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Abstract: The abstract interpretation theory was proposed by P. Cousot and R. Cousot in 1977, and is widely used
in the program’s static analysis domain to construct and approximate the program’s fixpoint semantics. This paper
describes the abstract interpretation framework of the program semantics based on the Galois connection, and then
discusses three typical applications of the abstract interpretation theory: The program transformation, the program
verification techniques about the safety property and the program verification techniques about the liveness property.
Finally, it points out the main directions of the program verification techniques based on the abstract interpretation
theory.
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# E: bR (abstract interpretation)#2i4,2 Cousot.P #= Cousot.R F 1977 42 i 6942 7 # S AT B My ik Frig
i (approxiamation) 42 5 b %35 69 Bk ML T A2 515 XA T Galois 454940 R M ICER T8 T A THRHE
fRRE IR e A2 5 Rk AR B M I IEAe i 1 M IR X 3 AP LAY 64 5 R FEAR T R T A R MR 642 5 E
T RHR T AL

FERRIR: R EAERE i Galois #4542 I IE

hEES %S TP301 SCERARIRAD: A

SE R B, AL 7 V02 2 A R A RRE A 2R S b “bug” i) — FiAT 20T BU B UG 56 . 2 BRE DT BERS E Btk
S AR S R T XA 775 2 AE RS 6 U oL 3 1 2R e BT A IR A 8] BE A X 9IRS R AT A SRR, OF B sk ik
ANl AL AR P TR S )0k T TE 9 IR A AR e BOIR A HH A B T SEHUAR B RE ) I AR R 2R 5TIRE R AL,
RS 65 5 4% o DA R A8 2 o) M K 1) L. S BRI W) 5 92 RS I T A9 O 99 IR A8 AR 8 (9 0 10 3 (ELRE, — B
TE L R E 1) B VR 23 BT 4 SRR WY WA 10 5 BEUE W5 R T AN BE DR UE 5 L. VT SN LRE A% BRI R R AL 8K |
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T 22 0 1) 8 5 2 — b i 0 b B S LR 2 b A T S0 o i RN Sl 3 A A% ) R AR A 28 1, Tl 4 s 4 T
A L — BT A AR D 55, D VR SRR R RN T ) S i) R AR 4% e R )R I SR AR AR B T RS
& A R

il % % B B8 /2 P. Cousot Al R. Cousot T+ 1977 4F 42 t I FR )3 5 245 20 A I )t R TG 2 5 A 3 i 1 U B
e AR RN Gl b (0 T SRR B SRR VR R TR R SO IR TR S b 0 T S0 R B SRR I el
SRR R 0 FH 5 — AN S Gt b ) R S TR R R R I S sk (LA SR b i A AR R
GARAT 1) 45 B S R TR 7 B SIS AT IR 405 L A B R A T 7 TE SRR RN U SRS B 2 W) A 2oy A,
DA 2K T 50KE P2 SR A5 v S a] A7k Pl I 3k ARV A A T ORGP 0 — P G & ik T S R R
A TR KB B RAEAT AL T S AR 2R — T 2 N TR il R
BEI S IE 5 28,

A1 RR R AR . Galois . 54k LAY Widening/Narrowing 515 A ME &, LL SRR P8 X3k
T Galois MG AR BEIGHESL 28 2 77 B4 D TR 2L T S B (0 SR R P, - B AR T %
R AR AR 4 . I T4 S S T R 2 A P P U 6 UE RN 3 M DRI 38 3 1 % 4 SClEAT A 45

1 BFEAHAEXET Galois EZEMMRFERFEILIELSR

Galois ##:. 8% # 1) Widening/Narrowing 5 1 & il S R B8 b (K FE A 2% . Galois E B+ ) B AR S
T ORAIE i 5 8 6 v il Gt G 3gORIT L Ao B3 R SE T 6 FR AR RIS B B B s S A TR ) B L O AR
SEA % L4 Widening S FH T RR P AN Bl 2 1 SO VAR R Sl T s F i 85, Narrowiing B8 % B P A
Bl A SOV AT R AR P TR HE R A TR R A0, TR SRR B I RS O R AT I %, T AR i AT
AN TRDR 20 P55 1 R et 5 08 S A 5 A BT A % 5 % 88, Widening 551 PP %4 S 3 AU T v e AR
P AN By 5 SCH S IE 1T T ) B HE SR,

