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Overview on Mechanized Theorem Proving
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Abstract: Modern society is now being increasingly computerized. Computer-related failures could result in severe economic loss.
Mechanized theorem proving is an approach to ensuring stricter correctness, and hence high trustworthiness. First, the logical foundations
and key technologies of mechanized theorem proving are discussed. Specifically, first-order logic and resolution-based technology, natural
deduction and Curry-Howard correspondence, three logics of programming including first-order programming logic and its variant, Floyd-
Hoare logic, and logic for computable functions, hardware verification technology based on higher-order logic, and program constructions
and refinement are analyzed, as well as the relationship and evolvement between them. Then key design features of the mainstream proof
assistants are compared, and the development and implementation of several representative provers are discussed. Next their applications
in the fields of mathematics, compiler verification, operating-system microkernel verification, and circuit design verification are analyzed.

Finally, mechanized theorem proving is summarized and challenges and future research directions are put forward.
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THRENLE &2 % B4k 2 427 RN AR 3E 10 77 J7 THI T, 5 1H SEHUR C 10 & Mol b 2 BLE i BRI 4 B 2k
2017 4, 2 ERE R B9 80299 25 (WannaCry) 5 T Windows ¥E1F 2 4 IR (MS17-010); 5L 76 1994 4E 5% #4381 4%
V7 M R is AR R R R AR AEAA B E BT HE R BRL 4.5 4650057k R J5 1%, Re % 8 4
VI 22 TR [ R R AE I 8 7 v T B A i BEE B 2 4 2 R S 2 T K B UE R R T R AE Tl 3R A5 T
P SEA=)5 RN

MU A RE FRAIE B2 38 4 F TF SEAL, DLE BRIE Y ) 77 2000 2 BEEh SEALER . A R G dE AT % e, 2
N T f8 (artificial intelligence, &R A —Fh &I Leibniz F.4E 17 tH 22t A% 1 H L 28 1E B 5 PR 0 JB A8 4R
ME ) 19 2 K PACZ B CISL AR B, LA 20 tH4d 40 AR EHLA B I, A X — SN EE T
Seal AR

8T 20 AL 50 AEARHT 60 AR, WL A & FAE W] [ G v LU0 & 5 E B4k b 58 BGE WA T R JT .52 24 I {8
SN T RE RE 52, E 2h 22 FRAE W (automated theorem proving, &% ATP)HE R IR AT T — BURIE)
WA, WHAS TV 2 B S0 0 B R (B R B B 1) R 3 R oR A0 3T AR Bk, 5 42 B 3 8 FRAE B I HIE 52
HENAZ 3 6 T K 2 B0 = B e B AT S R B AR 1, 5 T b R AT I B T AR R ME— R AT T AE
J7 AP

22 13X HUIE B (interactive theorem proving, & #% ITP)7E 20 tH 42 60 FAR 45 2B, 28 B 7w HHIE R T 2R
PR UE W] B T (proof assistant). 52 H. AU RS I/ BEWS 51 FAIE WL 12, 763X AN A% ob, H P A8 56 18 35 9 S50
W20 (outline); UE B By T B B3R 78 UE B 10 24015, R A6 250 B, B & WL 48 56 AN T 2CHE X M iE B 2 22 1) JEL A8
RYEILLE Wang T 1960 4E 1) /Ethl McCarthy 76 1961 4E 35 o AH b 582 T T B2 0E WY, B i SRS 75
FRIAIE B (N 2 ) R B D RT AN 5 T2 5 78 UE B (D) I 51 2 R, T P RE % AR BOK B E B 40715, IR A A 492D HE
P ) I A e K 2 R 1 LA A 1 UF A AR e 50 o B DA B SR U, T AR AT 1 ).

H 3 BIE B 5 ) B 7R IE B 505 BRI McCarthy  [RII 38 B TF ML BE 85 1 23 10 A AR $i 2240 B,
B AIEE R TR ARG UK ENIRT R ERFG EATIRYE. S sE B ik, A 20 20 60 A A 46, A A1
AR BV 22 HoAth [v) R0 28 G 2 57 @ 1tk & 5K 38 G0 R 48 g HAL B V0T AH G I ¥ 22 ) 458 4 T DL R 7R 8 28T | B
2 5 FEAE WA T2 LA (O B 85 7 AU bR A 56 E 1 55,28 B2 7 3L 58 4 1 316 B8 s A A ik 17
Z TN 5E A H Ak e e 31 BT

PUIb AL € BAE I S R R B4, & 748 T IR B TE B B -, 40 Isabelle/HOL(http://isabelle.in.
tum.de/). Coq(https://coq.inria.fr/). HOL4(https://hol-theorem-prover.org/). ACL2(http://www.cs.utexas.edu/users/
moore/acl2/)%5 £t VF £ 1155 13,50 HILE Coq 1 Isabelle/HOL 37 35 R, B T B AN IRAE R C b gm i 28, FR N
CompCert!"™, DA K 55 — AN KA I ERAE RGN seL4l'O "2 B8 FH - 2¢ Al i Tk & v 3 — 4T i 1 7
EAMEA T B HE 2 A2 B 3 E BHIE B (interactive theorem proving, fi R ITP) [l Bir 2 1, 4 T 538 Hl B 50 #0411
FEIX — 2l By 5 B CBE TRV 20 DB S5 MR SRR o AT« TR BE 2 53 R DL RS A LA B S I SRR
A TEE A LA 0 E L

X BRI 5045 L FC T 2 QAT AR K219 tH 20 AR B 2 51 1B R R B K Frege A EIHIE B i A7 802 40
AV A5 R S T R 20 A, 1 1 0 5K Hilbert X BIIE B $ 32 86 8 JE 1, A B g 7 LA E B
e 17 2 B ORI £ 5% Brouwer [AIRE N TR FU 303 S6RE T AT 61 7 B3 3 S8 31 2607 g ST A X S Sy
2 b2 HEER . B FZRT EALR S KA P I FR R R TR 1 B 7 S B P AN B R BT )
R I 2 A R SCRA R TR T G2 U A SRR A 1) BB 0 A R S 4 R Ok B X S AR SR AT I AT 8 R L IR E K
K2 60 24 1R 5T I AR AR D 1) B HESE. R SO E SO0 T R LAY E FEIE B B A S R ) B R AT 4
AR MR HISEEL LA E AT R

ARSCH 1 R 5 U AL B AIE B A OGRS AN G . R B R R I ER R RITEAl 2
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BT HR 2R DA AR R 55 2 50 M. BLERS SRIE I B T B0 RF i DR AR MSEELER 3 393 e T Her At 5
ML IR 2 T BIAR, o 4 13 4 36 UE AN AF 2R GE S N A I UEBEAT T TR 0 M7 5 X LK S BEIE W 3R 47 45,
FAR H T W F4 b Al A AR SR AT 7T 07 1)

1 ZAEEARA KB AT

A H5 M — B i #5 (first-order logic)F13:E T V8 fi# (resolution-based) i IE B 157 AR FF 46518 3R, 1% & MR AL & B AIE B
B FeAF e A T AT R BRIV B 3 8 BRAIE I 080 AR 5, 1008 K B SR 2 RN S A B R OGS SR 1Y) Curry-Howard [R] 44
(correspondence), B A& 24 Hif LS Y18 Sy B Al O AIE B BO 37 HO B8 B 0 1 T SR B X BTV W LR AR I ML AL
WE, S 1Z A B A 3 FhgmFEiZ HE(logics of programming) FIAH 3¢ (I YmFE1E 5 18 X (semantics). 2 J& [ i
FE 24 05K 21 (B A 3845 R 0 B 2L T 5 B 32 48 (higher-order logic) B A £ 56 4 B J5 i+ 8 T #2 M i% (program
construction)f1 3R ¥ (refinement) ] /7 .

1.1 —MZEAME T HBAERIEAR

H 3y 5 BRI B A g (1) 32 2 1) 2

1) FRRWE R A 408 F Rk e B

2) Wl B A AR S A5 25 0 SR 2 RO 7T B O A B (B B HE HH R e S A EE R

3)  GrART R BRI, R4 o SO0 ) A

H 3y 58 FEAIE B 5547 A FH A S 7 SR 1) i L AR 5 (F R A AR AR AT e SRR 1 s BEOR B BR Ml v AH T 5, —
B i )2 (R R — P @ ) B ek R 7y, 0 B A e L5 & M, B 3 e B A L 1 K B — 2 4

55 2)FIEE 3) A I i ) g R Xk B Rt — 8 45 ATV B N SR AE R B s B, N A7 1 1 2 B SR,
WAL ST BN 5 K E B HE R TR KA F T R B B e BAIE B TR SRR BNE S LA
HEFR A 77 v Prawitz B 3R H T 38 1H 503347 & — (unification) 1 B #7735 22 J5 S () & — SR AE ) 1 2%
U5 77 3. Davis 1 Putnam T 1960 32 H T /e X% (refutation) Al 51 3L %% -] (one-literal clauses)f7H B #1
T K A A 70 94 A 15 (unit resolution)!™) 7 3% BRI 52 5 R A HES) T Robinson BT & L T & — 1A ALY 3% L
P 0 7 2K X PN K (AR S T IBM 704 HLas 2 RN MR BOR.

TV AR B E B AR TR B T R AT ) 32 R R B AT T AR IR N AR R R 3SR W FH ke 47 i Y A, BAURR
A IE B 2R 25 1A].VF 22 A R 3SR I 2 TR 58 10, 8 003 ST T L AWT %) SR S AN 38 A B 00— ST 3 R
8 FF A0 i R e e SR S B A A R E AL A ) PR 22 S 7t T PR 2SS B — Y R G AR
56 4% B, BE 75 R BH BTG — B 5@ B VI TR0 70 P A2 23 TR BR ). 21 20 tHh28 60 A, RET Fife th 7 — RFIH
AR F=HET F WIS AR T, B T SR PR RIF 9 ST B0 8 R 3 W - I 5 A I B S B AR A M I 48, ) B s EIE W
TR P AE B ) i R L 2R S TN R A A AR 23X P g HE I R 45 SR R DR Godel B 5E % S B T A 2R A,
RN TE—FU 8 X T HAK — 0 B8 R g b, S A7 REA GEIE I XA REIIE TS 1 & 3. 0\ 20 28 70 F£4RTF 4R,
H 3l € BRAIEBH B BLO P46 4% ) A JCHE T T, HAERE P IR IE . TR RS, BB T 0 iE S A R AR .

Davis I Putnam 5 37 A3 &2 i) (satisfiable) iy 25138 45 28 3K, Bl A5 7R 7] 3% 22 14 1] i (Boolean  satisfiability
problem), B Fx N SAT, 752 272 I3 &1 41X A~ 9] #, Davis Al Putnam DL & Logemann 1 Loveland 2 7 3% %4
ff1 DPLL #EUB s U BT ¥ £ SAT SKF S RESE £ SAT (3EAli 2 b SMT(satisfiability modulo
theories)Ab . T E A 025 10— K1 i€ 4 (first-order logic with equality) 2y 3. 14 2 SMT 3R fi# 2% ) & A0 24 5l Th, a0 i
WAFIFRE Z3 2 —A 9 K1 8 3h @ BHIE B T H (https:/github.com/Z3Prover/z3), H T 36 1IE 8 4 K 8 #% 15
itLiu % AR T NuTL2PFG T H F R ) 2 26k o B (vTL) 2 2 ml 3 2 MY 4 57, F R SMT SR g 25 1
FATY AR % IR, T MBS M LN KRS 4E7K 7/ SMT-COMP 35 3%, WG Ak SMT K fi# % (http://smtcomp.
sourceforge.net/2018).

