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Abstract: With the growing increase in software/hardware system scale and function, the further development and
application of model checking has been greatly limited by state space explosion, which becomes the bottleneck of
verifying large industrial designs. Predicate abstraction, as one of the most effective ways to address state explosion,
has been fueled over the recent years. This paper presents a survey of the latest developments in predicate
abstraction. A basic algorithm for predicate abstraction is introduced first, followed by comparison among several
solvers. Emphases are put on counterexample-guided abstraction refinement and interpolation-based abstraction
refinement, including the principles and improvements. The qualities of the new predicate generation methods are
also analyzed. Finally, the major challenges in making this technology more pervasive in industrial design
verification domain are noted.
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KNG R GRS G 28 IR 20 R FR A 1 2™ 5 i 1 TR 6 (1 20— 25 A e g 2 Y s oA B E KR A 3
GRS A1k B T Mt R o % AR 2 2 () R A S AT 28 vk 2z — B M Bk 2 8 (LR Bt s A 20 ) v 5 36 i
KIE BAF B AN B CLRR N i G AS AL ), J A 50 0 A A A A5 Y rh AT bl TR 25 T AH R N 560 4
BEPNSEIRIIYY SHE PN AT

EBRAT 980 I AU, B s D (10 1l S A2 S 3 i 5 A A8 A P e 22 10 Jmd 184t B2 1 ) ik B2 10— AR 491
VA BT — SR IR I o R R 1R Tl B 073, U Il A S AR B 2 (KR A s 1) B AN R R RS R 1
TR SRS U AN KRR 2 B35 e 95 22 IR I S A TR e 4 il — A 2 T AR BRI 035 A7 BROR AR 1R i 5
AR AE il G AR R RS ST PR A A D R R vt BT TR A il B R R v AN BEIE T RO B Jim A D A 2R ]
RERAL . AT REAS L.

AT T BN AR I S S I ARSI IR SR TR il G RO Al B () R 18 ] 14 AR s

%
1 BREMREREZX

TE VBl G 8 E A BRI — ARG VRIS LS FREIT B LR ESME— e — DN R4S
WRIAEA M PR SN CHIRIREES N I RETEB R RES N ReIFIHEREES C LEX T —A
EMRRBENEM KBRS ES C TR G —MREE T — DML RS EN Y B EAITER

AEM R A EM R A GORE R R

2558 — A 01, @y, 00 7E X —2HAT IR AT B By,By,...,Bn(Bi 5B 17 gy XoJ 7)), J5 GRS FH AZbR A% 3 2 10 14 17
AR RIS IMGAADRSHE S A LA By,B,,....By FHI—H A A /R R ik GOk &S %k K, exp®(By,....,Bn)
TR BRI IRS LS T 1a FoR ARSI SRS Z R R il G 5T oUW T o1 2

EX 1. MG EF a:CoA IR ol i ElH SR A

a(p) = M{exp”(B,,....B,) | o = exp"[¢/B]} @
Hop, @ FoRBE1 @1, @, ..., 00 BB ) 5, B R Al /R AR B By,By, ..., By M ) 5, [ @/ B 146 7s — AN B 4, e
K a B P A — AN K 2 d By G I 18 ] 43 o gy 5 4.

S TAE AR IR 0, a( 0) T 1 o = exp’[@/ B] (i A exp(By,...,B.) & BUE . B it i 5 4
RIS E S 1h=a(lc).

EX 2. KT v A>C RS E 7 101008 5 08 GOR A U 21 R iR IR A

7(exp”(B,.....B,)) =exp“[p/B] O]
X FAEE A ZORE expA(By,...,Bn) I By FHAH L 11 1] gy 44 ) ] 45 1)k 1 % 4th SOIRZS 1 T

A RIRRES 0.

AR, AN AR ES FO B — ANl GOIRES, T — A Bl GRS AT REXS B — 4L UG IR

S2BR b i e DASK T AL @ = exp®lp/ BY I A R T X % 5 T 3 AT AL Graf Al Saiditt
H oty —A~ SR o (9)=~{Bilg= @, 1<isnHMUF o, I 45 1 T R AR SR GRS (1 75 72— Ml BOIRAE S n
AN R AR B IR SEAN IR, I 7 2 3 false 0 5 O A 30 eon.oacy o, Hor ci(A<i<n) BUE Y B;,—B; BK true.
A AT 5 A R W AL 1) g, ) IDUAE A By A7 24 T S A R 2096 AL 1 1 g, DU ¢ AR A — By 4 4 T S S IR S BEAS
Tt A T ] gy AN AL T ] — g, U ¢ IR true.