BE T4 G 00 BV 1) R 0 1) 5 A SR AR 78 ORIE il G& A P 5 1k PR 4R R X R AR B i SO S
TR (1 8N 2 R GEAT i 5 08 30 A A9 1 B 3o R A S5 on T I AT S, A 5 R A T B R AN B U LI IE AR e T
TR 00 T, e S e R S B8, St e 5 e R AT RS £ T i G A R B8 1 T XAk B R R 2 ]
FEARANSE £ 1), G SR 56 F 45 T 26 W it 5 28 40 5 AL 50 U T, )i 5 A L VS U DR R 56 A 9 A 6 O O A B
45 R R W 5 2R G AN TR 0P 5T, 0 J R 5 T R A 5 T (3R il e R T A R 8 B
A S M8, BT A i 2 360 T 28 5 (IR 2R A A AN A 36 T 4 1) I s 481 ), 75 RS A P 5 43 A
1.1 GaloisiE# 5 &% _L#IWidening/Narrowing® F

EX LFEEME). WL EVE—MRT (L EYIR A — A58 &4 2 ALY L AT — A F R AEAE /N B F
R TS H L=u@=nL /R L P/ s A T=Nng=uL £/ L hEAoeE, L ufng i/ LR
SRR KR AT 58 s (L) — R 7R (L E, U, M, L, T).

RS 7 (] AR U R 2 56 F I AR 375 A e 1) 3 22 1) R R P 0 F % R A R T TP R — S T SR AR R AR 0
SR E P T T R R 0 6 G 3BA B 1) AT A% 1 5 L R B U o R PR AR S R AR I SR R 2 — i S R R
A3 53— ANl G Gtk b (T S SRR S R B R R sl b R B — ke U S0 G B TE B LU R R R R
f0 6 G 45 P T SRS A PR AR (R 0 B T A S B R P R SR AN AR o T S A R AR, B T A B A SE I X
I GARE B A S0, 2 i A G L R T A 3 el AR ik 5 % 5 K.

EX 2(Galois ZE#E). B(PANQ,E)VEMWMNTFES,:P—>Q M y.Q—oP ZMA WL, FH(a pFR I — 4
Galois %4224 HAV 2:VxeP,VyeQ,a(X)Sy 24 H AV Y x<p(y), 3 1, B8t of R R S5 507 8 B ARG 7

1 Galois 4% 1) 52 3,55 5 W UE 3 B 55T o2 AR SF p 2 A7 B 1k i

(1) VxePx<xa(x));

(2) VyeQ,aHy)=Y;

(3) oy i i 4.
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FHE FARTMEMRBERL OGRS IIERR 19

HEH T oM B E Ty G M LIRS Galois ERMIE LA TT LU B FEF T S A7 10 fih S i 1T
XA MG FEA(Q.E) T IIXT i p T AL B %38 T HAK R R (P IR B A P ALY
P'<yp), Ap) & P/ b SRR S G T (1 mT SE 1 B b PP AR AR A b S SUE IE A {p|P' <p) } B T o) i
T H A GRG0 Gtk 2 18] R e b SR S s T G O R B R AT I aPAE S PRI SR T B o,
P& P —A B ZaE 1 (VX e P x<y(afX))); H ik 4 p st PR — A L% OE L B P'<y(p). th Galois
EREE LA a(P)EP(VXeP, VY eQ x<uy) 4 HIX H a(X)Ey), K Ha(P) 2 P'HIEA L At G ) i 45 &
R e 76 55 )7 410413,{1,33.{1,3,5},... {1,3,5,....2n+1},... 55 X [l B3 2 (0] ) S AR SO T 6 R - Galois 4%
()i o, a({1,3,5,...,.2n+1})=[1,2n+1], ([1,2m+1])={n|1<n<2m+1}.

2% 5 6, Galois i B s 5 A an kM

(1) WA Galois #1104 st Galois iz

(2) Galois M) X -R/RFHUE— Galois iEH;

(3) % P R — AL S[[PIIE R P 35 X, 40 5 S[[PT1AT LA o 5748 iz i F[[PTIMI &/ NS s
FI,BD S[[PII=MfpF[[P1]. % a )it — A Galois 4%, 52 il XiZ ¥ F'[[PIl=acF[[P1lo M S[[PIIIH1% a(SI[PI])=
IfpF'[[P]].

Galois 452 ff)_F 3 32 5k % 2 W 6 R P ST LA 348 850 M 0k 47 i 2, B 04 0 5 0L 0 9 55 - 5096 2
A% FE B R N A

TR A B 8008 LR T S0 FE AN S (O 26 0k) & 51 R F2 )3 300 ok 72 HFOR S S MR VE R 9 — AN R R
Le,u,m, L, Ty N & BT P IIRRRIE L ARIEE L S Fa i X EAE SCER )T L Ei—A~5
YA 2 o FI[PT]:L—L k20 i, 77 5 FAR K A5 0, B FIPTDE 56 4% L L A3%E 2 2, 9 H U{F[[P1]"(L)IneN}
TEA MR IE AT S5 W8k, 0 25 5 15 21 FIIP1I S/ DA 3N s 1fp(FLIPID) =L {FIIPIT"(L)IneN}; 75 W, (L{F[PI1"(L)|
neN})A— s el BIME (L{FIIPI"(L)IneNW WS A— e e st T Ifp(FIIPIN(KA FI[PIIA — & & 1% 22 ik £4).
TEHh S AR F HE 42 T Widening 521 7T BLZS H Ifp(F[[PT]) B9 — AL A3 3, Narrowing 5125 H Ifp(F[[P]]) 5 k&
My —A EFEE.

