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Abstract With the popularity of multi-core, multi-thread and parallel execution, there is an increasing demand for for-
mal verification of parallel programs, The uncertainty of execution flows in parallel program verification makes it diffi-
cult to determine the relation between verification contents and targets, Verifying directly from the parallel programs
will lead to large-scale verification, To this end, we proposed a new verification method based on separation logic. On the
basis of the feature that the semantics of separation logic’s programming language are both interpretive and axiomatic,
our method transforms the property formulae to be verified into logical composition expression,and reforms and simpli-
fies them, Then separation logic’s axiom system is used to verify the expression and calculate the value of property for-

mulae with verified assertions. Case studies further illustrate that the proposed method is effective and can reduce verifi-
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cation scales.
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PEIFMI AT K3k while iBAI%EF, FEMESMMT

TR . {(fla<El}z *=E f(@
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TR MEE ., W MESIIRTTRXER:

Ope—0—p
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RGP EENERGEERNELSRIE, R R
GHERBEANRATE, ATFHEDH REESBREE
MUTRERIRE R . FERAE A A A AW LU I3 3R AR X 44
IR, INEHE R AME, IR R A M R RAE
FINEE. thin, B p BadERE, TUARMRRFOp, Oos
OCp, Olp MERRFHRRELME BHEER.
3.2 BEFNTERMITERE

TR HATXRREB R TRAERBEETAE R LR
F. BEBHATXZBETUF EHRISRERERELNIE
A, AT — S BAER AR E SHITHXR. EEEZR
EXBFNEAHGTRS, UERRKRESREXREN. TER
AXRAREDEFTENE LIE 2 FiR.

I I e R g =
EE DRER #a Bk
B2 PUTRAREKFTHERR

THE R R;

RITHE . AN AR

BERME R

BRIE . Rk

LHE K MR T IR SR AR SR ER E K
BERER, FHNRTFRABF PN EIHRS. EX
/B B TR R B0 SR U B R RS A B A
HAKENEER SR REKEMXNEL ARFERF
ErEAERSHE, Kb L Ramet, RL RR @8

MRk H K7 iR W R AR R, SR E R RER
AUNER., ERAERBZAFERAEXR.

Bl WAFITRFFLF2 84 5 XBFEBF.
BARS SERPGRRENT

Fl. 1 L(s) F2,1 L(®

F1.2 x=4 F2.2 x=5

F1.3 y=5 F2.3 y=4

Fl. 4 if(1L(s)) F2.4 if(1L(s))
s=y—x s=y—X%

FL5 RL(s) F2.5 RL(s)

BRIFHWITRRE, A 3 P
M 3 RS HAR O z, v, s BB KRR Z [E1 Y
kR, WAR s, RERMEMBFEDE FL 4 F2. 4FL1A
F2.1 &xtH e #9547, FL. 5 1 F2. 5 & Xt HAF S5 A;
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EEBRRXRR L, s Sz, yBX,

B3 J1TEF F1 5 P2 3dTRRA

3.3 BAFVMAEINERSLY

BHFFIHARRE S RRESX PEREXNIENF
- X FHEERHRXT, — M HERNBESERMEN
—HMiBaAE. WEFFIEERNENERIBIEMTIA K
5RE, B4R ERSERB/DRIFHEE, B84
FIEH R

L{ (FL.ml(zD), ¥ F2. m2(x2) -+, { Fn. mn(zn))

Her, V| Fi mi(z) BRIBHFIL. EASNEANERF
Fi E— B4 Fi. mi, BRUFAZIAHESEER,
THEHEAEAFIIHERF OIS N 508 .
3.3.1 REREFEHORF

THEAPHEHERNBERNAEDNERR.

(OZERMFER

2 RABEMBHER x;

C:x RARERIRHFHE LR x5

L.z RRMNER = g

RL.x B-X 2R « f#8;

PGsem: D) RARE G B sem MILEER 2 #) P JFHIE;

Visem: DRFFERN sem HHEEER = 1 V FIE.