MBIEB K RES Ry G HIETB K RES R KRR R ERIRE ol Z0IR A exp’(By,...,Bn), Mo
HR (A R IR TR K R N 5,0<I<IR |, R y=Re & Re T Mt & IPIRAIE RS 56 &, M exp”(By, ..., Bo) HEK )+
55 RN GRS TR KR o) i P AIRIA A
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false, if exp*[@/B]=—g;

B, if post[r;](exp"[@/B]) = o,
Ay By, if POSt[T,-](EXPA[WE])Dﬁ(Pi

true, otherwise
Horbogy /& g IR AEZ AR, PR L o) I, G HDIRES KPR AT A o vr R AL AT, 47 exp®[@/ B] = —g; ATl 2
i, 77 (exp(B,..... B,)) = false TRl GOk A& expA(By,... B THIZIT B KR o AT 5 4RIk A

post[z;1(exp"[@/B]) E/R{EIL R K F gy T 4HIRE exp”[@/ B] 1115 40 R4S, 47 post[z;1(exp*[@/B]) = ¢, 7]
AL, ¢ Uk By A7 post[r;1(exp”[@/ B]) = —g FITHEAL, I ¢ HUAH D —B;, 75 10 ¢ IUAF M true.

UL VIR EES N 1o RETTBKRES N Re BRI R G 57 o Rl o 8 50T LUK 4146
REEEA Ia WETHRRES N Ra MM ZE R SCER[1145 T R & FLUE B 2% PVS #3852 3 K h e 5 Y
(Ol A7

B L A e B O () S

WNVIIRSEE N Iov WESTBRXRES D R WEHBE M,IFITES @,

iy RUA RS M AR T O R Ma(@).

i Bl

WIERAE S oRMEH T o
A RYIIEIRS LS A= (1e);
2 JR AL i Areach=Ainit, TRAE 1T 3K 1 I BT A1 IR Hh RS
2 JR AR i Ay =NULL, RAF AT SR M T B i 208 L R
42 JR) A% B To_explore=Ae, TRAT 24 1T AR 3t 17 il SR
IR 2. Wt To_explore Jg 2%, 4% 20 88 3,45 AT T b i 1E:
SR 2.1, M To_explore k£ — AN gk S m;
AR 2.2, Km FPRETHE LR o) () ;
AR 2.3 FIF 7 (m) sk m 0T A )5 4k suce,suce SE5_FUE m KT G 4k 1K) L S IE T
I 2.4, BIE AR AacnAwu F1 To_explore, #1215 2.

WIR 3. WG — MRS RGN Ay IRSITEB K RZEE N Ay TR AT Mp(@), KT TERESEEH
Areach-

Bl LR IABR PR A S C={silsi=i, 1<i<I5} IRBIT B K REA AN Re={51—>5,,51—>57,55—>56,55—>512,56—>512,
Sg—>S0,S510—>Sa}- 45 1 W5 B 1 D={ 1, 0}, 1=5>10, 0p=5;<5, B¢ B1,By &5 W5 ooy, 00 KT N IR A1 SR A8 1 44 8 L3R T
A IR T

7/ (exp*(B,...., B,)) = ©))

&/ (s1)=0/(82)= ' (83)=' (Sa)= ' (= 1A 2)=—B1ABy,
& (S5)='(S6)= 0/ (S7)= (Sg)= ' (So) =& (S10) =& (— 1A= 22)=—B1A—By,
& (S11)= (S12)= ' (S13)= & (S14)= &' (S15)= &' (1A= 92)=B1A—B,.