E X 3(Widening EF). #w(L,E,U,M, L, TyE—N5E & EFVILxL—>L #82h Widening 8+ 4 HAL:

(1) VBRIV el L, LELVL);

(2) SKF T AT 50 010 320 8 (1), S IR (1 ) PSMACSSE, L (1Y )58 SR st e n=0, U (1Y )=1os 45 0, 1) =17, )V,

7 5 AT LAY K A 5 45 5, R 5 AT LA 56 45 % X Widening 557481 i, X (8] il G35 7T LAY 5K A 52 &
¥ 0 T4 3k A5 B (0 52 4 5L, S, 1,0, L, T), 58 X 3T 1) Widening 5.7 V:

2R ma<my, I H. ng<ng, U[my,ng 1V ma,np]=[L,ne ] 21 R my<my, I H. ny<ng, WU [my,n; 1V [ma,nz]=[my, T1;

R my<my, FF H ny<ng, W [my,n ]V My, no]=[L, T AR mo<my, 3 H nygng, W [my,ny VM, no]=[my,ny]; %+ X
V%) K 2 1) T6 75 33 489 4% [0,1],[0,2], ..., [0,n], ..., Widening 557 VA 1% 185 R 3 Wi 8510 [0, 7.

WL P A HIAE 2 B8 FI[P]]:L—L € XAE 58 & (L E,u,m, L, Ty b 3R AV se kL, e,u,m, L, TY LK
—A Widening 5.1, SUF 5 (FIIPIR), 4:

25 n=0,1U) F[[P]]0 =1;

47 n>0,JF H. F[[PTI(FIIPTI ™" )= FIIPIIG Y, M FI[PIL = FI[PIS;

0, FIIPITG =FIIPIICFIIPIE ™ )V(FIIPIS™).

AT LU B3 (FIIPIS )n W08, 0 HAFZE m>0,4873 F[[PTI( FI[PIIZ)S FIIPIIY FIIPIIZE FIIPIID 4b J e 4i i1
(reductive), 1 Tarski Azl e B Ifp(FI[P1) S FIIPI, BN FIIPTIT 2 Ip(FL[PI]) M1 —AN b F@ T, FI[PID %t
Ifp(FLIPI])i&E Lz 11 4% £ HL we T Widening 5.1V .

FE X 4(Narrowing EF). #&(L,5,U,M, L, THE— MR, HFALL-L #4 Narrowing 854 HAUY:

(1) Vg, Lel,# LE M LE(LAI)EL;
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(2) X5 T BT (10 338 B B (1), 228 B (1 ) HCSS HEA (10 )5 SR i 58 n=0, J0) (1 )= 1o 75 00, (1 )=( 11 )AL

BARSE&AR(L,E,L,M, L, T) L —A> Narrowing 57,5 XJF5([FIIPIIS ) M-

41 n=0,JU([FI[PTI; )= FIIPIIY);

3, ([FIIPII, )=([FIIPIII- )AFIIPTIC[FIIPIIL:-L)-

AT LUIE R Ifp(FIPID) = (FIIPII"( FIIPIIY )= ([FIIPIN )= FIIPIIY JF HL(IFIIPIIIN ) W8k, B f7 #E m'>0, {15
([FIIPIIIR )=([FIIPTIny ) - B ([FLIPINIS ) AE A 1fp(FLIPIT) i b Fad i, 4%, e 2 L FIPIIG S A 40 i — 4>
Ifp(FL[PI) 1 _E FtiE LT
1.2 BFEXETGaloisiEiZ MK RIRIEISIESS

BMRPHEEERITIRRRE TBRAE =SS0 DM =nd Hh THREEE ZSITHVIHRESE
A S I TIPREZ M IT R 08 R AT X R 105 A PR 5 AR )7 56 UE I A2 AR 2 I B E R R 2 —
W K RAAT I B AT BT A RGN 4 FhiE SO BRI s X, A AR AETE . ik vEiE S X ) i
X% 4 i SCEA ARS8 1T 2 K.