(2)IBE IR A FI M RR

F.m BAEFF W m &iB48);

F.m(DF BT F WE m RiBA BB = WIE;

V:F.m(z: 0 RAERF F NEm FBRFEER - B85
v,V ERE v SHEFERBZRPH = WEMAR;

W F.m(z: ) BAEF FUEn XFBEOFBEE B
FE v, W RBRE v SERFRRPH =z BEAHEF;

VFh.m ZRBRIFS), BB F Fk WF HBNLER

V Fh. m() RRIBH I, FFI A Fr IR BE
] m, FE M EE — A8 =

¥ Fe. m(x) F/RIERIFF, TP 5 MBRF Fr 5 f B
AR TR BNER) Fe. m, T BB E— 0B « B1H;

Fk. m(z)—>Fk. () FRIBRITFH, BB Fk 9iE
A Fk. m BiEA] Fh.n, B8 WA « B1E;

—>Fk. () BB FEI, FIINRERNPRIF Fr iy
BHEHBIEA Fk. n(2),

GEAIFFD R BRAFINIFAE, BES BT
ZE BT RF REEY, 7T UL RS BAFFIAMES
BTBRA N B S



GEAFIDRREBAFIINEFHE, FXRPHAER
EEFRENIERFY R iR AR PR E N2 A 1R
FHAT, T RS S A& iEaTilnE G EE—K.

3.3.2 #aWRBEEEEHAGAT

XENAEGEE SHNEREAFIINAS. BEA
“HE—TRCLRTBE, AN R EREIERFRH ZENEE
K. AEHFHFRMMEAR. BESHUWT .

EX 3GENFH 1/ ERAFS 2) #—B8 AREW
MERFH RBEER P -1

EX AGEHFF) 1 +HBAIFY 2 2%ERE.AREG
EXWMEHFF.

|1 BAFSIRKFRRAN A5 XPHESRK
BEEFTAEDERRTFEVLERR.

MW 2 BAFIHASHN . BHESATRAEEFT
MU TR ERESERAE, TURERS MEAFIIHA
R RAES NIIERF IR ERE WIRF T 6 . KT
(KRR, BRAE—-IMHER. RESMEFESZEA
DERASEREMEER.

MW 3 BAFIIKNESIIN . HF R BT R A A
SEFREGE—REN, TUEH. I Fom(@),Fen(z), &
b n>>m, A UG IR Fhon(x).

MW 4 SEEFES R RN . —ANE R P BT LS
BETRMHSEGEIINES. 0 Fk nlo), TS
VFE. m(x),Fk.m+1(zx)—>Fk.n(z),

3.3.3 #OFFALSXHERELE

BEREEERXPHANEER S XETRA RN
B BRI S ENHENTA ST, 3R R T
S5 BERBERFE XL R ER R EFTA T
ERIBRAIFIMAES , AT RS LE, BB - HENE
HAFFNHER,

T EE BT AR A S b R R A AR BB AR I A A
o

B2 BEH 1 FHOBRFIEREREERK:

(x=4 \Ay=5)=>>s=1

B A SNFERBIEERNFIHE I B
54, REETHEEEEEAGRE IR, 4182H
EWNERN ,AFEFERATHHER IERALER. THS
3B ULHAARRERIRAR .

#14 RESFBHBEAPEERRERENFAIEE.

®BE ERXPHANB XA ER 2,y BREE
1A HIEA, NE 3 PASRE . Bk, B =z IR
HiBRA B FL 2,F2. 2, K F1. 2 BRERALPHFR
K= REMIEE. F¥ y WREFTAEWAFL S,
F2. 3, F1. 3 RERBXFHFERE (=5 K EAWIEM.
s WREEA A B A FL 4, F2 4, XHMFFIRERK. T
RERFZZXMIER ST 6 MEAFIIHFRX:

YW.F2.2(x:5), } W, F2. 3(5:4), ¥ V:FL 2(x:4),
¥ V:FL 3(y:5), § F1. 4(C:5), ¥ F2. 4(C:5)

HsRERFERE s mgifsd FL1MF2.1 &80
JEHERFBRAT. BIXY FL 1 ethfrat, BaAT FL. 4, T X4
F2. 1 5 BUTRE, EAHT F2. 4. FREUEX MBI 2] LT 6
MBS ERITA SHEERE MR 8 MEA R
BT,

F2 HRIAAXEFFINARNTARREESA
A FHIMEARAE .

