 2 T AE ), HAE (2, @,8) BT 412, Rtk i Rt B AR AN i s' 18 0] BAARIE LA, @, &) [T s AN 25 3 95 T 45
. AR T RS 7SI BT S 4k A D) 58 AN T R ), 0T s BT S AR AR O AR T,
BATAT LA B, s R . AR U R 7 psp I T A AR PAAT 45 40 I A 1T 50 B, X e PAT % AR BN
T BT 0. 55 A0 A 4 Assume 5% P (11355 43 d5 58 5 T 4% 10 A2 W 48 S AR <y 30 AL, 56 T30t [ PR R P AT % A2
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AL T T SERR AR R IAAT R 4, A 1T E FEASTIE. O

#ie 1 W E 1 R RE AR WorkStack S 2 TR G RE S 16 4T), AT RERE thok th B T B Bh AL
A G BRI FREE 19 AT 09 1 45 AN by B0), 5 2 48 S0 1) 2k 45 2105 2.

U B < SR R AR HY I AR A 2 B R R BT U A s X Y K AssumeMap(s) HH I T Assume £ 14 4B A& 1T HE ).
) b, RN 1 6 1 1 Assume 5 1 True (0= @y=0) W J2: 7T 52 1. AL Bt 2 U, S IR FE R A Je A 4 i A & it
BT, MO TR A5HIE. O
23 ROIEESHGRENEL

BT 30 20 B 0 A A o R P i I R ST T AR, R T 3 0 e B S AR R T 3l I BT A SE B TR AR R
AT R AR 2 A1, 3 2330 JJ] — S A0 R 7 SR BR AT T A S A7 AL I B A% R T — 4R 3 T oy Bt B B A= AR 1 R
191 4 4%, B A 06 0K 1 L2 75 2 FL 92 AT 4T Y (feasible). 1 3 S 8] 14 42 AN 1] 47 (infeasible), B AT 75 ZE MR 41 & 4% 1k 4ih
G UE ), 3K 8 T AR R T 1 SRR AR 2 20~ 27 4T

%o T # WorkStack 71§ — 4% 1] B8 1) 52 5] 1 72 p=120.5, . .., 70n.S, TR AT 3 T 52 HU A% 5 1) Bt 0 U B 4% 2 S 40 i 3G
JE 15 AT .4 (0 @)=SP(p)(True), Wl A h((2,@))=False, Il % B B 12 p & AT AT B 12 AR S fr i A H W T 5
h((£2, ®))=False 5 11 A 2\

¢£\a>¢ =False (8)

FRAT R AR FE R T D0 1 7 9 40 T T R R R AR R AR B A s ARl p S A ) A 1T —
B AR AN AT AT 2 RS ) assume 11 22 [ 14 70 98 38 B 1, T A6 VT 5 6 42 p 1A 40 e o J 4 AR I bl T B e
U A REL T 44 3K 2 52 [ assume 15 1) 1 52 S T DGV ), i 2 3 BSR4 dc T S A% A L BT R p mT AT (K A R TR
Db, FRATT B R H X 2 ph 58 (1) assume 15 ), 88 JE A FH B ATIAE 9 U0 7 i 3K (slicing request), X} B 2 p AT s AU A
UST e BT A7 0375 0, 5 0k 475 ) w5 (100 728 0 N 81 3 52 94 D)3 i B 5 Ve 5 SO A o8 TR AR 1 ek
G N ST p A0 43 B it i 4% 1 s, 30 T DU HE p ok N AT AT g 4%

Uy iE — AT B R p R — AR AR A VAR UL R SRS S AR R ) B ST AR S I TR ) RIS B2
T 1R 80 25 D) B9 Cn SRR 18 1) LA v B35 (90 vl 4 e, 5 BB AR i b S R i B N AR 1 51 44 . 2 (42, @)=SP(p)(True), 4y
T AT RS 24 4T (R G HEDRE A0, BT 2 3. 1 i 2 2 (8) IR /N T 2 @i, B! D 122 7 B p AN I 4T i assume
VB A IR /N B BAT P LAVArS( Doin) 2 B 28 U118 SRV 5T H A 96 1) 18 U 25 5 DS(Vars( @pin)), 28 J5 K i 5 4
M) VS 1L Vovars(DS(Vars( @pin))).-

FE 2. KT & ARFAT I A2 p, 11 K SPy(p)(True)=False, B AR 4R F 3k 77 v Kl % vk ) E VRS A6 S VOV, 3L
FV'=Vars(DS(Vars( @pin))), 4 — & SPvov(p)(True)=False.