(1) B R G ERZEE X

TR ARG o 3 AT BRI RS I T T A1 S051...5n, L H1,S0€ Z(Si,Sivn) €t, i< T AT 5 23 PUAT R84 B 11
TR ol o B SR 37, 2T =Uns 21 F0 AP, 30 KON KR O IR AT BRI B A B 2R 4R, 3T 3R
ARKEER n (R4 AT B2 I B A 8 0 B I 1 SURS R bR T I8 R MAT A,

(2) H B Ak 3k LS SUAE R B 23 B ls v LA %

FEUGAIE 5 HP B T 5525 B8 T G A RS M SIS 3508 43 AT B3 ¥ Sk T 5, h 3 8 R 8 o0 35 0 AT Bl 4R
X 52 X R 3% a(X)={ & ((SS1...5n))[S0S1...Sne X}, Fo 1, & ((SS1...5n))=(S0,Sn), BT X HF (R R — 4% g 6
0=80S1... Sn, & KT S < Za(SoS1.. . SN Z N oI HIUIR S s B ZORES s Z AAIT A % Rt a(X) 58 S AT
B RG i o B E X 3T a( 2T ) RITB R R I A LA O Y EVIIRE MR ZOREZ T X R
IS I A AY)={S0S1.- . .Snl(S0,Sn) € Y} Z S IE B, a(X)Y 24 HAL Y XeY) ()42 Galois 342, B H & AL
P A O R B v S et B S SLE

(3) WIAEMETE AR R B S Ak ik A AiE 4

T H RS =(Z5 0 M IAVE T X R om A {s'[3se Zi(s,s'yet Y, & WU IR 25 1T 3% 1 5T A R A 4L 4R 4 8 X
post[r]Z={s'|3seZ:(s,s')er},a*(Y)=post[Y]Z={s'[Isc Z:(s,s') e Y}, W iT ¥ & 4 I¥) 7l ik P i X {s'|Fse Z(s,s')et’}=
post[t']Zi=as(t"), & X AZ2)={(s,5"|se 2 H. s'eZ}, W] a(Y)=Z 24 ALY Y UZ), BT ( a,9) & — Galois iZE$2, 7 ] 1]
T PV SO AR P T S s B @ T

(4) DX () SUAE R mlak i 4

THRR = ESOMRE W R AEH 2R <H 7, Kb <Bl—co fll oo/ 0 #RAH, BUH  — i IT B R 4R
=( 25,0 IR A B W R A 58 4 % U 2 X IRD 3 SCON A T 56— X R Al AR &4 8 X at(2)=[minZ,
maxZ],minZ A1 maxZ 7> B Z Mg MEA KA, & LA (Lh])={se JlI<s<h}, 5 X% 431, h] =1 h]
S MO (D), I @)L BAL 22 200D, B (@™, P S — A Galois i B2, 72 WX [ i X ]
IEHE XA R SOE T

YEI SRR IR HEZE b R P SRS A ARHETE S BEAE X R iE X 3 NS E IR R T M AR HETE L
TR A AEE LB RS AR A SO bR TR SCHEAT i 515 21 09 15 78 3 360 0E VTR 56 (138 S 43 5
AT S — 2D A B G 1T B4 S8 SRR 0 E S 4 5

2 ETHRMBEERFEIERA
21 ETHRBRELHREFTR
T Py A 4B 2 2 P AR 102 4, e R e A 80 D 5 G SCRER A 1) 93 Ah — AR e AR T L2 DR R P i S e
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BHE FOR TR LOAFRIER A 21

FP VG T b 0 WG T e T SORE P T SCR AR e, R T AT DK AR R S I AR 9 S R S IR G
PR AP R S T2 G S W R RS T AR e AR A B R RN R TS X
AT (R B AT IR AR e 2 A 115 R R A T A R IR D 1R e ) A AT R ST A 1
T2 7 18 A0 (AT e 51 R [ 1 R 7 R 48 O A 7 )7 I I8 AT I A 6. 491 R e v S 08 I R I 1 A T
IR 8] B R R 8 AT 1 BEAE R e b 0 TS A B AR 45 P. Cousot FIM A, AT LUK AR 55400 0 B2 8 I dh 5.