—WEH A EEIEHAS W RIEE BAE W, ETHBE AR R KWt — ERRE R,
Vampire # A A& 200 2 5 Ih 1 — B i@ 48 B 3h e BRAE B T A (http://vprover.org), B I 7L 46T 1994 4,00
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2 RSt B B HERE K SR I 0 B B BE ] T H 5281 FOF(first-order formulas)ZH fl CNF(first-order
problems in conjunctive normal form)/MIX i )7 %

EA348 2, B 20 tE4D 60 FARH) McCarthy BUHIE 5 W 0EHE il B8 26 B 5L 938 R 47 ik 115 & B
5 AR TR M98 % g 55 IE W B - 10 VR B TR 1962 Wt FISE I T 4% iZ A N T4 8815 5 Lisp. ¥ 32F
BH T McCarthy ) 1E#f: 24 80 £ UE BH B F ACL2. Nuprl(http://www.nuprl.org)F1 PVS(http://pvs.csl.sri.com)% []
SEHLE Z 52 Lisp /7 & Common Lisp.
1.2 BREZMCurry-HowardE#4

F T AR (P E B AR AR 0 OB, B, SR B B P—Q A1 P AT DAHE Q7 I AR A e, T AR
5#EAERRAIEHZ R Q MH-Q FIATH BT FE B4, TE (P> Q)APA(-Q), FH i i i & HL T8 (—PvQ)APA(=Q), BT
HEB BT A5 {(-PVQ),P,(—Q)}; T2, I FE HI P /> ) 32 F v 8 F U], V8 Bk T b 2 NPl P75 21| 45
RFAIEA{Q,(—Q) ) [FI R AE T 4 1) — X A1) b P32 T8 A F 0], 485 SR 7= A 2 ) IR L G HE 00 agh 2 o B
ANBE Ak 2212 F Y AR R U] T SR 7= AR A8 A, 3R R BT ARHEAS W A5 00 R G WD R HE DU AN 2 e HL 3RS b, R E AR )
5E B 1 5€ B 1 20 (modus ponens), & A< B AT DAL — AMRFR O M KLU

HARHE RSB E A D E Al e 2L, ) B B R RSB THEE. AR EE RG R AT
2 HEFE AR, ATTRT 1 SR 2 B A0 () SR B RN U - [A)AE AR 35 0 B 28 &R . Curry-Howard [RIRG BRI LA R A fe i 159 3%
ARG SR 2 5 TUE B AR PP 22 ) (R X B2 56 AR FF R T 5K 1 S8 0 B DA B A 2 1) iF B B -
12,1 HAREE

Hilbert T 1920 4 5 3 T #% 4 “Hilbert’s program” i 5T 1+ X, H A7 /2 UE 150 %% 2 — U1 (consistent): FT A 4
AR R AR — B A H R G TS SR, Godel FIATE A MBI 2 A NES T Hilbert B 7 THRIT
PR Wk Hilbert 8537 7 SUACIE BB 78 b iV SR B R b, A B8 L T K2 0B BB R AT VL, T
A — 2R N TE BT 206 HE X A 45 2 A FUR R R A N ZE B E I ((p—~(g—1) = ((p~>9)—(p—
r)).Lukasiewicz 7E 1926 “E4ZH T 2t Hilbert A3 &R G, b & AR HE 210 1 /42 A0 45 18 b 45 i e
(assumptions), 7 VF B A2 HEAS 2596 1 B T4 1948 5, Gentzen T 1934 ST 17X AL R 420

Hilbert 24 B R Gt H 1 i U 40-A, T /£ Gentzen BLiHHI RGP IE U By,... .BobA RIS “BE By,...,By #MAL
I T.A RENBERERAETFECRR — RI48 By,... By, ME WA —A Gentzen KUK [l 45
HAREZERFWE 1 B~ NEN AT LUE o 7 B HEE T B SR HERE, B T AH 45 (identity) ¥ U 4b, Gentzen Jy A
EHERE & T — % H: 5] N (introduction) A1 78 B2 (elimination) 28141 ).

. [FA 4arB L. IBEA
I, AF AAB "I'FBoA
I'FAAB I'FB—>A AFB
~—E: >-E; ———~ — ~
r-A I, AFA
I'FAAB
A—E,: - Id: ——
Ir'+B AF A

A=l:58IN; A—E, : 5iHFRL ~—E, : 5iHF2;
> -1EESIN > -EEETHER d A%

Fig.1 A natural deduction system of Gentzen style (propositional logic)

1 MR A XURS B AR G 2 G (i )

Gentzen WIHIEHEBINLZ N T UF B EOR 10— 80U SEBLIX A H AR, bR 1 T # <7 A 2UR 1 (subformula
property)” FIME &, BP 4T AR T 40 7-A 5 BRI IE B AR AT LART A4k, (545 H BILAE 11 A0 IE B A ) e 2 A nT g2 A B K
HOLEEKH A FII.Gentzen Wit T “sequent calculi”fF NE AR T B 1 B0 ) BAR B X AN A R e B I
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Bi,...,.BiFAL,. ., An FR A sequent.Gentzen & X T —A cut MM, 404 30 (2. 1) FiR:
I'EA A IT,AFA @)
T II-AA

Blecut™s 1 A (I BLAR G ABIE B T “cut elimination & B ATAT A H 7 cut U M7 15 25F BH (1) sequent, #B
AT DAASASE A 12 10 000 i 75 2000E B IR AN 2 S Bk, AME T cut MR 1) 58 #E I B A 7 A s M.

X FET AL AIE W B 5 T ML 28 3 sequent HEFIVE S R HSE BIRAME T — AT @0 TH HFsrhiE g &
SRV VR SELVE S FH HE R LU, 5 171 90 PR 7€ 3. Gentzen HIE B T — [ & $LI8 H RN B 08 32 SOZ HE 1 sequent HE HE Y B
JEFATBME,FIEH T BA —AN TG R AU 9 BOR A B R G0 — B B2 AN BRIE R 0 A 1 B 280
ZRrGRFT AN

H SRV 2 R G0 B K 5 10 i 0 0, % o] 3k 2kt 00 0] (0 £ P, 2 S 0 AL A 4 R ) B B R BB ke T
A.BFAAB, B MR 5 A 1 B HEH AAB IXFE— /N B 52 B P28 AT AE 2 DL —Fh A 24 E B 7 sRHEAT, 10 B 2 T s
JH I HEAF (BAASAAB)FI BAA, - FI I HIT A U BE R 00 52 A 1F B

(%) —— (1%
BAAEBAA (55iH2) BAAEBAA (5 E1)
BAAEA BAAEB (53N SR <[ W— ¢ 3}
BAA-AAB @EEIN) BEB AEA (5310
F(BAA)—>(AAB) ABFBAA

AB-AAB

Fig.2 A roundabout mechanical proof of A, BFAAB
B2 HLAEH ABFAAB AT AE ) — AN Bl 2

M 2 E B FE A LAE e T AR IR B 2 B A,BFAAB R HUELI AR AB F1 AAB LLARIE HUEL T BAAH
A, L LA AR W S T R A T R — vk 55 5 ON R ek mT DA SE RAIE R, W B 3 . S5 2 BOIE B
TEFEAH LG, A L BAA S SE b 4k B R TESE I R H AR B4 3K, B0 Church B AW T SR FATTE ik im BA
I3HT.

) (i)

A A BB i
ABFAAB &30

Fig.3 A simple mechanical proof of A,BFAAB
3 ABFAAB fil FUIE B 1L F2

122 EARULK LA

Church T 1940 4F42 H 28B4k 1) A3 27 R O 1 B 2 BB 8 (simple theory of types). i 28> — i B 3 i 2]
FEAVIR (1) 51 /7 52 Russell 1 Whitehead Jyfif tR b 2 48 G 10 b B 4% 18 in) T R G 1L L1038 1 70 3 KA 18 (the
ramified type theory)?®.7) 37 257 — 2 IE T 4> X 113 J2 (ramified hierarchy)iX ANk &, B3 2R R 3E— 2540 i
(orders). fEE M 53 = o A F A 1) S8 Y A T MK, 5 J2 2R AL I 020t R TR 2 A 8 M 2 i ek R HL A [
SEMRAL YT S A I A A T B TG 3R D R A A [RS8, B o TR & 2R B 2 © set, IRk, AN W] Re A9 i HY
ReR XA ar Al dn i R MIZRELRE B MR BN AT REFI I M2 ¢« set. BB 2 51 N, B9 T 25 4 1) Russell 1%

(reducibility axiom).f % Russell HI%EAEEM: 0 ZMAT AL ABEEEHAZ B P R Z R, ZMNEGH T
Russell FJIAT. 2 J5,Chwistek 1 Ramsey #&H 7 2 BR AT H LA B LR B R0 45 )2, i 753 B8 40 T 2R AL B8,
B 7 2R A iR

B A R ) R B Church AT AL AT B 7R IX AN B0 Church #E8f HLIE 2040 7 AL HE &
T [V V% AR R T B A B P PR — 3 T AR A 4 i E A B A b v RO

AR BT R O TS R BT AN 2 A8 SR A ORI ST 0 Bl DR, Chureh B0TE T X R EEE KB R
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RS T8 308 R f I SOB R 0=t 9t B T x BITLIEAVE B, P S N AX LR AR 4 x B
AMREEAE u T AR EOR B f(u), % B AT S 5 O (AX.1)(u), 7 4 B (application).tu/x] & — A A, 3%
1 B ¥ (substitution), Bl t # x A HEBLE E BN u T2, 1R U 5 298 A 13 2900 dn A 3(2.2) R
(AX.D(u)=t[u/x] (2.2)
Ho ooz BLRZ87.
SRAE S AT ST R R 2 B B 25 03— 25 R N AT e 4L, (e uy. fst AT uY.snd, S5 P T4 S R R B e 4L
BB TR MG 2 DNIeE AR IF LR A 2.3 A R (2.4):
(t,u).fst=>t 2.3)
(t,u).snd=u (2.4)
TE A S oA 00T DUAE S S8, 9007 LLR 51 R85 E AR 2 n 1T DUE SN — N ARR L% R B LR B E A S 4,
MHAHT nik.
FAU [ A TR A A AT o — MR AL UL B SRR A0 AoB R ER L RORR BN IE SR AR ATl
IR [EME A2 B.id AAB N TGN R R e e R IR AR A 2 e R IR AL BRI, Church (1928
B A S B an B 4 B,

. I'Ft:AAtu:B ., I, x:BFt:A
"L AR(LU):AAB " TFAxt:BoA
T'Ht:AAB I'Ft:B—>A AFu:B
A=-E: ———— —-E:
TEtfst: A I, AFt(u): A
A-E,: QNS 1
I'Htsnd:B X:AFX:A

A=l 55N ~-E 5HRL  A-E,: 5HER2;
—>-EIIN > -EAEEE AR
Fig.4 A fragment of Church’s typed A-calculus
Bl 4  Church A0 AVH B 7 B

FERR H R 7 BIHCFE AT BINGH, (B 2 38 it Church (] 28R B0 B 2 7 BB KA HE SRR
A E AR RIE A TR R GRS AR AR 2 5 SR I 28 B R AR X T B R B B R R R AT T
RN T BN WAL 2 A AR B TR e X AN 73 S0 BB AT BLE, Chureh 1) 98 28 4k A 542 ] 5
KA (simply typed). B 50T BLE 250, 0T DLk a1 R B B A mT DUAS 32 BR ol 3t S22 BT 8 B 194 i 80 T B 28
TP W R A 2 8 (higher-order logic)™!.

FHLL SR A0 R BN AEN UL 8 DL 1 2 R 5 T S8 B A E i £ R SR LB BRI ANE
ER &P RIE A BCE AR N B W EAE 4 EATAH R R Ix e 5 2% 3Rk B TH E LI A B4 X AR I B, 0 2R
ANCAEFh 50 77 202 VR TSN X 43 AN [F] S 18 (0 B 2ot B, S AL AR A B R A A AR e Ak, B B HE R RGP i)
— AR ERAE R AR B AL B GE B, X A (R SR R 2R B e T K TR,

T T SR AR 71 = 25 S B (Institute for Advanced Study in Princeton)# 48 50— P 3L T 4K 31 25 24 g 5
B8R, B[RS 358 F1 8 (homotopy type theory)*2Li% 318 f# il homotopy X M B4R b2 11 23 = Sk fii Bt
I B K ST 7 (8] (spaces). 3X A~ 12 38 Fo VF B AR X 181 B 0 77 e R SAR SR b B SR AR AR )
TR A EF IR KB,

1.2.3  Curry-Howard [A#F19" J&

EH P11 0P 4 BT DU H - 0 SR 22 2 B A A 5 b ) SR A IR 30 2, B R ARV B U S 8 A — AR R X ot
MK R H Curry KIL:HEF (AT ARA— ML E R M ARIE )R 2B N T Hilbert 2B R 4 1 B 5% 3
X A T A
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B3 3 XA B2 Brouwer TR B4 22 AR R U A 32 85 610 TR I 1218 1) /B, Brouwer $2 75 ik
o 5 58 AN [F) B W AT 10 AR FE UL 1 4 ML B0 AR B A7 7 1), T A & DR 805 AN TR IE B BB F T
B33 b T ) R A 2 B A BRI A T B R AR RS 1R SE Brouwer WOALHLF R
NP B Y 3E B, B0 B R IR SR G E B — AN — AN H A g A R SR AT AT AN B AR 1 H SR I AR VE ES A R T4
I, B0 B A SO AR I S B A SCHE A A R IXAE IR — AN 2 AR B R R
AT B WA R PR AR L& AR T H W R RS IR AR,

Gentzen [ HRVEZEAE 1934 4F R (HARAS BE 18110 B SR8 25 BAIF 91 ; Church 2R UL 1 A AR 1940 KK,
T 2R A AL AT U1 240 3 St 2 25 10 B 9 81 4k B 22 1965 = Prawitz 45 HE T SRV 28 1 4 T A 45, At Ks K358 4 sequent
HEHE B TR B 7 AR SHE S b IR T AR SR T A B ML S 7 1969 4, Howard ik 7
H AR 5 2K AR AT B 22 18] (156 B 6 2, PR Curry-Howard [7) R B4 283X AN [B)4 H B3 5 SC2 4 1 i A X
o 7 F- 17 B 2 A HE 8 i S T BR Ay L BT 2 B (propositions-as-types)”, B0 “ A A EI S B (formulae-as-types)”. T
& E B — ANk A CGE B & ) T 4R BZ 8 Y 1) — A AT, R U 198K i B B 35T (proofs-as-terms) B 3 ““iiF B B
&7 (proofs-as-programs)”. B U1, %} T~ & 3 45 25 11 BR w14 iy R 48 24 =X, A0 RT DAR S AH B2 1 AT B ] 5 A R
A IR T 7R AT LA R H SR I AT — N JT (YD, P 7 s 2R AL 43 il 2 A AT B.

fer-x Peray
X A x AU y:BI—y:B(*Eﬁ)

X:Ay:BH(X,y):AAB

(H3IN)

Fig.5 A proof of A,BFAAB with type derivations
Bl5 UEW ABFAAB [f AL S

HE— 2% e AR B 2 BT s fOE B AR, BT A 2 I AT (Az.(z.snd, 2. fst) ((y,x)), Fe i x 2 A 8y & B 2RAY.
F BRI 29 00 |T LU 29 09 (x,y, a2 R (2.5) T 7w :

(Az.(z.snd,z.TSt)) (CY,X))=(Y,X).snd,(y,X).fsty=(X,y) 2.5)

AT b, T FR) VA 240 5% S8 25 4F B £ 4 445 9 L TR U 29 A 2 e 25 2.