E W 3 T RS A0 5 B 3 2 HE VOV S5 % 42 p b AT fO 28 1 i % B DS(Vars( @) T HI BT A 1 A 5 4 4 5%
T ), BRI S T8 ) 1) S5 i B A 1 T LA Tt p 2 AN R AT O

S 2 U AL T B R E I V130 o B 5 S A A T AN AT R AR p T AT LA S TR AL
Fl G HE ) VOV IR 43 B i S A 1w LA H p ANRTAT.

it 1 R 24 AT S HE NS AR BRATT AR S AR AR R BT AT G K A1 Assume 45142 .psp #HH Tl
S Y DU 3ok T KRR 1T AS AT 5 5] N 97 A 4H T 2 psp 1 Assume £50(2, @ &'y —— 7/ .psp WHSAN T HE 1k R
25~%5 27 AT T AT SEN) Assume 4143 AssumeMap H s FaL6f AR T HERS Th T 2 psp 1 oA
Assume Z5 R ¥ 2 B 1 T A0 e AT 0T SE LB S G REAE B 28 AT A5 HEAR, IT Bk L B RESTART 2 H 4 % %
AT 6 42 1) 3 [ A 39 1) [l R o e T T LA RIS S 7548 T HE 1K) Assume 454, AT AT AT 2800820 22 i )
I BRA T 140 27 P i, AR AR B D7 A AP A 30 ) R O AT B AR ), Eh T R P R B B A7, P 1 4 A S e ] i
ANE L FRATAT LU % BLAST Al MAGIC (97775, 5 22 FUB A6 38 e FF — i R R B AR AR L 75 298 T 1 2
RS T5 1 R AR A b Ak S TR v AR DR800 B, 490 2 7 S 560 R v BATT R A 5 N AT B i U KB i, £t
BT A SE6 72 7 B S AIE 34 RE % 24 k.

© HIHBREBSAHIGIT  http/ www, jos. org. cn



HRAE F T Assume-Guarantee 34 % 58 ¢4 C £2/5 BiE 7 ik 2137

3 MNETHESXIWHER

FATAEMAGICP [y SE 7l | 52 30 T 5L T Assume-Guarantee 48 2 57 Fl 77 5 (0 C R 5 30 iF T 2, T 2 AH H
Simplify!"” fF Jh s BHE ) T 5 AL Das 6 3 AS BEURE () 5 10 Pl S92 200 R Ak P A i 53 44 3% T L SCRE 0 o6 40
TREF AT A G5 R FIECZH ) A P HC R R AN SCRF 3% U ek 43008 A R A B 3 Bk A% W setjump/longjump 4%, iX 46
BRI H BT 7E SRR 7 b W AN AETE.

FeA1E A H S BLAST,MAGICHI Y] 7 $0AT A [5] 0 900 FH 451 >k 62 36 A< S 42 HA 1) Assume-Guarantee 5 iiF
J7 R RO R S I s 51 # L 1 T openssl-0.9.6¢ IR P YRARHD, B 4G 2 000 24T CARAS, S T
7EInternet I HEAT %2 A5 AL ISSLYML. 5 IR IGAE T H—F, AT T H b & SSLEM S #1447 T r i
5 i R 552 i S D4R T 0 B AR RS B2 K&y 350 47 AR &5 44 2 Wi i 2 B s PR S HLE X Hswitehif Ay 3t
HRY) 35 Acaseils 7], H T M AR ZS YeE B w2 4 DL w5 SRR AR 56 00E (1 PR TR 3 S0 58 R
BEAJF ISR T LR D LB 01S;—5S5—S33— S FRATILIAE T 4 A% 7w P TR 16 AN Al 55 45 g 12
73 AL H ssl-cIntFlssl-srvrok bR IR EAT] A B UE P BUIRSHLRPIRES B 6 A~22 AN AEVE TUIRES L AR,
TEMW T 35 easedd f), AL FEAIE 143 ST AT 1% 53 SO B AR G SRt TOIR S MRS Bl o 6,8 AH 4
THEAE EIR 2 350 A7 AR AL A 6 U0, DRk, 00 1k P 461 ok 2 PR 360 AT 55 H AT A1 >4 (R 96 UE JRSE BLAST, MAGICAIIR
AT SEU6 45 RAMAE B T 30X — s 5 AR IS E TR (9 85 5 — 8 i A7 PR s o Bl #2 2.