Jih 52 80 T T g R P AR B B A T A TR PR AR ) S AT 2 5 B T i S R R X R K1 SLEAT
i 5 (1l 5 18 T ORIV SCAEAN ), 49 B2 P 1 il 0 S8R 5 R 1A it i SCFTJEAT 4l 5 (R T AR AR T
TSR Al B R e 1 SR R 4 1R L AR, W3 19 2 B e L R P AR S 1 45 SRR e W R AR PR i
SCAT LLE R R ) Sz R FIIPIIM /N AN B £ 13 3, 9F A(a st — A Galois 342,58 XiE X iZ i
FI[PII=acF[[PIlo pJURE/Y P IS FLSY t{[PI]=IfpF [[PT]. 5 T i G M B8 AR J 3 AL bt it 17 o — ol i SR
TR 3 5 Ah— Fofr s SOREARY [y by ity vk 14,

Bruno Blanchet %t T Horn 3% 11 %2 4x W SURE 7R K SLI0 I 77 i 03 M40 5 T4 2 A 6 B0 (10 oL ) A A 2 4
B IO IF A0 ) — A~ SIS R 2 A B0 A B T R R S A b — B RS PRl S B AT A T ST AL 2 ko
ARG A5 B T8 B S5 0 F W 24 PR BT S B 0 e . B UM IAIE S HL T R 95 38 B AR AT 45 1 % T e AT S5
(R HRAT 20 BRI PRAT B IU). 22 A DI TS0 At e TG I 4% 22 4 o) S0 AT R0 IR T B 2 — Wl AL PR B A 2 A M AT
PERIIAIE 1. Cervesato, Durgin %5 A4 Hi T 3 128 V138 45 1) 2 45 D sUR RS T8 2 2 4 B U TR AT A 1 —
TR Y Blanchet TIF ] T 55 12k P38 5 1) 22 A D BURE B 28 30 Hh % A B¢+ Skolem b s 4776 =LA 1 A 20 772
e, T LU BUSE T Horn 32 410 2¢ 4 P SURE R 0030 20 th 7 e otk 0 00 AiE 7 v 30, ) g 3 3o — 4 2 0 ) oy 32 3
FEARKL ) 22 A U BB AR B 40 0 6T Horn 38 4 1K) 22 A DM iUBE A I 405 T DG 1 (0 3 E 7 vk 28 L s igt 3 1
eI 2 TS 1E X Blanchet X 3L T 25 1 38 15 1) 22 A W S0 2L (¥ 3 3 (B Wy S Bl VR R R 6 B B 1
IR B AR e 5 ) AT i S AR, P B8 v S SR P 90 R 2 Bt A B, ) 426 L 6 v ) 22 B0 0 )5 4 2 1 52 4
HH I A I, Skolem Ak, 32 4 R U] Hh s A7 ek il 1) 2 2K, B e 0 R A 4 ) 32 0 O v 5 0 e 6 HG K
R T A58 T 2T Horn B8 1) 224 UhURi g,

3T LANEB A 2 At IO L 36T Horn 3848 (19 2 S bSO AT LUR AR Se il fh . H BR324
U 7 ) Ji - 2 3 A 2 2 3 R AN 2 5 9 A 2 A O Sk vk B0 E R 2 T RAIE
IR ELAT S A SRR IE R d i Blanchet 5T Horn 32 #8455 280 B8 A0 S B AG) 22 4 P iSC96AIE T 2 Proverif
TE 2 A PP 2 (K FE P A A5 21 T )32 (v v F e,
22 ETHEMBRBRELHIEFLEMIEIT

221 BTG R BV AE SRR 2 A R A

T Galois B SRR BB AE JL (O FE 750 30F TVE 3 B2 Cousot 55 A\ DAFE B &4 T. 2. ASTREE
TR — RIS BT L C RS S 38 S SR 0 i A\ SR SN 2 R R R G BT ST
G, UARS 1 30 R e P (RIS AT IR DR D B AT 5 P 4K

ASTREE B 56X 11 28 G EAT 9 1R 2, 145 80568 I 1) 4t S A VAR ot el S A VA8 D 45 0 VA b 0 )
PER G A BN S8 AN SN AT XS B o 4 3 T 1 {5 (threshold) (1) Widening &7, 4 1 50k F e Sk
WS ASTREE  LAAE it ih S sl R ST AR A 23k 1 (¥ 3F ST S R2 P I8 AT i 2 o (R 1 5. S0 AR A 5 4k 468 X 4y
Gl TG G35 22 Pl G 3, A T SRR B SR v i, N2 T G AR DX I e G AT S T B\
T G I30E Ik 1 AR T AT LA R AR i 2 R T i FuFv<c 2kt A AR =L