TE A 3 B 2T e #0040 W I P R v B A I I AIE B — A 8 EI R A 1 H 45 s 2 Y B 0L IE B RS AL B
T UL UE RS B B AR B . Curry-Howard [RIA4 81 22 ZE JE B B T FI T R B8 8 T B 2L,

X ] EA SR A SRR AT A R, DN T S 47 B =F | I 28 8, W] LUEE 4R Curry-Howard [ A4 47 f& 21 50 3= & 1248, Lns
W38 5, RE S 208 T 2 4T 7 U RE FILE Martin-Lof #1835 8 (constructive type theory,fij#k CTT) B 4 i
I Stof T A R ], A4 S A I R et R A7 TR 1, SRR U 4R 2 K 3 3 5 (caleulus of constructions, & #X CoC)
L Z2BM ¥ Martin-Lof ¥3& 28 BG4 e 3] — [ 4806 9 4449 36 3 5 (calculus of inductive constructions,
fal Bk CIC) J2 T CoC i 3L AR AL,

1.3 iz

o A P AT HE 2R, AT DL R 5 B0 AR R 3R R T T K I8 48, 40 Floyd-Hoare 32 %, B0 B 41 HEMIRIE
T WG AR AT A H 0 SRR P R N BT G B IV B, DR Ut R B E TT DA 3 A R
AR B R T ERATI SR 434 3 M B 2 ) ) e AR 2 4.

13,1 —BrgwmfeiZ s LAtk

— [ o B2 2 B AR A BB B0IE X (functional semantics), /& 760 R FF A1 A Hi i \CER 285 W B 3800 4 HOIR 25 1 32
U R IR 1k R 5 S5 R A FH 32 U9 U9 4 (recursion induction)#E 4T 36 4IE . 1X Fh 77 7 1 McCarthy $#2 H At @37 T
— P A 3% U R B R A8, B 44 #E %35 3 (the theory of conditional expressions)¥ if ke 32 #1% 75 WEBY 3L T 4 1%
153, McCarthy & X T — R FMESE A A BE, W I T8 SC— 5 570 21000, 28 1 o3 P e 0 00 45, 2% R 2k B it
B T —E—MEEREARS.

McCarthy & H BT Fh 7 44 F2 7 HE B8 2 37 76 88 VT R 30 B3 G 2% 1 R 0k S 33 U BR B3R 08 T 8 A8 A
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& P 1 o AT HE BRI FE P S0 A e it ) BR B, 0% VT R B0 B SURE R IR R R 45 0.1976 4, Cartwright Al
McCarthy &R T %32 %8 G % F SR 2 33 U1 o8 25000 P 5, 93 Fl 1 Pascal A2 PEJ5 (1 #E BE040) 28 %2 McCarthy
H1 Bledsoe!* {1511, Boyer Al Moore T 1975 43— ¥ 4 2 1% 8 1) R 1] 74 25 44 (restricted variant of first-order
programming logic)SZHl T LISP 27 Y & BEAIE B T B BN <4l i Lisp & FEE B B F (pure Lisp theorem
prover)! 1 X AN R ELAT G (¥ 7 S 24 I REAT A T AR B R A BEUE A i G R RS I 4 A I R A
B U 2 BN I, Boyer Hil Moore B 78 T VA 4N1IE B (proof by induction) i AL,

VST IE B (3 ML A 77 8 T A 3 BB A WL 2% 4 {07 246 26 U b 2 8 DA J 4 £ 36 3045 FH 1 DA 4k 24 2144 Boyer Al
Moore BT T & JH YN (explicit induction) By A, H ok A ple 2 =0 A 99 {8 5 ; I H 88 872 1k (generalize) 5 lE B Y &
HE, DLSE 4 H 1 A VT g B R DA 98 A2 b B R & Boyer A1 Moore FF & # H 34 & BIE B LB AAZ O HE AR, IX AN H B
SE PRAIE I T H A0 45 5 5 (rewriting) 55 43 R 7E 1IE W 5 PRI HE 35 400 26 SR FH 8 G0 B8 65 TX SR AR 0T 147 B8 LB W 428 1 4
AR, 21X AR AN B 58 BUUE B RTS8, A4 25 B U g Az Ak

g B, — M iR TGS T 0 Lisp X R B ARE 5, X R ARE 5 0 T AR 7 57 e i
VS R JRR L. A, — B S AR B R M SRR BE DR R m Y B R W AE — B TR R T X MR RSN 2
RLH.

1.3.2 Floyd-Hoare %5

Floyd-Hoare &% tHFR N IT441 5 (inductive assertions).1967 4, Floyd #&H 1 i B A2 /> 1E B 1 1) ik A B8
R FE 7 KR ML L 5 R AR AR B 193 1969 4F, Hoare K FE BT Rl 5 Fon v =, il &
Wiss . R R B 41 Hoare 45 H 7 7 iy & 218 & 54 (1 2 BEADHE R LU, FR A Hoare A HE R 40.1E
BAABAG A, B Ay AR L {PYS{Q} K =Jual,P Al Q #B A& —RriZ R A X, = u iFon i B2 R
FEIF SHATHT P AR, AT 58 J5 Q ML I 4 XA = 70 s TR G 5 — N L {P} S{Q A B H R ik i L2
WER P AEPAT SHIAREJFH SRR A& IE 4 Q 7£ S & LI A R,

Hoare ARG 5| T A2 438 0 H I G 8001 70, X i U 4B R IR AL X WiE . R Ik fas5%
B Zb M %A B R G I AT S PR 58 A 1 1) R AR AR T AR 2 AR . FE R, 1975 4, Dijstra 2 H
T iR 59 BT B % 1 (weakest precondition) 1 7 4% # %% (predicate transformer) !, SO R TE A X1 T

AW S R T E A 3w HAF T H 2 A6, 58 F 5 1 2E B 3S (verification condition generator, fiij F
VCG) R 75—~ EZ I 2H R ER 43,388 3 B0 10 2% 40 A A 4 T 5 i 0 R e 2640, B0 — B A 28 J5 1 B 3l e 3
E B T A AT UE B R 5T Floyd-Hoare # %5 ¥ K BY489F T. H /& Stanford Verifier fl Gypsy Verification
Environment(GVE)**1 24 {7 ¥ 22 Tk 5 F (8982 5 560 0F T L #0R F 77 33l 32 1 560 40 2% 1 0 F2 157 58 E 5 =X, 4
Why verification platform®%. the Spec# static program verifier'l, ESC/Java2l*?!, SPARK GNATprovel’ 2% Hirh,
Spec#ifi 5 /& CHIIT J&, HIF R 7 vl LA HE 77 15 = 4 (contracts) s ANAEF L 2R, 5 LA 2R A )93 fi# (annotations);
Spec# (1 BT KA 9 15 45 B 1IE (compiler verification) (1) — Fft J7 5 - 9w 2 25 7 2 BEUR AR 7 1) [0 IS €1 Ao JE2 7 8, 9
S5 BRIE 25 A A AR B AT e i — B A X B 3w EAE B LR Z3 TR,

FE VA G I8 5 X Fh 732 B DA SN R 15 v e o T A p R i 382 20 A 20, 20 8 2 AR B 5 i B I, o
DURA € FE T8 R AR P T IR S v th 7 )L T SRR 3 . 4R 2 RS M RAFERFETE E G XE
e M SN 73X — ) 2 1

BRI UEFE 7 IEFPE R E R A B R B WHE e —Fh A HHE Y (axiomatic semantics). A B X% A #AE
T SCRalRZS BOME R 2 7 AL i 0 BUE R BRAE T 5 PR U VR AT S RS RS TR A = RUE R
o 21X A B R P (R AT 1 R AR O3 A R AR AE 2 SRR R R AR 1 56 R P AT R M A 46 87 5 AT J5
B2 RS RO T X SR AR SO0 R, RN T X B AR A SO NIX R R X B, A SR SR — MO B R
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1.3.3 Wi E R R T T E

Milner F 1968 £ S8l 7 — A~ A 2l € BLIE W] T B, U5 At % 7% Robinson 5 -1 il (K1IE T H0R, (5 A2 A 2 4
XA E P REAIE B H AT 7 SO E PR A R e 1 i o W0 Milner XML %% 4 B (machine-assisted) T /S A2 584 H 3 R 7
IF B 5 04 1969 4 Milner 78 4- K #BEWT T Scott F35 31 18 (domain theory)P> 4th 2 i1 3 7T LLiz Fl ix /42
BB E SRR B AN S %A Milner K X AN B AR A P B K 4118 48 (logic for computable functions,
fAI Bk LCF). T2 Al T 1972 4EAE W AE K 22 IF & T — NI BIAG 75 2% (proof checker), #k 4 Stanford LCFP. 75
SEL, Milner #4284 1K) 20 & F (combinators) ¥ #t W AR IE 3, KR BB N Scott I (domains), & 45 23 302 18 7] 1
BN AEUE WAL E] 3 AE FIAE B iy 25 Stanford LCF #EAT 28 H. K £530E 91 8 & B (FR A H A7) 20 9 T B ¥%,
F B b id ik 7 40 25 (simplifier) £ 2I1UE B, B0 @3 — 25 40 #8511 50 1) 7 B Ax, B BX L6 H bR 4 E0 15 2000E B 8
SR B AR AR TS T 2IE B BN 25 0 1 O 8 DXL I VE T R A A 8 ).

N T REE RS M S INAIE B A A T AN 45 5 AT SE M, I R 40446 7 (B] Milner 58 AT 1973 #~1978 it T
Edinburg LCF7 Edinburgh LCF A~ 47 fif 88 /IE W () B0 &5 1, R A7 il LE WA 10 45 502, B 30 7 Ak £ 2 X
HE B P2 A — AN SR S FR O thm, H SR 38 7 o BRI 2R B e R ol SCAEL 2 A 3L AE XN R 1 41 R e 2
2R T O ) S A R B, TR b, T A ) S B A AN CRAIE BT R thm 2824 1048 R B I 23 38, 54 HE 28 0 )
T 15 31,1 P 245 H HEFL A5 B 19 %8 BLARIE T 8 A A] 58 ML e Ak 3 Pt 58 1R o miih S 508 22 1 7 S AR X AN L
AHUE B TR SRR 71 ) E B.

9T A ARAE A A Y A48 A Edinburg LCF Wit T MR U4 275 5 ML(meta language),ML /& ™%
Bk 1), SR SRR G IS B 23 AR AR TIE B 14D IE B iy 2 4 BB ) — Bt ST By B 0, Bk D 5% IS (tactics).
FEu R 1 H A5 (goal) B ¥ H 45 (subgoal) ¥ iR 5. 5K % G 4% LUAS [R] 1) 07 22L& ) o 0 1 ke 41 & 7 At & — A
ML B8 50, 5N tacticals. 50 AT LAAI 9 #HEEE LN (4385, 52 #F 175 [a)4E 9. T 4 A2 Edinburgh LCF Jy J P it 17 5
Z 5PLA I B A FH AR AT T

Edinburgh LCF JyiE B FBF R &L T — MrEHESR, T 2 J5 R FEH B F a2 U0 #R A T Hoh i
O AR ALK SR B B A #E X Edinburgh LCF 34T 1 KB SGHE R 58 % 1) Cambridge LCFPY, 4 T4 4456 3iF
) HOL £#%1P%, F Martin-Lof 28R HE 1) Nuprl®. Isabelle il Coq 2.

Milner Ji Dy b4 37 04 3ok 2 o0 97 FH 72 S B R T 48B4 Strachey.20 42 60 FEAXATHE H 4B FRIE X
(denotational semantics)B4 € T # 2 AN, (T8 FRIE X AR 3 )7 BB B0 SGE X, AT 4 A 1 (compositiona-
lity)F A AR AR FRAE B SRR T PG AR [RIE 5 o0 (1 B e 1P 20 & 1 2 37 A8 FL il AR R I B 7= A
) 8 v B 43 B < 45 #4) (structure)” b, R 18 v 1] 5 16 (syntax-directed). [K b, R J7 14 53 AT DA FH &5 #4040 3 9
(structural induction)3F AT HEER AR, =4 A R AR S B T 18RRI N, 3 HL B FRIE AETR R FF KA 4 B
I, T BRI NS A IEFIFR B B AR RS AT R T Hem 0, 0 A 7 AR R S R AR AR LA
20 22 70 FEAR 4 T 32 T, 2 S5 LA T3 T 1454 75 X (rule-based operational semantics), B[} &5 ¥4 4. 1)
$EAFE Y (structural operational semantics,{&5FK SOS)AN [ 4R 1E X (natural semantics)*, B A1 H HFR A/
(small-step) 1 K25 (big-step) FAE 15 X.