TATH 2 F 4 £ 1.6GHz AMD Athlon XP () CPU fiI 1GB W17, 843135 /& Windows 2000 F1 CygWin
2.427 5285 g5 W ULK 1,38 % Properties 4 £ 361 119 P 5, Name g 11 1) 44 7, States A PE FUIR S HLIIRES
4. Assume-Guarantee reuse of searching A A< 3L 45 Hi ¥ 46 iE 1 72, CE Paths 275 75 56 UF ik #% o 48 21 (1) 04 J 451 % 422
(spurious counter-example paths)f) %, Vars o4 4% 1l 52 1 dsc 6 il 5 v ) P AR i i 850, Thm Calls Jy 56 F i 2
F R s BEIE ] TR (K YK, Time O 56 UE BT AT OIS 8], SR 2D 38 1 it 45 T BLAST,MAGIC A1) F $hAT )
IAIE 45 S o BLAST A1 MAGIC FI¥# ok 1 SCRR[21], 5257 &5 /2 1.6GHz AMD Athlon XP ) CPU A
900MB N 17, 4K A P55 /2 Linux 38 Hp* R 7R 56 Gk i) (]88 ik 3 AN ) d5 4 PR 36 1 45 S A0 2 vp 38 o M A4 75 20t
B2, AR FRATT I S 30 °F & LU TR 2111 S 3P 6 2 T 100MB - [ W A7 (EBR T PN T stve-6 Rl srvr-14 4,
LA ST SRR ES R A T AN E] 200MB A 47

Table 1 Experimental results

F1 LKEER

Properties Assume-Guarantee reuse of searching | BLAST MAGIC | Slicing execution
Name States | CE paths  Vars Thm calls Time | Time Time | Thmcalls Time
ssl-clnt-1 6 8 9 4362 12 348 156 32518 28
ssl-clnt-2 6 5 8 877 8 523 185 8632 10
ssl-cInt-3 6 6 8 ™33 10 469 195 45327 39
ssl-clnt-4 6 8 9 4365 12 380 191 37 966 34
ssl-srvr-1 6 D 8 5020 24 2 398 226 111 495 85
ssl-srvr-2 5 6 9 5821 65 691 216 84 791 66
ssl-srvr-3 5 7 10 267314 439 | 1162 200 86018 67
ssl-srvr-4 5 6 9 9 448 35 284 170 87 000 68
ssl-srvr-5 9 14 17 111 077 405 | 1804 205 211516 145
ssl-srvr-6 22 6 9 1424958 2552 * 359 894003 698
ssl-srvr-7 9 5 8 8 868 76 359 196 221230 150
ssl-srvr-8 11 5 8 5584 25 * 211 279 124 207
ssl-srvr-9 9 5 8 11 164 80 337 316 213075 145
ssl-srvr-10 8 7 10 265 409 444 | 8289 241 169 836 127
ssl-srvr-11 9 5 8 8899 76 547 356 211821 145
ssl-srvr-12 13 13 17 99 695 374 | 2434 301 385410 280
ssl-srvr-13 9 4 7 2209 135 608 436 210169 144
ssl-srvr-14 16 6 9 1422 838 2529 | 10 444 406 531295 405
ssl-srvr-15 14 7 10 273 767 476 * 179 409 549 305
ssl-srvr-16 19 13 17 102 904 397 * 356 700 580 536