MEEFERATR, ¥ ViFL 2(2:4), ¥ V:F1. 3(y:5) B{ER
RSB RS, ERR R A ERTR T, HERNIER P
IR MERHTA S, BT BB A RN AS. THS
HEPH—AEHE

F2.1, y W:F2.2(x:5), ¥ W:F2. 3(y:4), (} F2. 4(L,
$)),{ ¥ V:FL 2(z:4)),(~>V.FL 3(y:5))

WA HAWHETEIH:

VW.F2.2(x:5), V W:F2, 3(y:4), (y F2. 4(L: )G 3
RV F2 4L, (4 ViFL 2(x:4)), (—>V:FL 3(3:5) &
K¢ V. FL 3(y:5) ’

EHEFINHARER:

(yF2.5(L:9)),{ ¥ V:FL 3(y:5)

FR 3R UE RS 0 L B MBS RIER .

F3H REFAFIIHESIROBIELSR.

QRIFEEFFH | F2. 5(L:s) 88 2=5,y=4,5=—1;

(OWIFBAIC Y Vi FL 3(y:5)) )5 z=4,y=5, BRE =
=4,y=5,s=—1,RAMFE(x=4 A y=5)=>>]s=17&,

4=4 \5=5=>]—1=1

BAR B RE B AR AR AL

AR, REH AR ARTERIEN.

3.4 ETHESHBHEAERZNEIE

23t 81 3 B HRRSRNERBAE T MEAFFAE
o BT RN G ME 0 FFFIHATRIE, BIFHFERA
BIREBE T, AR BB BN EE S MR SR IAE .

—MEAFFIAERNMBRIERT K0 2 /NE, B 1 MR
SHEA FF I E A REFTRAE, 58 2 /NERIBIERIFMSERE
B RRAK.

3.4.1 @& PiEdFFeikie

—MEHFFIASR B MEAFIAR, BEXEA
BAFFIHTEIE. Xbh—MEAFFINRIEREAR, EB
BRI M T  WIBEIFF 5 58— &IB A TF b B2 MR 25
BEANFTEES, RS —E BE-1 5. B
BRAWT.

WA 4 R, RIEEFIER TN, RESEZEHMMT
BAE WM AR LR AR Py {E T, BiEF
A1, RES B EEMN, B 2R P, BoL;FEEE P, &4
T, BARER 2,888 H P giL; - BRERITIER n 53
G Py BROE. 1BHE 2. 2 5 Q) PRy S AN T 5 3
ﬂmu:

= A{piielg)
{p2}cla:}

BRTFERAF Py BLH AT T ZIBA PR MEERE Pt .
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“
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B4 BARFIRTERE
3.4.2 B AGAXAEH R
MR ERWRIESRERR HERERERH
B, €5 1 SRERME8 2 BA5KRE . BBNE S5 Fix,
BRI EE SR HRT, ARIEMSE RE B R
FRAPHXTEMNE, RETEEREXBHER. 0H

2P 3 .

&4 5169
WELER

A& 4] JF 5264
Wik R

BHEEHEEE: ‘
x1,x2,....xn

f&x&&&a&xwm|

A FFm
HMBELER

Bs5 HAERBANTE

3.5 WEZREIH

RIFERRNBFREGTRALMMER. NREFEES
R B R RF R A RE SN, RZRWARE LR
5 RESATE X B 005 AR A% BB T JR 4, BRI R R
BRI, RZRVEFATE, MEHITH
Bk, R H UL 25 5925 )0 2 LA VEAS , anBE 5 9 2 8
AR B ESE INBAE f 4, ERIATIRIER Bin 1k .