BT 8RR IE SCRPIRAS R AR IR A, RIRR 7 b 25748 2 1R A, 6 00 3 FH 502 08 B8R 8 SCIRAS AR 1k, i i 15
LCF 77 e HES AR P 177 N EAEE A F T LR 5 i — ) 4 #2248 0 Floyd-Hoare 3% %5 . — Fi 2 72 12 %8 Al
Floyd-Hoare & %8 #5472 /715 YR N TR FE A SE0E o — W g AR SR AR T BT SR 4 i B 2k AR Rk s 1A
bR #;Floyd-Hoare 3380 F2 715 S8 B0 TIE 2% 4 A2 AR £ e BIE 26445 M 7E. LCF @ 27 R X2 &
L FT R N0 G DR AR T RS SCRT LR 3 E X B AR D RN (embed) Zw F2 I F BNE M B R F L BT
Isabelle/HOL A1 Coq % iiE B Bl T b, AT BATT 8 3 58 SCR P 81 3 SORU/IN G A 1 SC R PP IO VF 22 40 5T, B A
BRI S 2 AR 4 DA B — B0tk A0 2 1k 1 45 8 R 0% J7 (o8 b 7E UF B B T 1 R R A A BRI,

M4 — TR E T Hoare E# 2 —Fpfiw H TR 5 IIE M@ EHRE RSB E#E AT R0
FIH LCF J5 2 F1 Hoare % #5 {1 1 #,Gordon . Mehta F1 Nipkow 43 %I FjiE B B F HOL F1 Isabelle/HOL, ¥ Hoare
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38 I R A ER R RIS (RAIE T Hoare 384 ) AT S8 1. LLIX R 7 20, Hoare 3% 48 4 f10 M b i N A8 7o s
PR B B T v A8 45 72 1 L84 B B T 9 7T BLAE A Hoare 32 85 HE4T 12 /7 B0 4.
14 ETsMZENEHFIEIERAR

20 T2 70 AR AR, BRAIE B LR v 5 SEBL I R — P i e T R T X AR AR KRR BRI — i A AR
R (RO S 1, T 58 45 PR SR T, Gordon Fi HH <1 288 J P4 6F T SR TIE A2 7 AH 2C 1), T 17 B 2R B R R sy B i@ 4 T B
(AR 3 F3 5% F 56 UE T 5 502 2 B 191 Gordon X 12 38 485 IR BF 7002 5 A 56 TE BBG R AE — 2 IR, A2
I 408 0K 22 B (0 B R AT 5 - T D SR R R AR RT i BRI BB B HEA TR 4 B 2% Bk T Wagner T 1977 4
FOL 125 23 7 B AF 36 AE ST LLAT, J LT 7 A At 7 B4 Ao 56 SR F 7 76 A 5B 382 DA SR 119

24 Paulson 1IEESIMFEL /1T Cambridge LCF fJHF & I, Gordon 8 IE7E &1 M M\ 25 25 1 1456 11E RO BT 72, IR kAl
X} Cambridge LCF 3E# 242 .Gordon X} Milner T J1 & 138 15 {8 5 & 4t (communication calculus system, f& # CCS)
B A R ZI B R AR Bl AT A W R G R AR S R IR IR, W] DL TE S HE PR AT B RN R AT A
TR T LSM(logic of sequential machine) 45 5, F R Z R HLE HIIUFAT 9, - K9 3& 1 — 224U CCS 1H
Expansion Theorem 3.3 F >k,Gordon Xt Cambridge LCF #8417 7 23k, i 2 3& & LSMLIX AN e fiE B B F
K5 T W TN Viper 4b B 88 3R 4T 7 AR 70 A IE A P E B (08 [R5 7E IR B 19 - ) £ Moskowski [H] Gordon
P LSM A B 5 a] FHAE 18] 2 #3547 9w 9,1 45 LSM ) Expansion Law RJ DA 1S 2,110 A & #4318 A o~ B X Fh
J7 v REAR HE B A TR A [ )3 i A, T2 HOL A=,

TR B A2 A P R B AE A 2 B I = Y A — AR RN AT R S B, R B TR SEBR R Huet FFOR B2 RT3
SE M EBY & — BRI B B T rh R BUE A 2 AT EEUY. Gordon AR ) 2 AR 4k 4 2 T X T R HOL  #E4k A
T HOL4.HOL WL 5| T ¥F 2 B 704 I 248, AT R T ASRIRRA, B T HOL ZR 41U 3 g i 32 48 10 1 56
UE 7 AR B A AR U 8 189 P4, o] DUSG IF B0 A% 8 2% 1 & 0] LIS IR BEAN T BN, BB 46 T KRBT R4, 0 FE 77 s/
BOREAE . MR HE DL R H AR 2 M.

15 FEFMEFRKE

T2 ¥4 i% (program construction) th R N FE ¥ £ & (synthesis), /& 5 B ML Vi (specification) 14 i i BAAFE . —
A3 BT N G B SR R AR — 2R B B 5 A R 4% ) 45 K 1 AT SRR (refinement) (14 2 i AR i K]
I T AL 0 R SRR X — RIE R R TE— 2.

%4k KM (step refinement) W FEF M E T AR R AT Dijstral’ A1 Wirth!>$2 Hi 33X & — Ry 3 B IE# (correct
by construction) ] /5 ¥ 41 S A5 A5 SRR #5 B 0% 1 AH M AT T OREF T IR, TR 4 B S AR F — 8 2 BRI AR 2,
SR R AT 2 R AE S L I AR rP BT £ TR A0 SRORS 9 A 1T 1, B0 2 A A ) B G TE A 1 Gerhart BT 4%
T FE AR e IE A M AU Burstall A1 Darlington $2 Hi 0 FH 72 S — 5 R F AR 45 B0 D00 A 36 45 SRS 1) ¥ 2 3
TR 5T R G b O T R I B 592K 2 RN R e L UE B R T A K R D) B4 P B RYE AN id Manna
I Waldinger BF 5% 7 48 B 58 BRAIF W (0 07 1L HEAT TR 5 My s 176,

BAEMIZE D SR IR 7 B e 5T ALK TS — kA TP WG E— R AR R I Back F
JHI Dijstra ¢ 55 B B 2 1H 5L, T 1988 4R H 17 SRAFS 1 5 (refinement calculus)!”": 20 384 S 1 5% 55 7 B 4 1Ffig
B HE A1) ST R SS AT B AR IR 4 S S R LB SRORS  UE B 45 R T S E AN I A B R A AR AR IE T XA IE A
PER— B8 A X9 R ZEWE AR T — /Nl h R IR 7 UE 1 5 2% BARTE 7 B S8 (150 2 — B M LU
545 F5E W, 3 7T /g [ e s,

SR B 22 7 A KRR TU A X 55 45 I A 4 20, 77 B 58 i AR IR 8 R B — Sl S F 46 T SR LA T B
SR S i sRORG e L7000 S 6 T L@ R BRI 451 A A AN 1 B i FRAIE B T AN BT 3 0 AL AR [ T X R
7, Back 1 Wright {# F§ HOL,7E— /> T B A SE 8L TABAT AT B T 2 R G0, 0001 7 V7 22 SRR RN B 22 5 HL s i
BRI )8 A P SRR P AR 4 B U AT R A AR A — SO 1] R Wright #F— PRI HOL W% HHEE TR
(window inference tool)(1% T. L 3¢ FF T 28 # KU AR HEFR), M) 7 — A - SRR 1 Ji 2 T AL 1820
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RAFH At Abadi F1 Lamport FSKIIE 843 70 U2 7 IR JE RUVE IR0 SE I T i )2 03, Tk A SRORS Bl 25
(refinement mapping)®*!. Lamport 3k — 5K 3K K WL 5 Fl i 77 38 45 (temporal logic) Ml 45 & 3R 1 T 4T NI 532
#®4 Jonsson A Lynch 25 AJZ AL T 3K K WS BR 9 A 38 (simulation) 5861 33 e 75 ok AT 4 A8 & AR AL 6 25 (model
checking) B #4014 AT A2 BAE BIE 8 1) 75 2N JF R F2 7 3047 380 ANl Pnueli 46 A\ B /5 32 48, DL e 21
E 05 SAR T — Rl I R R AT R 1 i

— AR T TR E SRS T AR B ik T AM Atelier BEYLB 5k L —Fr A #AL ZF
(Zermelo-Fraenkel) 5 & 18 N FEil; 1998 4, Atelier F T 2 i o2k 14 Sk S Hh E AN B R 4.

BT 8 BRAE B 07 VE I SRS T R8O Lk B RTIRAT BT A0, Isabelle/HOL 1834 Locales ML 3CHFIZ A5 Kb .
Cornell K21 PRL B PA4E37 5 NuPRL (1T &, H o PRL ARFRAIE B 8 FE 7 3K Ak 12 45 (proof/program  refinement
logic) NEE AR K & b7, SRORE (0 RGE 8 0 80 P Al B vz, B8 ey DA P 7E 2 3 38 560 UE (1 BFF 2 .

2 JERABNF4F L EFISLIE

L VELREI T 1 B B T 1) 3 R 1R 5L Al A0 S B BOR, 32 1 SR VR UE WY B T (0 S BN B2 PR i, (B
X8 43 2 IAUIE B B T BETH R RUEEAT 0 LA, B ik B AR O B B T 0T R 5 St B
21 BRI AR

UE T B (10 ¥ v 5 SEBLIE A BAR GE AT IT AR B AT BRI AL (14 b v R DR 4 J9) S 1 50T B A S
K& LA ERITF AR — D WEHR PN WHE 1L B B R AN [F)IE B B - 2 18] FH EL 50, — S8 52 B T e HY
Py SEAE i T 2% 1k O e 0 A BGHT O AIE B B T, — e T SRV BR AR IX AN R R b BB T B T T R — A BUAIIE B B
T 5 5 8 A B AN e LU S R TR L SR B IR U B A AR HAIE B Bl 0T R RSB

BHRIE B B T B AT SEPEALAE A, 2R 1 6 23 IR B B T BB TR AR AT T B

Table 1 A comparison of features of some mainstream proof assistants

1 ERUIEYI TR L AR

ZHR M| AR FLIWEE MEESY H R St
Agda v T = .
(http://wiki.portal.chalmers.se/agda/pmwiki.php) e Haskell AT i
Coq v A OCaml v IDE
Nuprl v A Common Lisp v Emacs
PVS - JOREFN Common Lisp v Emacs
HOL4 v R Standard ML v Emacs
HOL light N command-
/ T =
(http://www.cl.cam.ac.uk/~jrh13/hol-light/) W OCaml F line based
Isabelle v Isar 7 B3 | Standard ML, Scala 4 IDE
ACL2 - Gl Common Lisp EL A 4T | Eclipse-based
Mizar (mizar.uwb.edu.pl) - 75 1 =X Free Pascal - Alcor
B WURF LT T

(1) Mz

E W B 3 FH R B0 R H0 2« T E SEMLER/AE A (00 TE A M, AT A B R TE B AT (09— 7 1D, 5 LA B R LA
Z R M, RO A7 7 St A 5 B 70 IF B o B T EL A T T o A e N TAIE B 59— 5 T 38 R A D i R —
ANUE B Bh T B ARG /N R PO A, BT A SHL A 8 00 D0 0 2 5 /N A R B R 0 R s S, 8, T RS AT R A R X
AN INAZ PO K S A /1N B 1A A% T A 15 43 A, DR i B T .

7E LCF J5 ¥ (AE B B T b, Agda. Coq~ Nuprl Ml PVS & T 2R IS0, A 138 H 2 48 BOIE B 4, —
AN AE T T SR B I B G 2 AR AT AR IR AN T AT AR R — AN AN PVS T RN R OGRS
14T S T 5 A 22 A ORI S B 18 TE A 1 R A AR SC R AR e 9~ LCF 5 ik B 3% J5 /A:HOL4. HOL Light LA
J% Tsabelle 4 B it /& 5 TR 5 /NI W] (5 N AZ SR R TH 1.