W BARE R A A={a1:-B1AB2,8,:—B1A—B;,83:B1A—Bo} l ZREIE B K R Ra={ai—aza—ay,

ay—ay,a—aydy—as}. Bl 1 IR T RGBS F) ISR R A3 B I BB TRl 2R AR
ATA] I 25 318 58 2 S 1 JE 1, 78 mT U BB A 56 T B AR b4l GO S B AT I E R i F Rkl 2
R 4 A B TR, SO0 VR R UE B 26 1, U 0008 T DR 2 R S TR R AT S A B0 R 23 A
SR RRAS 23 0] R/ 510 3 5 H SR B 0 G 2R R AL B4 00 5 B8 I ond 2% 8] 1) 75 3K e SR A 100 1 il AR TR 1)
REECH 2", 7] g bl UGB 75 B0 28 (A B K e Ah B 5K — ANl G #% 0 2R 75 22 A (1+2n) e BE B 98 13k
AT A 2000 2 . SF R AR 2 TR0 480 ol Ay 35 0 5090 2080 28 %) V9 A o 2 [T 38 A4 1 SV AR T 00 S0 R B 1) R 45
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WFFEN GR &Al T- BOWZ IR EAT 77 5k, S0 82 U W B DR 3 B2 3R A5 — > REAS IR W1 J P PR T RE /DS B il
G XL KRBT LY i 3 3%
(1) RAAI TSR AR BRI 5% R, 2D R 22 U P A BRI WD 2 417 2K FD I [ DT
()  BBERL RGN BRI T 12527 58 2 T TR 201 A ol SEKS 1 1 il G A 2.
(3) BT IR U B A R AR DA SR T A b e A B R U 1 R EAT Ak, LR A R AT RE /)N 1T RS 4 7 il
LRI

Y

|

$11:11

© &0
&
Y,

\. 51513

S14:14

LOLOG

S6.6

S15:15

Ne—"|

Abstract
state
space

., ::§>
Concrete transition Abstract transition Abstract
relation relation operation

Fig.1 Concrete model and its abstract model in Example 1
(IR Y RItRSY VA B X Rt

2 BIRMEKMIIFTIR

SE PRI B 28 5 0 5L 11 ] il % 10 SR A 22 46 G simplify™ zapato™ & F B =8 S i B . 1A . s L
BN 5550 2R G AT 1 IR, A 5000 8 M A 3 s i B A T 3K BRI B 0 B R AR IR 151 5 R, LU AR
TBAR (19 0 TR FRR 0D Ay LA AN W7 b o 20 R L T W 0 e B D0 ER0), 7 AR R ) e B A T T R
1) 5 B4 0 PR 5 S W R AR U 4 A T e SR 5 B ML AR 1) 5 BEAIE W R 46, 1 Cambridge K 2% 1) i B i@ 48 2
HEIE B 4% HOL (high order logic),Stanford TF 57 T ¥ )2 T 56 4IF 3R 48 PV S(prototype verification system) 5, # 4 & %
ol BRI A T SRR 0 X B 2, 6 E A s HEBE ) ) s R B SR U S R B T R TR A R
T B BN 2250 4 5 IS0 R SR 5 AL PR FR . Ab, e BIE B 35 HUBE AL 1F AR B, A e A BRAE A R eI SE B
rPAE 5 22 B T 2, T L 446K 22 3008 BAIE A S8 I R DB LR B 5 AN LR IE 5

SAT K% tH T FH T v 554 GO B SR 4l ZOIR 283 B8 50 2 1) il R3] DL e Bl — AN A1 R Pl A2 n) JBU SAT
(Boolean satisfiability problem), 5 AR, & G st LA rh A — AN S AR S R — AN W B AN
AR o3 RN FE A HBAT BRI AT 5 IR A T A AR A 18 bl AR A A SR A 3 A AT 1) 0 R SR A =X
il A 530 CNF(conjunctive normal form). — AN A i A2 AR XS B — AN BT B o0 R, T vl e IR A1 4
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A SRR K R E AL KL B SAT ki #s3 T DPLL(Davis-Putnam-Logemann-Loveland) 5 [ 2% 5
W S I 0] 5 BV 3 CNF 90 iR S DR A L DPLL 48 st R A B 6 245 [ 75 SRAR K, SAT [ J8 S — AN NP 5848
i) S0, Fo R LR B BT A4 P O(n?), 2Ev n S 2 3P AR ) 2 e A AN B0 DR I, SAT SRR A sl 3 4 1 e e XS i
PR G 5# A17 IR 24 R A R 57 s TV v SR R AR H R N BT I SAT SR 34T GRASPUL SATO A
Chaffl 5 4F 5k SAT SR fif 4 X4 T A 77 558 35 198 50, bz X M 536 77 108 b 552 16 I ) 60 253 1) 280 408 8 7 U 3 i 2
AR NI 50 M O] AH L b T 7 G AR SAT SR A 28 78 K A I 7 00 LA 4 Jl A7 20 29 ORI RE T i
FRRKZ T HAF B 38 A S AL I RS Mo C VR 56 UF 4 s JB