4 SRITHEA WK HEIEERREIE

TS A B R UEARATAE & W 55 Jn FL T R AR R B
B, S e RE— 2 B T B A R .
4.1 SRITHEA L KIMEThEEBTR U
ARGIIRERAL B RAT S AL BT & ML %5, SEBUREKAN
AR . EVFRFREANED, W FHH RS 20
Pt AR S ER . Kb, P HBAAZI T BAFIHLE .
BAFI DL B 2 P ek e R RN RB IR 5. BEE
B ¢ HEBABRAE enqueue(Bug, * user,utype) , Firh ¢ FARBA
5, user R BEBAMI P, weype T FI P 4338 AR 1E
* dequeue(&.q) s INTCE B HHAE alloqueue(Req) .
BB S HDNEER T OFEBRELS . 8L
1 0 Window & 7Nk & # 3t businessO ) —FfBli&, Ho
initQ R R MWIRILBIE, businessORFIBH SIBHHS
WF:
Sysinits
initO {q, M, sinM, soutM, inacc=outacc=0; }
Windowl , Window2-+;
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business() {
1. if(user=dequeue(q) ==null) return;
2. if(Yuserlogin()) return;
3. Puser);
4, while(ask=getvalue()){

4,1 user—>>banswer="'n’;

4.2 if (ask==DEPOSIT){

4,2.1 askcount=getvalue();

4.2.2 if(askcount™>=08&.&
askcount<sinM) {

4,2.2.1 user— >banswer="y’;

4.2.2.2 user~>saving+ =askcount;

4,2.2.3 inacc+=askcount;

4.2.2.4 M-+ =askcount;

}
}
4.3 if(ask=WITHDRAW) {

4.3.1 P(M) ; P(outcount) ;
4.3.2 askcount=getvalue() 3
4.3.3 if(soutM>=askecount&.&.

M>askcount& &

user— >>saving>askcount& &

askcount™>=0) {
4,3.3.1 user— >banswer="y’;
4,3.3.2 user— >>saving-=askcount;
4,3.3.3 outacc+=askcount;
4.3,3.4 M— =askcount;

}
4.3.4 V(M) ; V(outcount) ;
)

5. V{user);

?
}

4.2 M HHIETHEERR M REIE
RNV EPRER 5 £, BFRITEALE

PEARGMERATRIE,
4.2.1 BEl ReH XA w

RERRIFAR XA E P, R bR & BERER, B
SEMFEARTEBER B ZEZE TR BERRE, XY
RS BBATHERRH LR ERRKBHBKTETHE
BUEB B 7 — S RN . MR RAIT -

V u€U(u. ask==WITHDRAW A inaccoutacc >u. ask-
count A M>u. askcount \ soutM>=u. askcount=>[_Ju. banswer
=’y,)
K, u. ask JpFH P 82 (9 5 38, WITHDRAW S5 BUK K
inace FB RN Bt outace Y REEH Bit,u. askcount
RPREMBEEE,MERAE BB, oM RRBEREK
BB w. banswer ZARN P IR .
4.2.2 businessOW X FPAITXEE

B3 businessO MPAT R RE LA 6 B,



«[TT1T]
v f.1
t4 § £5,RL
user
i savin|
ask ey e’ T
£4.2 banswer ?
42177 2 7 .
askcount |~ — > Fa22, )
‘;?.g - )
(AN 133 inacc 4
£432 f. S
R £4227 .
Y b o= -
2 £4.3.34 -
o
kA £4.3.4RL

He6 TERMFRTRRE
4.2,3 EHFFAL Kk LE
I 6 Fr s, AT DL 25 3R 4 R AR B A SR AR

B . u. ask, inacc, outacc, askcount, M, soutM F1 u. banswer, 3+
BRHEEEALKIER, R 1 5.
#1 HEPFHERSEFBAMNHEE

%% wask inacc outace askcount M u, banswer
3,0
4.2.2.4
(4.3.1,) 4.1
2.1 . 3.
EH 4 42,23 4.3.3.3 42 *4.3.1,L 4,2.2.1
4.3.2 4.3.3.4
(4.3.4,RL) (4.3 4,RL) 4,331
c (5.RL)

BER 1L EERRXIRXERBEAFFIHER:

L(Y f. 4Cask), ¥ f. 4. 2. 2. 3Cinacc), ¥ f. 4. 3. 3. 3Cout-
ace)s ¥ f.4.2.2.4MD/\ £.4.3.3.4(MD, ¥ f. 4. 2.1
(askcount) / f. 4. 3. 2 Caskcount))=>L (\{ f. 4. 1 (ban-
swer)/ \ f. 4. 2. 2. 1 (banswer)/ ¥ f. 4. 3. 3. 1 (ban-
swer))

BEBFEXHAERXHATHNT. NBEXE, ask==
WITHDRAW gy, T E 4SS X 4. 3, MAERF 4. 2. 2. 1,
4.2.2.3,4.2. 2. 4 RTHFHA L 4. 2. TRXEHF ST RE:
PABRFH— T BIARRE B, REFFIMITE.

L1 PAT— A BIARHATREEL .

XMHBER T RAFXR T, BRI .

B 2 PATEA BRI

4,3.25 4, 3.3. 1 $hi7ml—1BIZE f1,4. 2. 2. 3 BATHY
Bla f54.2. 2. 4 BATHBIA £ FTLUHRBIR AT RIAR. $dT
EABIAET, LA B outace, user BINPIKY, M BWAT 4. 3
SR . Mgt mSERIEPRE, EH SR PEE.
TR RS

LY f1, 4Cask), ¥ 2. 4Cask), ¥ f1. 4. 2. 2. 3(inacc) » ¥
f2.4.3. 3. 3Coutacc), ¥ f2.4.3.3.4(M), f2.4.3. 2
Caskcount))=>L( { f2. 4. 1(banswer), ¥ f2.4.3.3.1
(banswer))

BHEHE, ERFELR:

L(Y f1.4.2.2.3, § £2.4.3.3. 0

BB ISR R R AT RAE, A T 4 X
HRUFASRE/MEE .,

4.2.4 A THEZRANGEESXBE

AR % 14, F) FA 48 BE 43 B8 32 58 2 3 HL 0) %t 3F ) FF 5
v 1.4.2.2. 350 £2. 4. 3. 3. 4 FATRIE, IERIFHE RN
JFHER, BRAR . AT .

RIFEAFEF ¥ f1.4.2. 2. 38, {p}c: ¥ f1.4.2. 2. 3{q}

X 3 WA EM p RAF ul EHER, FHAEA 1000 R
B3R q. ERAXBEFIIPIEADHE—RIE, SR ¢ 2!
ul —>saving=_-+1000 A inacc=_—+1000
EBEAIRES ¥ f2.4.3. 3. 4 B, {ple: ¥ f2.4.3.3.4{qg}
X 3FPEME p R w2 R HEN ST, u2
EH BT, B 800 7T, 5K q. R qR:

banswer="“n",
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i,

4,2.5 BIELROIH

S R BREMRE RS B M 5 R B BB A
soutM X RBAEEBFTHE AR TREEFM S
B4 B M AR B inace MPITERK ., RIOISEF S
BA] 4.1 SFEMN E—4]:

soutM=0.2* M
BIRTES . )5, RATEHAITRIE, ARIME R, IEW P&
FEEAEEEFET AL BH MAFX R inace MBI
KRR, RN E B B RIEREN RS .

SEWRIE HTEFRIENEMEE T TREBRN AR E
0 B I R DT AR B K, X (A5 B UE Y Py 2 PR SF
# BARZ IR R LIBR E HIRTE RSB K. A BT i
POX A, AR Y T —-METABEBEBNRIEN K. &
FEE B AR B AT R R E R AR AR BAH G IR ) B AT R
R TiEA RS IR RIE A R R R B AR
MIETRFFINA SR, R ERRERX 5HTRFHIETH
KB EAEAFFIRNBRIES TR B ERRSAEME;
B RERIENERNBIF#T BRI E. &F
BAERIER N A 3t B IR TEMARAS LI, (B RIEE
HER. BFACRHEOFE, #—B T UFRHRIE
AEEREE B SR E TR HRIEMAR
FMERARIESS.
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