ACL2 {5 W i i 2 58K 1) A 3hHE B 8 R0 _E 10 75 8 Miizar B 76 8 S 300036 TIE (9 505 S0 il 2 T4 U,
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XTI PR FIAIE B B = A4 AR HEAT HUAL R A 5=,

2) FH/EERIEHES

R P A8 FAIE BA B T SRR R IE IR 1R 5 5 UE B B T AT 28 BLAE G 5 0] 23 o A8 B 2R R AP Pl A3 48
UEBA A4 J5 3 i B e 2 AT E B B 0k, 7 B =R B AT

TER T LCF J7i5E B BY T 1 T v, S A 2 A% e o 2 20, v M 1% 5 Mizar 75 W 200 G
= A AT R T B K R 2, A It Harrison {85 Mizar 75 B 3UIE 115 5 PY. B4R HOL Light 374575 B3
S AE AN FL R AR Yyt P2 2 Tsabelle T 1999 430 175 B3R MIE I 18 5 Tsar®.Coq IUIE W] i & 21
X 1,42, Gonthier % A A Coq Wit T Ssreflect(small scale reflect language), fg % 75 B = kb FH T-UE B 11 51 2 45
oy e AHTE AR JZ 45 40 b O e 213 2 20 DR 7 3 b AR R A e 2 2 Nuprl fR9AIE B 38 5 5 e 14 75 8 LR ik
FE M LA &0 B BAE B T B, W0 ACL2 F3E RS 5 AT LARILA 75 B 2 AR AR 1 3E B B 3 AR i (7
H)AFIE B 1) 3, B 5 — L8 o 8] g 3, UE D T B 30 58 GE AR 55 Agda SRR A B I B

3) LIIES

K2 HOIFH B, B2 W0 Coq- Isabelle S5 #6 i2 LA H a9 FEIE & 40 5 19,22 40 Haskell. Ocaml. Common Lisp-
Standard ML LA} Scala Z5. A3 Mizar #5815 5 /& Free Pascal,Free Pascal #& Pascal 4w i¥ %%, H HAx 1 6 655
Z PR ES 4K, 40 Intel x86. AMD64/x86-64. PowerPC. MIPS Il JVM %5,

(4) RS R

V2 AUE WY B T SCRRACRS 28 1, BORR O AR 7 Sl B (program extraction). A% A= il 4 4 A£4IE B B =+ DUIE W i
F 1S A E SCRH P RO AT Y R BGURE , WT DML ST 32 47 B 0 Tsabelle/HOL T ZE B SML. OCaml Al
Haskell F£/%,Coq TJ LAZE B Ocaml. Haskell 1 Scheme #2)%,PVS 7] LA i Common Lisp #2/37,ACL2 Fl Agda
AL AT HAT 1. Mizar & 7F 8 37 608 B B0 5 0 S0 g 47 8 30w SORIIE B, TR 2 A 2% B8 A RS AR X A
LR R T,

(5) R 5t

UE I BY T 2 S AE R B AR R 5 2 B R 4777 U 2 #E 4T A2 B Aspinall T+ 1999 4EJFK T Proof
General™) ¥ £ 1FE B B T A9 BL WA AR A S2 3 — PP RN Emacs A B9 B 2 AL A2 AR AR B3 T — R A & 4,
R BT DA X 3 A o 25 P4 UE B 0 6 A AR E B, F 7 AT RL— 25 20 b 5| 2 F B F B ) T (51 25 S Emacs S A58 2
F: 37 Isabelle A1 Coq IFF KL 10 2 A.

— TSI i 5 v 8 I IE B Bh T 8 BT R A ESHE SR (prover IDE framework, %% PIDE)5E i .PIDE JF# 2%
AF BRARIR A 46 BT R A 858, P ZE S N JRAG B IDE 3t A 25 15 7% Coq M Isabelle L £ SZ RF X Fl FH 7 FE1HT, 20 ) #
9 GTK-based CogIDE #1 the Isabelle/jEdit IDEP**" ACL2 BIBAJT % T Eclipse ##iff, # A ACL2 Sedan theorem
prover(ACL2s),ff: | ' 5 ACL2 #4742 H Mizar B 7€ 8 S ECE RN E, N T 5 i3k 47 Wk, Cairns A Mizar JF
KT —ANHFEH Alcor, 75 F 7 5 31X AN Jni e 4T 28 B P8

DL B BB T G UE B B T 3 TR L8 T R A S ARE B Bh R L B 6 4 TERRLERIEE N
VIE B B T2 (8] (R A0 B s i o6 3R, SRARS KR iR R 2 X AT A8 V& BR (W AIE B B F. — SeiE B B, 40 ACL2. PVS
FH Mizar 3% T XS S B B E A 6 .

Sk EYF Milner ¥t (#) Edinburgh LCF A1 Bruijn %) Automath®?V 2 B A7 46 X ¥ (¥ B3 KIE W Bh 7,98 2
IX P KAE WA B FATAE R G TT & 802 38 UM Bruijn 3 T4t B S8 FR R TG W SEEL T Automath,
A LA At ST & IR T Curry-Howard [l #453), BLSIE B B X} 52 (proofs-as-objects)” [ 77 AR HLAE Automath [T &
*.Automath 5 7EHERI LR IA BT A 0= AT I0AE, R Automath JLF VA #)T 2 A I (2 B2 DL
BB AR g HE Al (AF B B 0 01 R #07 AE T AR K S A A% T SR, FRATT 4 B B o LA B A AR R M R IE B B T I K
FHSIL.
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Automath

Stanford LCF (1968)

(1972)

Edinburgh LCF
(1973~1978)

. Nuprl
C?f;grlli%g;;l: Calculus of /(1984)
Edinburgh LF Constructions
(1987) (1984~1989)

HOL
(1983~1988)
Isabelle
(1988) Coq(1991) ALF
HOL Light Calculus of Inductive (1992)
(1994) Constructions
HOL4 o~ Twelf Agda
(1999) 1sabelle/HoL (1999 (1996)
(2002)

Fig.6 Evolvement of proof assistants and influences on each other
6 —LGIE BA B kAL DA R 2 [R] A T
22 FEIEFRBIFMFF LI
2.2.1 Isabelle/HOL

Isabelle/HOL A& 4 Hi#/ {2 K1+ LCF J7vAfuEW] B, 82 @ 7AE Isabelle 76312 4 (meta-logic)Z L[]
—A™ H #5312 # (object logic).Isabelle G 45 thFx A Isabelle/Pure.

Paulson - 1985 % JF 4 Isabelle 7T &, fith 2% 5& LA e 12 45, Bl d W L 3& FH T 22 PR 5 12 48 1O E W B F= I JF
R.LA Paulson PRI s KE VR 2 5 8 18 48 UIE B B T T Sk 1A R M e 0 2 AL By, o T e R IE B B 32 ) B — 55 7K
T6 A7 R 2 S R, 17 R A S I AR R R ) AR 45 R e B R, B DA TGI8 BB D LA H AR B e A TR

X R S W ARILAE Edinburgh 32 4 HE %2 (logical framework, @ #k LF)H 1% 7% 1.3.3 F5 ik ) Edinburgh
LCF el G FEE T B R ERIF R ECHER BB AME LT S RAHAN Bdinburgh LF,ZJ5
B Twelf. 73— N2 B AHESE /& ALF(another logical framework), #i% 5 il N Agda.

FEIX e DL B HE 22 S 1T AR (1 0E B Bh - 1 Isabelle & ME—43 232 B H (93E B Bh F=, & 7T AL 9 LCF 5
EFE R HERL A

Isabelle 76248 1) SE LB Al& Church [ fA] S8 BB 10 2 B 25 2 o A Wk i 1) N AH 558 1) v A o2 48 44 200 )
ASRATHE B 450 00 ML R T AT IR 20 & 45 10 I A B, U VF B AR B DL B SR 28 KUK 13E 1T 1 1 Isabelle/Pure
RSB AT S B ARV B2 (A “UF B RDAR 7 B0 B 26 R VA 8 A T, A S U A ot v AT s 225 PR IE B
X G X 7 AR LCF J7ik i B2 f5 A, X T F 7 LCF J73%, (H DA B 3 Dy L it 11 34 T (9 1AF B B .

% Huet ] )5 & Isabelle SE L 1w & — fE mifi & — #2EAll_E Isabelle SCRF V2 H 2R T B, AT H A 55
KIE B HEBE T RE: = B 85 (R 840 28 Simplifier. 454 T Metis iiF B T B [} £ L HE 3 28 (the classical reasoner)
4 $ Tableau {IF B T H; 32 REAH A 4158 H 30 @ BAE B T 5,40 Vampire. SPASS [ Sledghammer T. ;3 ¥ & 4l
&M Quickcheck F1 Refute.th 4k, Isabelle f# H Locales &b 2 Hi4k B HE 8, 32 1 1 B b B B8 FF % (modular
theory development).

ot 48 Isabelle/Pure 1] DA & ¥ 22 AN 6] A 35 1 H 4532 45 (object logics), 2 a0 48 St fl B 5 () — B 32 4
(Isabelle/FOL). Martin-Lof #Ji 2 I Bl i (Isabelle/CTT). — B ZF 44 & (Isabelle/ZF) LA b £ i 1) w5 B 32 45
Isabelle/HOL 45,1115 7 i,
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Pure Isabelle

(JCiB4R)
IFOL CTT HOL CCL
(EREXH igkmie)  (Gopngs) (BB
— P2 i) 2 T HIP
55 HOL)
oL HOL CF
K mie (FBT 25 LCF

ZF CF
(ZF $£418) (—FriZ%E L1 LCF)
Fig.7 Meta-logic and object logics of Isabelle
7 Isabelle JLiBH I H bri& 4
Isabelle/HOL /& 4 i {3 Fl 5 % (1) — A~ B AR 24, 7E ] 7 b DL AR IR, E ZE 1 Nipkow T 2002 4R 58 il
MR W 5 1% H bRiB 1R 0] LAELAR 9 s B N gm R AN B 4R (0 45 & B P R ZE B 4w 208 5 25T Haskell.
HMH Locales, £ Isabelle/HOL v aJ DAZRA b il 5 Vi 1) B AR HeHs 45 K A1 5535 132 20 SRS IO L2 AP Tsabelle/
HOL #8155 78 53 FI FH 22 A% Kb B0 28 33E 47 HEAT1E U219 Tsabelle/HOL 75 4R 76 AN W i ik 1 52 36 v, 4 7 1) e o AROAS S
Isabelle 2019.7F 2 KL AWM BU% . Gl B 5 A1 R G050 E 55 A 2 AU 1 1E 1 M v 4 m] LLZE Isabelle/HOL
P BEAT 138 I 15 B 0 IE.
222 HOL #7%l
Gordon 78I K25 A AR F WA T T & T HOL.JGE 1 3 WRA 1 250tk 58 3% 2 J5 , 24 il 550 i A N
HOL4.HOL 745 H 7 35 MUAE B B o, X B8 45 Fk 9 HOL %41, 40 E 8 iz~ HoF ,HOL4. HOL Light. HOL Zero
(http://proof-technologies.com/holzero/index.html) L & ProofPower(http://www.lemma-one.com/ProofPower/
index/)FLISRTETF R AN 3 b e AT 2 45 L /) R B 38 48 HOL light F7E Intel 2 7] LAEH) Harrison T 1994 £
et BARIA T AR IR ) Zh AL, HOL 2R 41 ] DAREAT S AR 5 e, JF S e R AR DA S IR R G . Ak o0 #
AV 2 e AT

HOLS8S
HOL90 ProofPower
l HOL light
HOL98 HOL Zero

HOL 4

Fig.8 Evolvement of HOL family
K8 HOL &%

223 Coq fil Nuprl

1984 £ EERE LS HMLHF 5T INRIA 1 Huet 1 Coquand R € SE I #4) i& ¥ 5 (calculus of
constructions, i #} CoC), ¥ 4fi Wit A /& — AN IE Bk 25 4%, B 4535 R 40 1 LCF J7vE B 3 ug 7 10, S 8N R4 mT DL N
Automath [¥] Martin-Lof #1&E 28BS ¥ 8,25 6 T KB BRI £ 735. 2 J5 ,Mohring SEBL T #84 Auto HIIE 48 &R
g QR Coq ULk FH B F 1L A4E .Mohring 1 Coquand T 1988 S FF 4G B 11 I3 44 44 i i 5 (calculus of inductive
constructions, ##F CIC).Z J&,Coq &1 | RE M E W iHFISLIL, 4 7T,Coq MFRERAZE 8.8.0. —MHNY &2
Coq [ BATF 46 SRR [F) 46 2 R B i
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Nuprl A& FE 45 /R K22 K] PRL(proof/program refinement logic)#ff 7T 41 A f¥) Constable 25 A\ T 1986 &= JF & FIILE
B BhF, SE L2 Martin-Lof #4118 28818 PRL HIA— BB T K& T 1848 1 gm 2 T B A SEILAL) G F X
HIEC T B FRE MAS & Nuprl 5.2003 47, Hickey 55 A\ LAZARHEZL (Y BARE WSt 7 Nuprl,# N MetaPRL
(http://metaprl.org).

Coq 5 Nuprl # 2  F 7 LCF J7v% H LASE R SR 52 v (1 4F BH B 371X S 0E B B = 55 T JE 7 e i) R B i,
RIPAR  2A B0 4 R R i A R 2 B | I B B T SR AR 2R Bk ) AT R T 3R 7 18 8 B, SR R IE B 8 I R
RLRTRG B AT T K ZHEE AT 5.

2.2.4 ACL2 #1 PVS

ACL2 4T Boyer fll Moore T 1973 £EJF & 4044 Lisp 72 BAE B TR, 1% T B @k 1 H493E B B HLIRAL 1)
LA 1.3.1 T FTiR. 2 J5,Boyer £l Moore 4% 4L %} Fodt 47 5¢ .20 42 80 F AL, Kaufmann M1 T JF & HIBA.
23t 2 F R 900 Boyer F1 Moore & T S28L T ARATTAE 1973 FE %1+ H 3h @ BAE I T H 0 H #5:ACL2(a
computational logic for applicative common Lisp)iA= " He R4z iz ) 7 et 2 W4k Lisp & BEAE#] T
H oo Tk el A i B, F 2005 4 F] Centaur 2 8] I FF K AE .8 78 4 F H 2 4% A0 B 4% 19 Th
2,ACL2 Fl Isabelle/HOL — AL FE 1 4T E W 1 i B %) 24 7, ACL2 [ % s il A 2 8.0.