ASTREE [ o0 A ik B2 A8 T 2 550tk 0732, A VR 38 i S U1 5T 001 50K BE R0V 5 38003 22 1) [ 14 5 2R
6 4 76 Ve R IX (Al S 4. )\ S Rl 3 7 T ASTREE. SR FH T 6 A8t BEAT 43 4L 1) 7 32 IR] — 4 v 1) 2% 5% F I
— MG IEAT I S U L ASTREE T 300 3 G0 10 4l 5 8 1 8 LA K AT A e G 380R0 55 R i s ) ik AR 545 5
1% i AR A8 2 2 S 17 R 5 4 (post-fixpoint), LL T [ 4% 4% (forward  propagation) 89 75 M 45 )5 1) AS 5 2k A
BAF RS ATAEIBAT A5 T R 85 151, ASTREE 35 1 B30 40 R 2 s 40 i 10 i 1 R U0y v s A 5 |
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T M I 181 11 A% e A oF A e A A v 5 S I A G O L RS B i 5 A R AR R AR A SR U R
B0\ S TG G800 U AT RS 46,2006 4F, Mine HE— B4 H T C F&#JFh Union 287 Hdls 45 ¥ AR £ AR 1)
WG EPY YK T ASTREE 400 (O TETL 6 GG Bl A 158 A i 0 VP 22 ik A X C R P X35 4T I IR,

ASTREE 7N FHAIE L 5T S 808 B 5 B 3hIE AT, S MG 0l R Iy A 1 i — Ml SR & A &
R AR ANSAT IR, IE LIS A W R R R AL, ASTREE. 20 1 JL-T 7 47 BB AEARAD (1 23 A7 ik i 3L 7 22
A6 JLAS /IS A, A7 132 000 AT AARS I 25 2 A340 45 K AT 48,2003 4F 11 A, ASTREE 564> B 38 F T 1%
WA AAFAEZAT IS 1R, 7F 2.8GHZ,300Mb Y A7 (1) PC ML _L BGAIEIS (R A 1 /N 20 43,
2.2.2 ST IE R IR e A M G IR

TE 3 5 25TV b 5 AR ) — Pl A IR 2, LA s 10— 4T 3B T 5 B SRR PR R AR S 8 b f 5T
T G o KRR K B8 R 48 N AT 55 3 BB [ — o &7 v, O HLBE T FEE I 2 A AR 50 T L4k
B IR 5 . ASE TR 56 R A S 081 o) 5 10 T TRDRS A PR AR BGIE £V 28 RO KIUBEAR . R REE A 3 T 55
R IR — P 2y ik

IS S Graf Al Saidi 42 H 6T 4552 10 N NI @, @y, B By, By A N AN R AR 5, 3 ] 4
%411 Galois &3 (o, ) E X H

Aexp”(By,...,By))=exp*[ 4 /B ;
A H=r{exp"(By,... By)lg=exp [ 4 /B 1,

L@ R Dy, ORI A [ B, B 87 By, By MBI A R AS B i B [ 6 / B 1R B, B 1 5 B I

AN By RN FH U 17 @ B 4 0 TAERE— A 2 2 g ol f) R AL g=sexpP[ 6 1 B 1R A 2458 exp(By, .. By)
I, (expA(By,....B)) K exp™(By,....By) T (KA /R AT & B A IS i8] @ B4, 133 A 2 exp’[ ¢ /B 1.1 T-HELL
F3 L g=exp™[ @ /B 1A A2 exp [ ¢ /B 1, BRI 17, i il 41l 5008 5 4% o o A8

o (9=n{Bil¢g=D}.

Graf fl Saidi 45t T ¥ JE 99K RGN G AT 95 BOIRES R Ge 18 )5 10 (O BT Widening 5172 )5 AN 5y si
VSOV S AR SR S T L) I B RS Z MM R T B X R REREZ HMITR X RE
@y,..., Dy FHAT IS ], B SR S A 2 exp?(By,... By E R, MM GUR S ST B X R o T &
DEGEE &

L

o> & om

false, exp”[¢ /B]= —g;

B;, post[z](exp"[¢/B]) = 4
/\Ij:1 —B;, post[z,J(exp*[4 / B]) = -6 ’

true, otherwise
Horhgi ARG EPRAT B 1 Tl & exp™[ ¢ 1B J=—gi S5 4R 2R 24 51047 RS B 1 A 1 5 BRE 9 2%
H A E G 20G 7S M EORE RGBT O BALR 30 T HE X% R 400 Pk BTdh A7 50 UE . 5 T 1 3l 201
TP 56 UF 1) S R F T TAE A :Ball 5 ANCLRR Y B3 0E T B SLAM 4 58 H R I — R FI 5T T
Y2829 Henzinger 2 A LLFE Y A Zh 36 F T L BLAST 2 58 & S (K — R W98 T 4R Clarke 25 N LAFEF H 30
BiF T H Magic 2 58 HH R R (K — R AR 9T T 416250,