PRI 4 B2 CLP(constraint logic programming) 4 i 7 3% 48 & B 5 K 1 2275 R 2 R SR i i ) e g e 1a) —
AKEZL A7 A7 1) 2 R A SR AEHOIAT B, A I SCRF 2 PR T AR B R e T SAT KR 25 A g db B 7 4%
LA SRR ) FE, P T 3 4 S A O, T 9 0 A TRCEAT SRARR, T 3 R KR % e S I T 3 4 S A
BB 0] 518 A 2 H SR 0 R ME— AN 2, sk A AN A B B CLP SKRBSE AN BESS R B ()R 91 & —
A NFEA U IR R AN 2 45 7 B PEIPIRAS 17 41)).

IR ZAE DL, T B4 GRS 2 1) 2 A B 3 B 1) iy R 308 B 7 B8 2 4 BEAG (0 340 PR L R BT i
22 43 3B B IR ) b 00 TR W X 28 2 3K I a  Dn) RR A BT 2 PE AT SMIT (satisfiablity modulo
theories) [r) 1, il ¥ SMT (1) B ) R ZE R A SMT SRR A% SMT SR ARSI L2 —Fh s R SAT sRfg o, & 1 it
SRAR A ZCF P A — AN R T VB i R 1 5 R P S8 1 SAT KA 8 EAT SR AR, T T £ 2y AU ml il &2 1)t —
T R AN T AR 1R 7 U0t SRR 2 X A [T f AR (B f 0 W] AR AT SR, W S m T A ) f
-T2 0, A5 A IE HERE m e BRI B f o EE R AR f IR T R M AT SR A X AN I R A TR
AR A f 1A t B BRI f R AN R T SMT SR AR S BB AL B4 & IR o 19 JRL 7, 4 SRR 5
TP AEAETEVE F R IA IR I AR I SR SMT S AR 5 1K 40, — Bz BLAEAN B ¢ B 1Y SMT sRg2s, L 2k
A5t T LA B AL B S E A SMT SRARAS AR AR 22 AHFIE N 53 TT 46 R SMT SR A HEAT 11 i 4y 2 15180,

3 HRRIFEL

A AR B RERE DU T 36 DG ¥ W 4 5 JeR T At S AR TR o G A, DU 39 ot = ) ) SR e 4
T4 G AR A R P2 R 3 — T R K 128 L RENS T AIE 45 7 Jis YL 1) il R B 20, A R0 4 R D 22 1) SR AP 4, 2 1 ]
il B S T W £ e K PR 2 — A A 2 T GRS v T IR R 45 5 e U, U R A BB a0 B AR A
RUEAT S A0 SRR 2 56 0 A A T O i G AR o AT X AN RERR il GRS £ (abstraction refinement). fili Gk
MR REAN WIS AR, B RIE W) 45 5E J P B 4t S 4
3.1 REESRIMKRIFNL

T ER S AG A B A 4SS 25 o A A 5K IR [RDR A 3 1) (G P 5 481 0K Ay L S 481 ), DUUAIE B 45 7 Jed A R il A2, 45 ), R
51 52 KA (1, AN e IE B Je 1 11 B0 O 8 ] 48 et G AR 2 AN R B 5 45 5 R PR AR DG I RGeS R R AR R 4R ik T —
AN AT O 5B I RGeS B AR 1 1 F B B T R I S B AT R S B AR B
BT

a4 KA1 3 HT, Clarke™ - 2000 4E42 584 FISh ALK« R I4E S 103 5085 1k J7 75 CEGAR (counterexample-
guided abstraction refinement), 5 A B 243 -5 S E KRBT L B84k ZR 48 10— b 32 B 07 90545 8 IEUUR AR T M R A+
IO UEJE 1 p(p & — AN A B 4 A 20), CEGAR 4L A4 P ALV R A — A G M, Ma D6 04 75 R 5 1115 5, B
IOUE M=>p S A5 AL R Ma (45 B DL ZBUR AT fig b /D A 36 108 i 72 BB 4% =1 23T .CEGAR #2445 5 4
IR

B3% 2. CEGAR k.