MR 1RSI 25 FBRATT AT LU BL7E 20 ANIAE 1 H AT 12 /N EBJE Assume-Guarantee ! 28 52 1 75 V2 1 50 IE
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e TR] ¢ e, 1T L R 6 56 40F FH 49 (A sevr-1,srvr-4,s1vr-7,srvr-8,s1ve-9,srvr- 11 25 ) ) 36 31E 225 B2 b HA 3 & H sl vk
UFAR 221X U0 T A SCHTHE tH 07 30 00 280 R S P A AL [) B AT T 9 72 381, B S8 06 I 461, it seve-6 Fllsrvr-14 1)
Y5 UE B[R] K KA T MAGICHIY) v $AT 23 A1 4t 23 A7 FRATT A I, 38 Sl 3 P B 2 1) DL DRI AT 3 A, T it e 3% 26 i)
& BATVE L5 T AE:— & T Assume-Guarantee 8 2 52 ] 77 V5 A& 36 T A SE LK, a0 L 72 — R UR st i 4
T Ao MBS R 1) 53 3, T8 B s 00 A% 4 S BT i AR5 3 I 58 S Ja A s 1B B A o) S — A — 4%
By I A B AR AN AT AT (AR 1T B AR 22 21, BT 0 A A et G v D) 32 A P ) e — L AR s R e AR R =
BT A A A A R BT N A e 5 114 e S5 oA ) 7 5 S B S TR A A, AT 385 K B A (R AT
2 ssl_srve 2 P A W 3 Ao MARRS, R PR A 56 IE B IR G A g v S A BT A A K AR
(s—>S3)—>tmp.next_state JIT At % HE W, T 5 B s—>state 1 BUE J FH ZE P AT case Sy B4 O 3 AT DU 3248, A T
TE T —IRAEFE P s—state i\ 4 7] GEREA T ) case.

while (1){ while (1){
switch(s—state) { switch(s—state) {
case Sy:  ...; s—state=NEXT(S)); case Sp: ...; Sostate=(s—s;)—>tmp.next_state; break;
break;
case Sy:  ...; S—ostate=NEXT(S,); case Sp: ...; (S—>S3)—>tmp.next_state=8576; break;
break; }
}
case Sp: ...; S—>state=NEXT(Sy);
Fig.2 The code structure of SSL Handshake routine Fig.3 A code fragment of Ssl_srvr routine
2 SSL #WIunE T 1 i i A HE 254 3 ssl_srvr & HR Y — B ARG
4 MHXIE

Assume-Guaranteedf B[] £ 75 S AR T 4 VeriSoft!™, ComFoR T 4% Jit 1 Y5 4% AL (1) 36 31F T L FH S o 440 44 11
IF KT W BAE . SCHR[10]38 348 T 4 4aT 2 T Assume-Guarantee # PR 512 I 6F B A0 15 88 AT B B A0 91 & bR 1 B
J7 3EAT B AF . Assume-Guarantee$fE ¥k 7 F T30 0F 19 H 16 LAAM, I8 AT LA T2 77 038, SCHiR (22145 B T 31X J7 1l 1
ST A SCHE H 15 T Assume-Guarantee (1) 55 1F 77 V270 L% 5 RN TG AR 8 2 4k AN [F) 2 Ab 76T, A S S8
A o M A 4 2R v B S AR U R T 4, 2 TR R T T R N ) — 5 TR AR SCER R IR v
5 e a3 FE 2% 1) Assume-Guaranteedft BE T /ELERE 7 AN R B, il LLgE & iE .

ASCHR M I7ERT T IR C REFREAT AR, AN R A TE T, 91k C R 5 AR I R AR 3 B JE B BT
15 I R HEFR I — 4R 385 ) 24 4710 ) fK) . Assume-Guarantee 48 R 5 77 1 A I KRR AL E SN — MR K
G5 A, I LER BEAR 56 10 T7 2 [Ty A2 8 R PR B A A8 3K AT B A%, LA SR TR AR B 4 AR 1 ] S 4, 2 WL SR [23].