SLAM (i C2BP,BEBOP,NEWTON %5 3 Ff T H 4 i, C2BP /& —A™ @ 3h (I8 i % T H 45 i — A8 1A (10
T EH A C RPN S h— AN /R 2, BEBOP JE A7 R FEF 1 — M AU 36 T NEWTON it 43047 C
T2 b 1 AT AT B 4% BUFH K5 A0 A R R R 0 oA 1 3] SLAM. 5 I T T 36 F S ¢ 2 =) 3R 3 TT & 4 v 1) B 50 2
J 122 A

Henzinger 25 A3 H T “Ws PERI %" 77 6055 On-the-Fly (1414 75221 On-Demand (154 14 75 12, %) 15 1l il
G BTG 6 R B S 451 1S 1 il B K A 1 3 A B8 AE o R b PR S HEAT AL, LR v B0 O, K — B i i
THI Craig 318 77 vE N H T R B B S R R 4 32 1 T %6 TR W A0 %5 i, BLAST X} HA 13 J74T

7' (exp”(B,.....By)) =
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TEARED ) C PP B MU HEAT T 50 00F.

Clarke % \FET-“55 4540 (weak simulation)”$& H 7 X% F2 )7 55 TERVE 10— SOPEHEAT 50 0F 14 5 125 2 )7 LR
JEHS AR S IT R R 2 E, — B F L R IA G AR5 1T RE S B 5T R4 G FHARIN
Pl ok A Magic SCRERE PR H I A A B0, AT S SR AR T SR U R RS A TR K () )

FEF U A Al 5 AFETRAS 56 R 481 S-S 1)t SR A 1 355 AR B S R b gl B FH O R R I 2 A Tk B F T Y
SR (IFST T A4 Chaki 28 A7E Magic [f1350E EXF )& C R ¥ I A AT 98 B4 Henzinger %5 A 7E BLAST [1)3&
fili b %S 20 2R C R it 9 3 4 (R R I E Y, Qadeer 25 AAE SLAM itk E BL KISS Jg 3= 32 sl Sy if 570,

Chaki 25 N IIET3 BAEB I K C FEAE A 1 BWFIT 5, 76 K 141 5 (4 SR AL I IR ARG IEHEZE R,
% SMET SRS 2B IE R C FiFe o (s R 34T Bl 52, 88 20 38 IR 17 i % 10 RS 2, L IE
AR 730 A2 22 A MRV, B AL 0E HY T N 22 A R RIYE 1 J 481

Henzinger &5 A3 7 5% 7 & PR 0047 B RS 365 (1) TAR S35, TAR S92 5K P 35k - 4 A B 0 I e —— 1A
HEPE v IR 2 28 AR AR P P IR AR 8 B 2 ek Il L A — ol I — A B R IRDIRAS 7% ), 9 % AR A5 4 TR % 4678 B
BORAE B, T 2 AR C AR PRAT B i b FUE I, 1 MRS e R T g I

Qadeer % A\ RH T 7 F2 75000 IF R FE P18 4T (K JB AR, 0F R FE 7 b 4 — AN R AE B QNI AT, T A2
7 R — AN M 3 K AR 7. Qadeer 55 AR H H— 12 AT R AT WAL, 2 AN AT K. IR 4 5 9 R R P IUT Ak,
5T SLAM JF R T LA KISS.

2.3 ETHSMRBIEICHEFEEMRIEIE
231 EFIE R IR R G O R 2 1 A E

TEAS 18 0] il 5 BTt 2 R il B AR TR R R W 3 A 8 T 3 il 5 LA 5 10— 4L 1 3 B 10 o Sl R R
IEAE O RS b (0 1 B0, 25 T B 1 1) e 2 10 4 52 - 5 1 32 AR 0 UF e I P 56 KRS 4 2 3 2 1 B FF) 1 B B i
b R FRIRIF Y T A & Podelski,Rybalchenko 1 Cook 25 At A HRARE B0t Mk Ak S 36 3iE 14— 2R A0 92 731 AT
R T AL MMS ITB AL R PIT R R I E 5T R 2 (well-founded)iT £ ¢ & AR5
BUE 22 1) ) SR 3B, 0 - F A5 AL 2 T 30 TF 382 T 55 07 M R S B A 5 1 % i 3, 25 Vardi (6 1 S L3
VEHE 248 193 565 5 35 TR B0 I 40t T 35 T T B R R A% AN 30 20 0 5 B 7 R At B AR T 3R T AR
Tl e 5 T 1 55 A 35 A 0 A AT 48, S R RASE 40 AP 1) 2 P TR AT 36, 5 I P 2 £ (K0 58 E 5 ¥R 5 Windows #54E
RGBSR AT T 500F, R I T 22 57 A 8 R L0 AN 2 3 v 1 4C#F bug.