BN TR BERD M AR I6 RS 1 p;

g p R JREARAL M b AL R ] TRUE;

JETE p 7EJRIARIRL M A 37 I 3R 5] FALSE.
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SEUR 1. A R UG R M ORIAS I & PE p, R S I B M

B2, KR p 75 Ma HUR TS BGL, BT Ma=p 215 B 1R Ma=p, Ul M=>p, ik [B] TRUE; 75 I, 3% 2D B8 3;

B3 T Mae p IR 7E Ma 3 p —AN Bl Cy

IR 4. LEJRIR R M A IR A Cy IR B ST SR Cy 2 L SE A, B M = p, JURIE A p 7E M R AN TT A2,

R [H] FALSE; 15 U, %% 20 4% 5;

SPER 5. X Ma KK (91 B0 58 2 gk 4.
311 IHIEA RS MR RE 1L

RETBRAN LIV Q& REREITE RATIGIIE R ELAEHS 2B SKRREITBE RRN
b SE T ) A S HR R R TS 08 R LD T LATE B ARSI, 2 A ORI R W B FUE T B AR
SR e GUR AT B R R

HERETH KRN EFEIE T LR RO — AN EER B EESE p EREEA b o7 IF Hig A
RERE IR p, 4, JR AR R i i 2 p IRIRASER S C(p) &3 2 p M T IR RSB Creacn(p) WS 1 T~ EFUELTIH
AKEHHE SRR AT B B p N RBL B Creacn(P) 10— DN HIERIRA KR, BT A PR A
16 Creacn(p) N, I 4 FEUEA G 4RREARLE C() A, JBYE p 11 IF 6 Pk DR A5 AN B0 0. s 49 v 28 b4 5 — S A
Creach(P) IR B Creacn(p) S I FEANRES T B 06 R X 2 t B FUE SIS B — /N BRI A% 0 R 0l 4
RABITHE I RAT R, AT AR R IR 04 B AR 0% 3R G I Rl 4 T G A5 2R R A4 2 [ [ 15 1] 4 B PR TN R

Das! VI - [z 451 43 47, 3 3o 5 il Gk 23T 8% O R IO E L@ T, S B T S B8 0 (KRS Ak il BOIR S TR E R I
YHE 2 BRI SRS IT B R R Ra 10— A L FHEIT Ro, i R B p 75X ANl ST rb gl 7., T o U &5 74 457 ),
Ko 23 S P A AR IE R S0 R E Ra P A R S8 P 1R BT A RS IE A 50 R ARAE Ra P, U8 T 24 T e S A
TSk T REURE U RAFAE — S IREIE B KL R Ro(8),5i40) N E Ra L B Ra(S,Sj0) FLAI A B 336 0B BT Ry 1075 M2
BOREIT B 00 R BI04 38 I A RS M 5% Ro S5 13 B GRS IT B K R R IR Ra I —A L FIE IR, )8
PEIGUE TAEGR S th Ry 3R 7R [ Hh GBS Y o R AT 3 P 7 V2 AN B0 0 s e b A =25 1) 1) 2, L AN T i bl e -
TE TG B R BOIR AT RS ¢ R S G b A AE A B BRI B OC R I, 457G W) RE TG VA F B J 1, G I, 75 22
IV ) R SRR R A A R AT R 4
3.1.2 B iE i A RS 4K

RS TVEAR A IR AR R BIAFAE N 55— A E R AR Sa,S0,5c,Sa A2 AR (1) 4 AR, s, 2T
AR 50 B sy FEAE—ADREITH 5¢ Bl sq FEAE—NRESITHE M 50 T 5 Z M1 5o F S Z N0 s FH 5 Z M ASFEAE
FEADIRAT B A A 3 58 54 sp A 5o B B — AN BOIRES Soc, 84 S BAER PAEAE— S5 A su B3 spe 1] s
[ B A7, B s B1) s A2 WA IR AR I 4% B A0 A2 R AR 1D, DR A 7 JRU AR A58 20 v s, ) s AN Rk BRT bk, 5 58 1B 8645 3 1) 4k
GRRE IR GRS AT AR X AN B0 4324, 2 3 G e A R A A B DGR 5 — T TR, MR A BB TP R R
FEIRDORAS 8 385 0 397 18 3K L 40 9 2 N j A = 9 1 A 3k v,