AZ IS 54 B kG A B B W] AE SRR [ 131 4 Sy U0 R 04T B B 8 A HE R B, U0 AT T
FAE R — MR RS PAT, & e BE T I A WA A8 e GO R 8 A R 40 ok A DG RTE DG 1), 88
S5 VSR G5 A TR B 4 e B L A, O Ak TR A SR DG A R R e AR AT R ST 1R 3 [T, I [ B 3 BT
ATEEH LS LTV PATH C P RAE 72— ANk AR 8, 4 DR AT AR o 7= 28 1 Oh s 491) 6 77 e
SR A Feh G 1 U, L 80 2 O A R B — 4% BRI S 490 B ARk 1 A2 7 I R R kA R I T B O
AN m i 7 AT I B0 U B TR R AR A AR — A, U S L 40 g 5 S 4k 1 G K S AR R IR
BAIBER R A, HENE B — AN U k. i Tzl R AT LA 1 bk T 5 A T A A R TE ) 4 S IR E AN 2
Assume-Guarantee 4010F 5 ¥ A8AE, BT I PEAR 52 1035 1) 0 300 2 35 8 0 30 AR B ] (UL3R 1 (9S50 45 ) B[R] B,
T —ANBT B AR TEvEAT H 2 B AR AT L, — ke i, L 30 AR AR A LU AR SC I B8 7 VAL K.

e — AU W, G i S VAT DL B H AR R R AR A 5 R R PR A S HLBE A 2 SLAMP?,
BLASTY, MAGIC"* Jt ComFoRT!*1 45 T LRI F (1 i 4% 0o 1X 46 T LK) 56 UE 1 72 5 561 U1 R AT (% 7 vk —
FEAL R EAREAT I, GBS 3 AN IR, RIE i R - R 56 - I K A 5 S A 458 5 I Al 58 6 (CEGAR), .
BV 5 A B 3k B 4 BL Sz e )y 1 b AR S0 HR Y Assume-Guarantee 36 3iE J7 Vv T T R B3R S RSO LK) 1D
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%, 300 3k AN W R O Sz 481 B A5 R A RN o 5 AN T PRI U 4, 78 R T A TR B0 R A RN AT AT K b B A T 56
IEARAT

FCA AT 1) R YRAR A B0 56 E 7 302 A 455 5 4% 40 7 5 15, W Meta-level Compilation*] ESP*! z MOPS2014%: |
A A5 AR R AN R H 56 I I R AT A AE AR R R I ) i % R B D5 35 W ASTREERT )2 C Global
Surveyor(CGS)Z8145 4§ & 11 A8 I AIE CRE 10938 47 RS 358, 10 AN S 5 — Bt (10 I 5% 22 4 1 5 50 25 W AR A 6
5, CMC J VeriSoft 45 AR w5 2 To i 5, AR UE T K5 B (5 18 136 AN g 3 3 R 10 T A AT 1 42, DXLk 3 1D
FA T ARIAE. 5 3R 5 1A b, AR SC I 7 30 B T 1) 52 4% (1) IR 9 22 4 2 00, 6 ORAIE RS A 3000 1) AT $8 42 i T
¥k

5 £RiE

AP T —Fh R T Assume-Guarantee 18 2% 52 H A0 56 31E 7 75, F 560 C R R YR ACHE i) 36 31F, FL R A JEARUE
TERE P (R BE S 1B R AL 5 TN LR ST AR T 4% 2, T 76 5 82 110 3610 5 2 o 36 11 BRI 8¢ 4% 14 1R T P, T SR AR
G AT T R 0 T A I A8 i A R SEL A TR A R I, B B M T A IR W B B — 4% L S I B AT 1
BB BE A% 1 B0 AR R 1A O ST T AAE AT HE R0 R AT DA 280 59 11 £ S B 1, AN T A 498 K b 4 ok 7 22
P IRE P AT B AR A A AR AR T IR T8 ARSI 5 VA T30 AE. Linux #AE RS T SSL Whl 1) SEELFE 7
openssl-0.9.6¢ ¥ A& SSL WM IIH) h 48 TR, SE 56 45 R R W, Z 5 vE A R I 1) S RO mT 4 e 2
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