PVS 52 Prototype Verification System [{If&i#K,FH SRT A& T 1992 S H- 4B & . PVS A1 ACL2 —FEE A K
1) B AR BE 77, (H 2 PVS 3 IS A aniik B B F B B A Ry A8 8 42t TR Lisp ISt 52
HEAT — B M58 H.PVS & MBI = & 8 (B NG Coq A Nuprl AR FE 7 A2 il 37 BT Aar 25 1 IIE B R PVS 24
AT A2 5E iUA 2 6.0.

3 MU E R IERA B A AR 43 4

MEE— B HAE B TR 24, %04 60 2 4 1 RF S0 70 UL 1 BEAE B 18 s2 b v f A =28 7 B i i F 70
B UL B . iR 280 . BRAE RGN IOAE . LTI RS J LA B B AT ORI 9T 48 Sk 3 i B
HA5H 1) S FH SR
3.1 HEEEAIERR

B B B UL SR AR R B AR T AR 1) R SE AR R A R T ek T 1959 E RS T — ANt
SNURE 5200 T A A4 5 R A1 1A 38 48, 72 4R S AT PYAIE B T Russell Al Whitehead FT 3 B2 R B A )L
B 4% 52 B SR AR BCE AU AL (0 B AR AT X LA 2 BRI L3R B, R SCRAE 1977 4RE4R HY 7 <5 J7 V67 A E i H i A
P 18] B AR B 2R 3%, M P 1o L AT ) R4 QA 708 3o 22 390 o A 31 e vk AT 36 R 1 0L 3 B 5 v BB FT AR T
S8 R, XTI A b DL E SIS FE AT S B, 3K Bl VAR — 0 T B — 280 JL AT A F 1996 4E g B R BK R
e NS T 2 8 4 0 R A8V A AR R S S LA IE B RO LS. 1999 4 4 i R BRI NG — 20 4
7 W7 2 AR B R i (semi-algebraic-system) SE i ) 31 #0444 DISCOVERER!*® DISCOVEREER Hj C 4E i %
Maple T. B4, 7E AZN KRS RECERE ARG SLM K08 E ARG R

Y2 B FATE 52 7 A8 B AIE B B 51 0F B £ 2% 52 # .van BILS 1§ F§ Automath & 24k 7 H1 Landau A7 3 1)
B R o i s U0 B AR Wi BT SRR N I BEE S Trybulee TR T Mizart "% Mizar JE CL48 N 24 /i
Fpe KRR AN B6IE 1D B2 AR bk o T 20 B 2 Rk 22 b T T 36 90F H (9. Hurd {1 /5 HOL TR U6 T 2R 12,
I54F T Miller-Rabin A8 Z MR Holzl £ FH Isabelle/HOL FE Ak T & /R 7T Je i1,

2 FIBET LA EAT IR RIHLAIE U AR 1 B b T O AR RN D € 5 B RSIE I PN B
iRk ST B4 Hales T 1998 fE45 H 1 K& 300 £ 01 i) FF 848 A5 B, 3 H LA 40 000 17 IR A0S, & 0 K ik
ASERIPEE 2 S5, R HARTE RO A 7T 5 1 46 48, T 52 Hales JH 3 7 —ANEEE 30 B Flyspeck, Z AN 78 /N LA AR R
[1740F BH Bh 3% [F) 58 BGIE B :HOL Ligth #2 (i BR [Q LA 5 R1H;Coq FH T AR 2 M I AN AH S5 5010F, 2 )5 SO A8
Isabelle/HOL 5 il i% % iiE ;Isabelle/HOL F - B 25 Al £ 4 4w £ Flyspeck 3 H 3545 7 B Th, i & 7 fRifL T Hales
(RIAIE B, 8 2 32 A A 1k 56 R B K P T 3R A AIE 3140 D 2 s B 0 ML 2 AIE B th Al 45 & L. Appel A1 Haken T
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1976 458 B 1 14 €5 R AE IS A AT A6 ) — AN T SEAURE P AL 2L 173 2 000 AN S48, 4 i by B 7 AR BRAR 4 AUAE
Robertson 5 AT 1996 #EAT 1 LA A2 1E J& 17 7T B ~F S8 (EL2 BB 5 SR A7 72 X P ANIE AR AT 1 i SEHLACAD,
X LA A TN LV E [ R 77,50 SO &I L KL &5 5  Gonthier £ H] Coq HEW] 7 Y ¢ #EI) I 5k
61 7 S A SVEAE Coq HBEAT T BRI,

Table 2 Lists of some representative mathematical theorems which are machined checked

2 LR AAERE PSS I K e e B AR

IE B B 1) (4F) 1 FH /)3 BA Bh F TIE A B e 2
2005 Isabelle/HOL J5i $E B (prime theorem)
2009 HOL light i 1
2000~2005 Coq P ¢4 5 B (the four color theorem)
2008 Coq 7T B & B (Feit_ Thompson)
2014 Isabelle/HOL, Coq, HOL Light JF 3% 855 4 (Kepler conjecture)

0 AU AL IE BH B8 9 7 B BE 10, D500 1k, 9 R B % IE W0 Lakatos ¥8 H (1 305 A8 & B A &
3 5 SCHR o AT IR b T 2k 560 0 B A 9K B R R 2 MR [ B FAT A G kA, 2 S R IE
B 1 R O 0 56 I 0 T B A B s R B SR I SR O WU A I B R AR R A R SR T A
Isabelle [ FFK# Paulson IEFESIH KB THERH AL, L A0, Ab IE LR — MR # R B OTH
Alexandrial""? & DA Tsabelle/HOL SAF:filh, H 52 15 5 — N 56 T K 22 KT 50 % 24k B e A it 2~
S NTEECETE A A B AR T B S 7 1 A AR AT 17E HOL-light g 5 T JLAT AR R G T S0 AL R B,
FE S JUARTAR 02 18] v 4 W d 3 1) R Ak T — i 2. 3 280 1 XAk B 5 i g 920121,
3.2 YRIFFTIIE

WmFEREHEEIESME R R R BT 6 LieiTRSE M EE RG R 400, 40K 2 5 3
HAHA LI T AT E, BARAE R AN AT C & 3EAT 1 K E M AT AEE VR 22 18] 8L T SCAL I8 E 4w 13 25 1 7 B8
EHHE A S ROE T e B U AR T 46 FE A2 3R K FHIE B 4 13 2% 1E 000 10 R 1k, DA B A W R R ) v e
BT R TR SO G B ol FR B A MR X U T & L I & AR 2 B S BRI B F 1Y
N G B s B0 AIE AR B Y T R B T R X B A S AT LAy S BT Y 2 3 A (verified compiler) Al U6 1IE 4
P 2% (verifying compiler)”! 22 36 3IF f) 4 1 2% A2 B A5 — AN IR VE 15 20 50 E 50 G 1% 5%, 170 560 10 2 P % F A SR IR A
— ™ G R 25 T 2 56 UE 9 5 5 11 B AR AR 7 AR T U50R2 17 1% TE A 12, DR] LG 38 4IF %) & — R 9 B (compilation) /& 75 1E
Wl Ao AT S N RN S T AT AS B R A 3 38R R0 T vk, 9 7 S B A B IR SO T /& 1A B U L TR R T3
IR 5 A, LA 4 AT 28 425 A BOIE 7123 0 33 19 ol 6 AE 7 2K 0 SR A 4 3 A FE B ) L A A T 4 2 S AR £
IEH 30
32,1 gaiEas A5 HIEH VL AE

FE G010 Y 235 1 B 1E 0 14 B0 I 1 U7 2 R B [ 52 B #r(Morris F. L), W1 &1 9 Frow: 58 SCIRIE 5 A E AR S 5 1)
15 S0 IS S B H FRE S B9 1%, M 1E 4 [F] (homomorphism) 5 BR, % J& 5% F VA 456 58 3k AT 4 AU 24) 28
SEBR R RS S A E bR S BIE SCE U RORZ R T BRAE TR EGE R ARG I BB E IS 2 A B e
R RE 58 A — AN B B B Y 348 M5 S R 58 BRIV IF B

. i
WES »  HiRiEF
rgx TIE IS5 F] Y
it 5 it 5
PRIEF IR X > HIRiEFIE X

Fig.9 Semantics homomorphism diagram
9 EXEFRE

PR R = 3 SO AR R EAL, R 3 %% T 3R oy B AR i3 B2 0 7 (10 4 PF 4 8 BF I 80 1R 3k 1Y
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Table 3 Lists of achievements of verified compiler
3 WIES E S IEFME LRI UERT 5T R 51 R
IS RARE BT FiES HisHLE GBS

1972 Stanford LCF % Algol ] B ML AT G
1979 Edinburgh LCF SAL AR ER AL
1981 Stanford Verifier 2% Pascal 2 B6700 FHL
1989 Boyer-Moore Micro-Gypsy FM8502 [ 4
1991 HOL Vista i 4 Viper Zb# 2}
1998 PVS Tosca Aida

1998 Isabelle/HOL Java T4 Java FEHLHL
2005 Coq C T4 PowerPC L%
1997 OBJ3 Occam T4 Transputer Hl 5%

Ui 1 % A ML RS 96 E B T 2R Ak %o ) A 2 36 1 R )38 .20 T2 80 AR AR, P AN B 5 K B 1) 23 1% 2% B8 IE 43 91 436
Stanford Verifier fl Boyer-Moore 5& B ilE B T 2 5¢ il 77 # Y815 5 234U Pascal, H AR AL 2% 254U B6700,51E 5 A1 H
FRAL S48 2 1 F8 FR1E X 2 18] i 25 R P 3R 7R W8T 5 (assertions) il & 1% 26 W 5 5 ¥ N 36 4F 4614, B i Stanford
Verifier JEA7TUE WA 5 % (U515 5 /2 24 Pascal 1 5 (1) Micro-Gypsy, H #5185 5 & W I wiE & Piton, 15 SR
FAERAE 17 SR AT 58 A8 P 45 K04k VA 44 58 1AIE B3 128 Moore #E— 25 58 5 T M Piton Y415 5 B A AE 24 L M2
(RTL) ¥ IF fffy 14 36 1E 1270,

2| 20 22 90 FFEAR, TE £ BIE B B F 45 & H Sk f8 A HOL,Curzon 2 T 48 #8115 SGIERH T — /N5 /40 1T 4w
85 Vista 2 HAR Viper fiib #E%% 104 21 R RS T8 FR1E S, Calvert {3 ] PVS, %} Stepney #5 H il — 23]
ZFEAT T I % R IS F Tosca A& —AN/IMEIEA IR AOE 5, B AR IE 5 R B ML %15 5.

F| 20 tHLRA 21 tHLH],0F B B T 20 pe 8 B A A A A ER AR SORD B AR 1R SCI H B, 3 8 Oy S B g 72
B S R NIEAE T R &4 R AAREMHATHE ZMEH Coq M C 42 CompCert, A 2% 18 F
Isabelle/HOL ] Java 4w 1% %% Jinja Fl JinjaThread, ¥ [ 43 7l F DA [#) i&.

(1) C % 325 CompCert

46T 2005 4, Leroy 55 A F Coq i€ XL T C 1l 5 T4 (Clight) R B #RAE1E 20 2 8 B AR e, 58 il T A
Clight F| PowerPC VL 4sf5 FI 58, a0 & 10 Frzr.CompCert X 27 M4k k4T T I8 AL, T 3040 77 55 25 B IR A 1015
SCFEIGAE T 3T SSA B4 R E 11 % (global value numbering, & #% GVN)& 2.

HI4G EH

C minor

i 1l
FlilE|

ERR VRS

PR E W AE A TS

LA
i (spilling),
Fi In#&X (reloading) AL AL 1
WG AT REAH R

Linear ARAUA RS PowerPC PPC
ARG A B

Fig.10 Compilation passes and intermediate languages of CompCert
B 10 CompCert % i 4 B A1+ [AE &
PR B UE R T O A SE HEAT B, CompCert 855 1 4 13 5 ARRD B8 UE, 4 LA T AR B <2 19 45 75 9 1 5
e (14 [R) IRt A 2 4 P A0 9 0 T s 136 24 11 o 89 9, 11 W B0 3 U S 10 1 SO () B A I W T 8GR B S5 SR 1)
K3 8 v 25 00 UE R S AR T TR A A VR T, O DAV A A SRR s AR R 4 SR o e S 0 I AR Y
— AT IR [ P AR SR g PR T SR Coq SEBIL T — A A5 4 B 4% L2C,L2C H5 [7 22 B4t 76 & Lustre

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



T FAURACE AR AR ik 0

nPER] T Clight AT L2C AIAZ OB 20 IR K L it 5 SEEAT 1 i a0 131,

A 7AE CompCert2.0 37 2 | Beringer 25 \IEH T 75 3L 52 P9 7758 BB UL T (4 B A6 Jaroslav 5 A
b T —ANSCRIE N AF IR R BRI UE B T 46 PRIX 2890 R AR I IE R M) B AT, CompCert T B Zh A T
TR B SRIE A A A R C i 5 50 S 2

(2) Java %% % %% Jinja A1 JinjaThread

Java % BEA% R FC T ) o G4 A DA 2 PN 22 R L1 466 75936 11E B2 2 5 4% Niipkow #1 Oheimb %6 T 1998
SEAE ] Tsabelle/HOL X Java FHEHEAT 7K E X IFIEN T8 3R 2 441342002 4 Klein Xt Java LKL
(Java virtual machine, & FR JTVM)Z T I8 E 2% (19 IR PEBEAT T HLASBRAETSY) 2R X Se LAt 2 |,2006 4F Klein 1
Tobias & T 45 Java. JVM H FrbLa8 LR 2 P28 5545 A B4 — 5B UE B T Java Jm 33 JVM K SLHL B 1E 4
PEL3 g Java XA 19 00 18 5 g PR A IR UE B4 T R AP IO 70 36t Jinja JEAD SE98 J2 1 000 22 AN 2 A IE BE, BT A
& RN E HEE BB 457 BV, Common. Compiler. DFA. J. JVM iX 6 ANHLE SCAE S M) AT SCEE [RTHE 2 1
ZoLEw B 11 R (EERE R 4).