2.3.2 LR SR ECE S A i R T B IE

7F Floyd/Naur/Hoare 25 #LF52 ¥ 1F A P 56 3F 5 v i 2 Ak, Cousot £ 5% 48 HF2 37 (semialgebraic program)$z
TR AR SR TS WL B0 AIE £ Rk 56 B (rank function) (K 1 3k 5 07 vE A T oA RO e 2 i 0B AU
T SCAR YRR P AN AR ANRR bR 205 8 18 S B B (1 3208 OB AR P I 8 06 & DL IG TIE 4% 14 45 R
JP AR SRR o 0 2 B R IE b 502 M BUE LA R R, S 302 ) B BUE 20 R 06 & ) DLtk — 25 4 i e
B A b v T AT A8 b A ke, 91 ok 2 B0 TRV UM 240 R DG 3R v )38 3 2 000 A i 66 1 SR A 1 1E 8 T TR 40 R e AL 1)
SRR L 45 M SR IA K P S0 — 4T AT A, e 108 7 PR A AR R e T IR S 5 M BUE AR R
R AR R 1A 2RSS TR R SRR MR B 19 Bl R 3 Tk, Cousot 45 HE T S G IE e A DL RS T M T
IR

2 L JiTik, Cousot 55 A LL ASTREE b = ZERUR 19— R AW LA X M k. )BS85 BG4
I il 55 J2 K P Al G 3 P SR At Y RS 40 PP i B3k AT S R o B2 ASTREE SR A 1 SR A6 75 v, 1B 1 il % LA
— ALV AR S 5 3, 8 S5 8 ) St T 88 o 438 R R AT R B S, U T i 5 R A SR £ O R B R
I FH 56 T 22 A M T AT 3600 4t 52 40 BT D7 V0 AR T b 8 o R DR AR R AT el G A S R v R AT 5
UE MR i 5 20 A 5 A 0L B 2 P 1T 4% 06 R T4 Cousot (WA ST E v T~ N FH S 80t B 3 s A
A ) 1 R AR B B L S T R R,
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3 & &

SRR TE X S I 5. Widening 57 iR X RS 3 A7 HE AR P AG) AR X R 5
TS HER AR SCHS T3 TS AR B BSR4 . S T Hh BB B8 I FR Y 22 A PE RS P M R 36 F 3
TS T N SRR IR AR AR T 2 W 5 R R A 9T A5 B T BB 2 1 R RIS AR A A R R
TR S MR EAS 10 8 30 o0 75 B0 T 2 A AW D0 15 2 7 S B I T4l A R B IO R T IR A
ARAETAT B (1) [RI I 122 4008 P 1 A7 — 4 o) B A5 1 — 2Pk 9, 2 B R R LU JLAN 7 T

(1) RABHGIRIBFT

P ANAR 2 7 50 10F [ — P 25 22 7 v, X [A) il 2 33k 0 T F e 8 49 2R 7 AR s BU(E Y B AN AR 5K, )\ T
Feh G 35k DR Y 22 T A4 Bl 5 35 1 a2 AR T S R A5 15 B R 3 AR i 2 IR 2o M S0 RANAR KL RERE S AR 2 (Al R v
K FAAR A ¢ F I G4l 75 B — 2D IR NI 9 70 00 A2 v BEORG R T SRR () b 0 B A2 AR A R SR B
X RIS A A A RGeS A AR 2

(2) AR AT ) GORS AT 5

FE T4 G MR RE BRSO UABB . R 2R e 1B AT 360 F AR 1% 36 4 mP HE 0 40 3 A0 S M3 ke« A A e o 7. 5 | R
A S A8 P i G v S A P RS 40 7 e S kL P U AR 8 1 Ak R A s A8 D e S v A, B MR T S i O SRR
SR P ANB) o508 SCRIIGAIE 4 5T, 2 3R A9 A R AR 25 3 38 o KB IR . A R AR SR 75 BRI EZL N 4.

(3) FEFWIE S P& MEENZ MBI EH IR

PP WRIESHISNASE RECHA . 85 MR, RA50E 4SBT B % o HAT 8%
SR B AR IE 5 00 T A % a0 3t 0 2 P A 40 P T M (heap) 1 IR & 1 SIS K 3R £HIK) point-to 4347
shape 2} #7~ alias( 4% ) 73 BT e 4% S L ORI 5 A

(4) Fk T4 G R BT A8 10 [ B P 4503k 10 2 1 36 A 5 AR 9

ANTR] N AI3ERE 3 i R R Gk DA Rk Gt b P T SR 5 B A ) P S — BB B T B
S 2 A iSRS G5 FR P B0, LU 26 22 100 X 1] P SR ATLAE kg T SRS 280 ) D 1 AR AT M A1y 36 A 2 i
FET B AR H 0 &5 S N AR IR B H A AR B0 U AR B A 3 — IR AT
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