CMU(Carnegie Mellon University) 7% 5 T 5 490 (194 SORS 40 5 HEAT T K 5t s A7 a2l 00 T 50 AR 40 A D% 1)
A7 IR A B AT 40 2 ) A% B B (variable clusters)™ i % o $i A8 B B 8801 ) — AN IX AN 5 bR B DR R A
A SR AR 2 (8] (B 5O R — FLH B AR s A, D) 5 TR e 48] P e R T 48 (V2% T 8 0 R A 7Y P 38 A G R
ELSEERAR), AR 5 AT S K 58 JE — R A A R A3 30— AN RS A 19 ek 52 o 550, T80 3 T 7 (K 52 oR 301 B — AN
B 24 AR AR A5 1 3B 1 ek G AR TR S [ ()R 2 0 i D7 3 0ok IR AN Ti) P ek 5 e 0, R 80 0N Ik S 497 11 S5 FELRE ™ 11 4 it
T3 A AR I g /)N BRI 2 S5 AR i

040 R S AT S B 10 23 TR 3 e A5 A I DR 285 0 2 5 I N B ol S A R ) S T LA B A0 Y
K/NHRE T A AT AR B () T R R AR R 1 R AN A L AR R A R e R R 0 Mk A ) LR A 5 e 4 1
DRl 22 B, 456 70 S g [l 1) B A i R B o SR ) P ) R B ph SR DG B S T AN R 09 SRR, R B o 3R
A2 P& v f A2 o e 008 A7 200 B 1 £ 0 A8 11 T 2 R

SETHLL I SAT KOS SOV R R ot 5 P75 ol S 058 700 FR S Aok P - 4R 8 ) A 5 0t 2D e i
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i) JIT AR 1 i i 7 e SR AT 5 /N e A R 7 A 1D T VTS ) A SR A A T

b 0 2 5 AN [ 118 it G A5 2550 I AN [ £ el 3¢ o 80, A 2R K Al 10y ot P 2 AN I 34K BB % 3 B AR R 45 DR (RDIR
5 191k B R B P e R 3 — A 2 2 ARk R il % ok B 4 b e A R R B e R — R A %
B h RO A, BE A8 5 S0 B R A9 1R DR S B3 MU 3R R K Al GOIRES B h(sp)=h(sc),h’ (sp)=h' (s). 3% iy v2: g
5 S B 2 o e A 2R P RS, (R UE K B IE B e M 1) e /N R AR Y

X I T 03t GRS AL BT SY R AL T A A R 2 A8 5 FOHT 18 10 2 iy 266 kg A8 191384 T 95 /A b 29,
3 T AN I A9 (1) FF s R0 25 72 0D o 8 A6 AN o8O s 48] P B TR IR S AR 5 R e PRE B 28 CVC(cooperating validity
checker) >R 1 il 38 3k Bl 7] 43 BT A — 201 5 451 o il A7 JEL 200,328 PR Rl 42 s ek 3 T R BIR ) 43 SRORS i S TR S
F W RIS AT IR) G AR Rl UF W ) g MR B 3 AT TR T AL Ad LAV R Petri 19 BT RO 5 43 25
DRl - 5 BOR B 81 PR IR A 10 D 32524, il - i 4 4 45 40 3 28 4K 1 R 4.
32 EFImEMMREL

4R ARG M A& p, et A7 AE KB CIRZS 3 81 BRPIR S B AV L K 1K) p S 49 20 il AL 3 R 45 2 s
R AN T 96 AL A, B 5 B 45 2 R . 8 ) AT i R A TR AL R R

h k-1 k
fr=1 /\[i/:\o Ri,i+1J/\(i\:/0_‘pij 4
oA M GRS LA BVRFE PR LR o AR IE R S RTERT 2D 0 MR AE 8 55, p R B P p ZERF D
M) ELAA.

W A(& R] Lo M AT MMV A5 TT 0 K BRI K B T 24 L0 T 3

A i(i<k),M FAELE— A AT ORES Z RS AL T 25§ B2 p, B —py & )i 2 11

BT SAT 194 FLE K % BMC(bounded model checking) P2 A5 fif vk I il 11X 4535 T~ SAT SRR 48 5340
B % JE BMC 1) 3 22 i BEZ SU A SRS IT R X REV MRS IR A K R G B —ANF FRPIRES 23 8], 3R 5 R H
SAT R e W25 18] 1 3R BT Z50 U @ v p 0 M8 S5 ok 2 () w80 R O s 491, S0 386 o A 4k 9 %2, .3
B p B9—AN KA, 3 I B TG SR kAL, EE TR KRS DR S S0 AN AT A SRk B — A B A, AT A R T
(471 72 BT il %2 458 8 308 4T K54k (interpolation-based abstraction refinement)?*l,
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