JVMlInstructions.thy
HEALH L B4
BVSpec.thy
T R AIE 28 E

| e s |

' BVSpecTypeSafe.thy

p | T SRR 7 4 '

TypeSafe.thy : ! ‘?‘FEQ”%(EE’Jﬁ:ﬁ:K%lE% :
FESEFN !

Sk ,:,} o " »jé [ ' BVNoTypeError.thy !

K2 AEI T 2E3 e g ] T £ £

: ' bR P AL S PR U

IR E ; BVExec.thy Hi

i ; | TRATIERR S | g

L ' ; FHA RS i

%fﬁfgﬁg E g;“;gl%r% o JVMExec.thy o

] ,: T X 5F IR .\\ 'l ERIHLIE AE X

Fig.11 Core theories of semantics homomorphism of Jinja (including type safety)

B 11 Jinja 15 A5 FRHES(RLAE R 22 4 % 0 B R

HILAE Jinja F:fili2 b Lochbihler Wit 7 — /MBS & L& AR (15 LHELE JinjaThread W& 12 7R, Java
{745 8 (Java memory model, [ FR IMM)MIE 5 18 47 I #/E 18 SCBCA TE — 31T 4 A1 LA IE B 7 34518 SCAN
IMM 128 %2 4=, DRF(data race free)fRilE, 73 BT 1 {858 25 HY B 1A A48, 4 G 1R 4% IO IE A MESIE Y RE 31 T 32
FRLRFE, B RAF AR 8L 6 R RV R %5 AL Jinja A EEREWEFC T Java S THEH P E Android
Dalvik H LML 75 5 A L% 56 1R 40 78 AT T R XAk b B 37 ) Dalvik VM B8 SCAEJCHAR T TVMLH T %F
FEAR LK Dalvik B E T AR ZEMIE) Java MU, R EMYE IR 75 B80T I M 3E FIE BT 1) e 3,
X & 0 32 B fE Common. Compiler £ BV H,

B 1A SR TE SRR R BT kA i g E S IR 3 Ah — AT R R A0 B 1.5 7T IR e eay i B IR AR
H) 7 1 8 SURE 3 B 4 R0 00 AT 5 R 4 I o T o 3 20 SRS 31 T AT 1) B AR TR 5 R S R T 2 g B 4
AT R, B0 1) AT 5 P RAIE S 3 1 IR A .20 20 90 AT IR IR NI H ProCos(provably correct systems)
KR T KA iR ProCos T H B 7E B 3 BT AT I R B B IR IE Bk, 9 LA B 2O A7 R B ) 24 3R 4% A
7, Buth 1 Buth 28 AFF5T T Occam M5 T £ 4% % 3] Transputer HLA%15E 5 B 1E# PE I AEN S A A0 Tan 28 N
W5 T 4% Occam T 44 13 23E & H T34 T 4 2 11 B4 %1 (field-programmable gate array, [ B8 FPGA)AE 4 76 X
(normal form)!"**L gk b A ProCos I H f— & 43, & S A2 $ T B3 A6 UF 52 I 2R 45 1) B B8 B (duration
calculus)!"**, i THHF 72 35 15 6] B [7) 47 0 28 R 400, 333E — 25 tof Bk B3 8 5 0 T 30 5 ek RS T 300 s R 3k A7 1 A 74
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FENURRAL Sk W8I 785 T A 1 AR K i R

B Y
7 Java P {745 7Y o
6 | BT B (traces) 8 & (52 2 S ) §§
5 N B T U2 AT
4 SR B 5 R A h
. W AR ]
3 i S ghE >$§ﬁ
FiEA iR AT X
2 VN i R-N
| SR AA (S B J

Fig.12 Semantics stack of JinjaThreads with IMM
12 A NAEEAEYE) JinjaThreads 15 Ak

£ ProCos 1 H WF 5% K9 K FF 85 T ,Sampaio {8 ] Wi 5 term rewriting % 4t OBJ3! 8] &%) 4 13 28 36 4F A 4K 3L
J7 AT T R O ) TAE @ ST AR Back7 A Morris! Y £ Ail 2 I Sampaio R ABFFE T ¥ 2 77k gE
AR FE A AT 48 82 V0 2 (reduction) ) B AR GRS, g PR 9 — Fh AR 7 SRk, 2 A2 77 VG X i3 29, 3 4 B — R FIE
S [R] 0  , TE U [R] R RO M A R IO HE T 98 2 (ordering relation); A3 35 AREE S #E 3632 ) FH SRAIE 1
VA 2y 5 BRE I 1 A 2 5E AT AR D9 35 5 AT G AT 55, B 2 M 58 B g B, 0 ORAIE T o 13 A 45 RS AR A
5 Sampaio (877 — 8, Duran 5 A4 5F 25100 Java IR [FIGT B8 5 1090 B as HEAT 7 IE M PE R a1 (B R A it
AT LA,

EORNERR EUF X P g B A% B B TR0 14 36 UE 7 vk B AR BURR PR A 45 T DASE F T B 5 TR IE AT R A
{ER IE 0 Sampaio T8 H RN REARAE T 46 06 5 1) — BAR KO U (1 — Bk A2 2 M Back A1 Wright [ 7Bk
A DASRAG — 28 5 7= AR M & A2 UE BH B F HOL  HrHEERAS 2 1, T B ORlE L — B 256 ok B AREUNE AP 5k
FE IR R 2 W 2 R R R FEIE S 4t B 5 IR0 PE D9 I0E 77 11, 7T ek LA A5 2048 20 AL A6 F BH.

9 P2 B B 1) QR B PR B0 IE 7 EEUER s SUIRTE S M B ARE 5 B 20E B 0E LW 46 T 20 40 60 4R
ARG L. F/ARIE . A BRAE UL SAREOE SO % 1 i85 18 SR DL R 32 48, Bl i B iR N BT 17 3% DY K
TR B 308 SCUA B 2 S AR B U S op 305 38 SCIR A 18 O 2 3 T 3 ML A B 8 S 2 5 7E 20
28 70 EARLL D F AR ARIE XM B FRIE AE 20 122 80 EARH] Ak A5 F 2 F M ) A4 B AE 38 . H AT th I e i
T2 02 58 LR FRIE S 8 BT B 715, 5 44 I8 5 R PR DL R — Sl g B A B0 0 3 DLAS B Rl0E 15 204
SEUE B . AR 4 VR4 1 B 1) TE A 1 B IE B A v vT S (R 1 SU0E S TR HE R A4S B 0 O R AR K
322 Y AAD A IE A VSRR

T VRS B B B UE 1) PR A, — LU A R T R 4 1R S AR R ARRS AT B8 UE . — AN B S 7 R AR 2
5 HIE B 9 A0RY (proof-carrying  code, fAFKk PCO)! S 36 1E IR FE N & 13 F7.C AR /748 Compiler T H 1% A
16 1f) DEC Alpha V4R F2 5, R0 A2 5 R AN BF 2505 B 1 28 B B9 DL B 3R 7R 18 30 A28 S AR S 3 i, 1 L 1 Dy
Certifier 1T H A% N\ Certifier B35 3 T R 40, 70 72 AL & 14 4E 23 (VCGen). ik B BI T (prover) FIHIE B 6 25
& (proof checker).VCGen 1§ Fi RS E ANACHD VE MR, A ok BUAE AR R 22 42 J 1 1918 ) A 20 Bk D 22 4 i el
Prover -4 %2 4 18 1 3E AT U BA, Tt SR R 2y, D) i o4 ot 82 R E B, 75 U0, 45 H S 48] ARV S A2 1 S Y R 44 (1098 7E
MR E G, 2 A1 1A AR B #E % N, B Proof Checker T B iff— P 5.

XA HAIE B 1 4 1% 2% 7 BLRAIE T VCGen #1 Proof Checker F IEH T, 76 5 5 4% 1 4 13 23 F1IE BH BL T
PR T AR 2 5 N B M & 4 e B0 it 1, Wi S5 B 1 B & AR TRAR 7 B4 7y S B VE iR 1 x86 H hrARAY
FIVIE G 15 38, e 05 A 30 S 7 3R 08 U BR S A Ak g 115,
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ﬂﬁ D gmm s KRR R

--------------------------------------------------------------------
— iR A5

(5 e 50

”
55
=
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Fig.13 Framework of certifying compiler

13 Egm P4 IR
AN B T R 2 Pnueli 258 AR HY T #1331\ (translation validation)! 581 JF #4014 14 Fos. U5

H bR FE e IE A SE 0 7 VR FE 7, U A2 JAIE BH, 33845 Proof Checker fE#E— 5 E ARG 2,75 M, 25 H I 1, 3% 7 H st
FRIF AT NS TRFR AT A [ AR R G 13 35 A 1. 0 P 1 1 S B0 B E 2 T/ 204k — Fl SR RS 26 & (refinement
relation). Ay | FRIEIX MK R, Pnueli 5 N1 7 —NBREE IS KR AR /77, L BE R R B ARTR 7 (138 CHESL FR A [F]
3525 iT & Si(synchronous transition system, i #X STS),J5FE 7 H bxFEF & STS PAEAL FEIX A4 —HELE R 5
TSRO W S ) FEARL B B Ak A SRR I B (clocked refinement mapping), VT 4431E B Y5 FE A0 H AR FE 7 AT W 82 4T
N2 (AT X AL S (containment). 3 — 25 1, 8 T H shAb AL BEEEAN 3 72 Pnueli 55 AR T Lamport 28 A\ X i /732
B HEAT R SRR 00 REARL e SRORS WS 3R IR R M A A 45 32 BRI B o) e %l o v SR HERS DR T SE I S ) B
A, XA B 3 T AR CVT(code validation tool).

P -
: B P mirmmk E TR
Hiplf |— ™ [ LS 2

Fig.14 Framework of translation validation

K14 FEFERAREE

Pnueli %511 7 20155 Signal #| H AR C 5 5 MBI RERIL. BAR STS 2 k% il H I, R4 IE# Se B e SO

R SRORS 7T B B3 & 2 57 Signal [F25 185 5 2 C 18] {1 IE S BLOC 28 B PR DA ) R AELR 6 T A5400 0, T AN 2 7™

ECEPHE IS HR. 5 PCC MILE, Pnueli $2 H 115 % _E A 2E T BN UE W] A GRIE T 3RAE K 2 4 B

A, MAE PCC o, I VIR Y AR DG BR #0 20 7 T T 58 R A B AR, B i DA 1) 228 A S8 AR DUAS [5] 1y SEBILRIIE B 77 5K,
BT HERGEMA I seL4 FITEFEF 2] ARM HLASAD ) 4 3 36 10F 382 1 ok X b 45 it it

3.3 BIFRZMAKIIE

2014 55— NI I ERAE RGN L seld JFEAAN, IX R — DM RFSE T 29 20 ST K HI0ETE R seL4 15y
L4 A R G0 E SR I 55 = A0 T8 QA B IE AT T8 76 BT - 9 38 22 4 R OG B PEAT: 55 (R 35 AF R AR AR PP,
PP T AR e E A RGNS A HERRNEAE . I AE. P, SRS B RS
NS 73 22 2 3R AE R G WAL IR AL e A2 R AL 7 31 ARM AL B4 A BB T8 00, T 1T 20 31 3 LA 3

(1) LA BIE RGN IR

TRE b B AR R GETT RN 5 S8 R ARG J2 401t A, 3 3o A 0 B 1 A e 42 e T 7R KA 5 i A S
B S SRR R [ T R BT AT i, 06 TR (4 R B T B se L4 BT BACRER T — M h 5k a T A R
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X mFEE T Haskell 475 1T AT HLTE. seld B 11 F2 an 6] 15 P,

|
| |
| |
I | Haskell J5i % s R |
. drite |
| N |

N N |
| ﬂ & MBME |
| |
! - !
| |
|

Fig.15 sel4 design process
15 seL4 #ilidfe

FEX A BT, E R RA MR R AN LSEI AT RAT I Haskell 85,y Haskell J& % (Haskell
prototype). — 77 [, iZ% A HE AT DA o fif 0 A 400 2% S o b RS B O EOA EE AR, R s ST
Isabelle/HOL ', A A $14T FIVE (executable specification).$il % Ml Vi (abstract specification) i€ 3 T il W% R 4t %
TERAE B T RE A& AT 4, I8 I #: N\ TE Isabelle/HOL H [ Hoare 32 48 % Ho1E A PR EAT BRI K 2 B B0 & R
BAARALZ AR BRAENL, BIREMAER, FEA AT RN 5 v AT G 2 (8] Kk
RS T R (M R) 5182 (R AR) Z RN B2 6 Rl GOVE I BT Hoare 248 J& 14X T FT AT RV R
2 57 [ Haskell JEA . AT PAT BUVE DL K RALTE X 3 DB 2 M B8 B AWHER, &8 3 & %
(convergence), 5 B —> 22 4= ) Haskell 4 N % AXA5.

H 4R Haskell J5E R AT HAT IR (B2 B30 @ tE R M F5 SR T 2 seL4 HIBMER C iR 1ES FLE
TSI T X AR, DL S VR B 2 AR A, 1T O T RE I C S2 B (high performance C implementation). [K] b, 9 2 25
AL PERE I C RIS AT PAT B Y0 2 18] R SR 58 2R UE B B AR 2 7= AR AT ST RLVE TR 2 (AT 4.

seL4 HIPAT- 2009 458 % 1 IX A RAE RGN IEAR )T W IEMR IR IR A ZE8E . 8. TIREHEM . &
I R F 5 DR WA A8 = B R R AR T 8 — A m R R 2 2 R R M  C IRART.

(2) TR RZIRFE ) ARM HL2AD (B A A

CARTE T ZENBRERG A ETERE C TERRT 3N RA AR o 0 10) B2 Qo] PRAE 108 A2 7 9 35 5 1
TRERARHS 1) % 4 seL4 BFIBAWI UG5 FEAE I AE Coq HHIRIE R C 4 i #% CompCert #EAT 4 13, (H 2 LR A K FLAR:
Coq Xf C & S il KRB ANH T Isabelle/HOL, i i AIX L AN R FE AR 25 5y ——Coq HIJEKJZ 12 5 Isabelle/HOL
TR B A2 HE A M. K I seL4 FIBASK A T Pnueli $& t 0958 3R A 10 288 AR D JRFE 7 A B b e Jp i
o e — 7% 2, BRIV i 42 o L ) A S o B9 R, LT B B4R R ATL R R bR HE R R ESN € 1BS . CPU

B LI SMT (A7 [ B 2 i (bit-vector theory) T 447, IXAE & & FI AT SMT 3K fift &% HEAT 43 Hr b ERATAIE B Ax
A.sel4 [ E1 RER R EL U1 B 16 s, 2 2 3 /MIE W & 4t Isabelle/ HOL  HOL4 A1 seL4 I BAJT A& [ 2 T SMT
MIE R T H.

K 16 ML K EtEeE C HREFAE AN FIH Norrish JF AR C parser L E ¥ A AH N E X (C
semantics).C parser L E /& — Nl FH #AF 15 CHESE 78 5 T Hoare & 4 DA I8 AE 26 AF A2 i 2%, B AT RO W] 5
PEFIAE R 56 & PE12 2] 7 IE B .32 F 3K,C Semantics #£ Isabelle/HOL P33t — 25454 it Adjusted C Semantics, %R f5
AN R TR SCHE I % 5 9 55 A 1 BRI B A2 /Y C Graph Program, B Ja % 4 9 58 20 — i3t il Y =X 1)
Compiled C Graph Program.7E ] 16 B4 11,4 gee 4142 B ARM HLARTEBAE %N, 2 I8 i I K F K B &
A5 ARM ISA #y, 3815 DL HOL 4 52 S ARM ik 1% L (ARM binary semantics).iZ & SCAEH ¥R
K,UABUA 5 T 78 58 BAIE B B F R g AT RIUBRHE 57 10 28 B aCUHE . T 2SR Myreen S AFF KB A S TR
decompiler, M\ — 33 1] A A i B 3R T 3k ) AR B 58 AT O B BB B0, R A (decompiled  functions); [F] B,
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decompiler Z: Jf &I ARM ISA B, UE B 1 4 5020 (1 B A 2R B0 2 #E 0 1. i T Isabelle/HOL #1 HOL 4 HIJK 2
B4 JLF A, 1X 4 Decompiled Functions 7] PA % 5 i 5 N\ F| Isabelle/HOL 7,/ A Decompiled Functions 2.5%
J& 6t AN TR B 4 D BE D 1T B (0 s o S B AR P B Decompiled Graph Program. i J, BESR C JHAR 7 F14m
B J5 AR 7 48 LA il BIAR P R 7R, I B EAITE F ol 72 b 4 R mT Re 43, I & A B P SRR 96 &R mT RLAdE A
HF SMT [FEH] T2 28,40 23 5% SONOLAR 3471 B 4 13 i 19— 32 il AL P ff A2 VA 1) SR A

CERF TRt IR

: RS H decompiler
i B EH o TH

waen | (e | 4w
ciy | (ko | IEEL Hoa |

o) |
Eﬁﬁ{;///

Fig.16 Artifacts of correctness proof of the sel4 translation validation

K16 seL4 FORHPEAA A B IEA 1 UE B

TETERRERAMANZL seLd MECENHLE T JIAREMN T Kb g & AR TEANE
/N 1 H FHHL(little bird helicopter)Ii H .

P B 5 A5 N AE R 2R B 9 A% 56 U 7 T AR T B AR B i (k7 s R LT AT - Cog, BT X
o G RS EERF AR LIRS B T — AN 2B B RIEREZE B35 E RGN A% APT SEHLR IE f M ft
59 Hoh S HTE AT R TR HE (contextual refinement), 3 5 Sy B 78 i N ERAE R G5 uC/OS-1T S SRR (1) 56
UE .
3.4 ERIRITIIE

BT KRR A HL 3% 1Y) v B R A DA R AN IRV 22 22 A AR A3 PR 2 Y BB A2 152 - 360 1A 32 73 70k i ik o T2 A
LLAR AR T 5 R o AR o8 2 T 34T B Sh I8 IE, 78 Dolk 15 2 T ¥ £ i Th A A4 36 IR A% 4 1SR A AR
F AR AN, 2R S Tl S — B A AR 5 e B IR BH B R BE e B DN AT R A A R B T IR A A

FLHA T % 5 91F 1 Moore FI Lynch 28 A\ 58 T AMD K5 1 Ab BE 28 15 25 /0N B0 B 02 6 TE A P B 18 4l P
{1 2 1 3h 52 FRAIE B T2 ACL2.2 J Russinoff Xf AMD K7 HJ¥F 53 BRI 5 HILBEAT 1 %iF L ACL2 &
WA T B 454,72 B T 80 F R 1 56 4F : Sammane I Schmaltz 28 A\ 45 & 75 5 40 3 R, ¥ it T TheoSim,
Sof B b R 4R AR B S5 M HEAT T 40 BE DO Hunt ¥t T EMOD 8- $iR 15 5k ATE ACL2 38 48 o o Jal i v Bl
(VIA Nano™ kb8 28 (3031 3E4T 7 36 1EUS";Sawada A1 Sandon %8 N4t 45 & ACL2 5 IBM A SixthSense
PR 75 28 HEAT T 0 SV R S B R M 45 & P15 e B T 5 B AR T % (0 45 & S B WA T (4 A
0 UE K RSB g HHL I B PR A e A 7 R AR B G .

Gordon FFA1 748 FH w1 i 38 %8 3k 47 A8 4 15 vF 56 4IF ¥ 5597 . Harrison F1 Kaivola {3 F§ HOL light % Intel b8 4%
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S NECREAT T SN 1) Harrison Al O’Leary 25 A —H 5 Intel 24 7 & /E, N34 F HOL light 317 B
e IR I B 1 36 AE A E e 051990 Tverdyshev %5 AOKF Isabelle/HOL 177 4% B B 4% i) B G O A4 T & (10 56
WE7) Deng f# I PV'S 5 BELUE I 2R G0t 937 o] i B2 1T FE 5 (FPGA) 115 11 2E4T T %6 E! . Berg A1 Jacobi X VAMP
Kb FR 2 T T S S G HEAT T 3R ) Braibant S AfEH Coq JFR T — NG B, FH T 5 4 PRI 1 S MR 56
HEN7) Shiraz A1 Hasan %5 A Fl HOL 4 tBFF & T — AN AT 124 56 1) 388 i 2 i et 71,

5 s 122 B2 #UIE B A b, B 3l FEIE B s DL AR EE K B R B 1T B SR E 1) L IX R B TR A A
V8] 705 AR T, TH B B R R I I B T v R ) W s 2 R e IR I AR R E R R EA A
NS P B A% A L 2R 4 ) WU R 5, SRR R 18 8 B UE B B T 3P PR A R ) T v o ERAIE B AE Tk SR
A8, T RRAT] 7 S e B 58 5 T P ) TR 0 ) A ST N A BT AT 2R I R T B BRAE 7 — B R
JEE b R 08 a5 T A DR K A

4 EERE

HUBRAY & FEAIE B2 T2 60 247 Fasb [ A4k B AF 78 880 30 IE (1) C HRAK 4R P-4 CompCert LA K3 1E &
SN A% seld TE TV F 1 B B 70 43 6 B — N R S HL AT AT ¥ A RT3 1R 308 1 2R S i 77 =X [l 2
51 A3 1 1) R, 3K 2 g 9 B AR AT A 2
AL, X S R A AR R R 2 A 5 BEATR BT F K R BEFERATHIR R B4
f:20 tHag b e RO A 0 S B e (R I R R G R R A8 A 2GE I R A HERLRE 1R B T RGN
TRNIARZR 20 T 40 R 2= i HUBR AL s BEE BB AR AE VT SEAL A0 b S B T 0 0 8 1) 7 A A 3 R 4R T N
S84 AN AT LL UL A AG: 7 0IE B (¥ B 0 R I 2 A A 6 il T T 8 K (N B A R LR R AR LRI 77,
B 2 U 2E SR MU AL 2 FEE B AL A
1) Al EE e DL R R 2 A 1) 4 LT A R R D A, R T SAL S A Bl HL R R S A IE
B3 R ATL B I B £ AT S5 e N SR T AR B

2)  ATHRAT ML BR T AR A R (Y IE B 5 L, K 2 E B B T 0 S T BT I R 68 A AT AT AR 3R A R Y
T BB 3B AT I, A (validate) T 58 ST 20 T8 1 & i 1k

3)  hEpR AT ST R 0 N [RIIE B B T 2 A B S AR W 45 5,10 Tsabelle/HOL #1 HOL 4 DL
HOL light 2 [8] 2072 J5 b 3k 22 P8 4 7 8 52 00 70 A0k 330 7 HUBR A s BEAE WA B AR 8 T SRR S A

DAL b, A 3 AR O A T LA s BEE WK AN T el /D BN B S 4 RO 52, K T BN B A i
WU/ BE A 22 Gt 15 T T 00— 3509 B O T2 A T4 A e — e R 3 i) 50Tk A 368

(1) FERFEFF AU AL IE 3.

IR R BB — B2 LA P AR e 5, 10 AU AL AIE BA B BIF 5 R SR B D/ LR B RSB T A RS —
AN A2 E AR A K E T B PAMU 7 3RA5 [ B A 47 10 5 2 AR R — 2B % PAML N DAY 78, S8 8 T g b 3
T A LR M5 TR VPAMU 55 98 55 S NEEXT I3F B R 30 28 0T B U5 A7 ISR BB AR S T L 4 A
VR SR AR (BT . e IE . SRR AR ) PR U 90 (TE 2R 8 R AN 5 2% & 1) AN 7 28 N2 P (GBI 23 i RN O R 4%
1)) ) & Sk A 070,

HU T I N AE IR R R AT 0 2 4 il 1, VF 22 W 7 L 9 A7 AR R F L33 176781 Lochbihler K Java P77
PR R 15 384T 45 1 38 SUBG A 76 — A2 AT 20 W7 380 B 5 Oy o4 1 1t %0 16 3% 2% 47 M A 7E Isbaelle/HOL &
T AR (bisimulation) Al ZE B XU 4 (delay bisimulation), 3 58 il 1 A7 B (9 IE BE AN i, 1% 28 i 5 7R T2k N iR
[ B

(2) SCHFI R IOTH [ X B3 3 (1 G 13 2% 56 11F

BRI T — NIRRT . SRR R G4 E IR FR AT Java 408,102 3F 3A 5 R A S B A M — gk Al
T 1) TE BB 8 L A, I & DA R AT AT ik 0 02 75 3t — 0 A W R 5 36 1) 1] R

(3) FEINFR AL B B R T K&
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R LE VF 22 BON U I T B) T (B AR 58 3, 0485 45 S HRF SE 3R K 1 L ShiE W e U™, o8 05 8 AL i
MR P2 H 2 BN EE AR EE . 38 2 (A FE B B 2 A AL — S0 S F AN IEAE 8O0 T 42 e
R Trving 25 N B UCKE 8 VA 4 22 9 4% 32 P 380 22 B BAE B 1) J 0%, Loos 25 N IEZERF FU B & AL 3% 22 51 Rl E
FHEFE P HAR B HAR TH T HOL 4 [ iE 348 2% s ™Y,

(4) HUBAL 72 BEAIE B B T A0 AR 50 v (8 YR B 412 LU S DR X, 75 SR i R T V.

st ARSCAE AT R SR R 5 T A B AT RT3 2 1 A AR O R 00 H AT R R IR D T RS R AT S R
B2 45 (0 AR BIE b A7 A i 2 D T AL RS A5 SRR S R AR £ B S A48 SO AT A L
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