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Abstract: Bytecode is a kind of interpretive execution instruction and a favorable intermediate presentation, which
is widely used in network software and mass device. The work of certifying Bytecode can highly improve the
reliability of relevant software and strongly support the construction of proof-preserved compiler, so it is of
important theoretical value and practical value. Although some efforts have been made on building logic system
for bytecode program, modular certification of bytecode still remains challenging because of the complexity of
abstract control stack and the lack of control flow structure information. Moreover, most recent logic system’s
expression ability is much limited. In this paper, we present a new logic framework which supports modular
certification of bytecode programs and is more expressive, and FPCC technology is originally introduced into our
framework for bytecode. We provide the formal definition of CBP(Certifying Bytecode Program) logic system for
the running environment of Bytecode. Also, we have finished the proof of the soundness theorem and a group of
instance programs. Our work is not only a good solution for certifying Bytecode which is run on stack-based
virtual machine but also a significant improvement for the construction of proof-preserved compiler environment.
In addition, our system is useful for deeper understanding and analysis of network application based on virtual

machine.
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# B FHARLEASTEMIGMBERS, CREXRIFHPREAT, LLEASMESbFfit L& 2
AN EEHAR, FHRIETAR GAD AR TEILE, BN ARZIERARFSERRETHNAFTLE, £
HEZGERAMEATELENE. BREFRET —LEATFIAEFNERLZL, 2 TFIARLOFE, &
RAWZAZFIAR L L. BHALMEERE, BRFPALAE BEIMBIE RAZ—ANERSGIEK, FEAF
A Mk, AKX FPCC FiESINT MATF T, HELHBRSGIIET &, ZiTH—HEHR%, S8 F
i AhAL 512 47355 BCM ( ByteCode Machine ) #93i%4% % 4t CBP ( Certifying Bytecode Program ) & X, %A A %u#)
A TE MR B Ar— 2R M SR IAR B (AR SRAGAE R, ST RN A S E . A TAE A F P A ER A —F R AT
fRikFTE, B EMNEERRFIAIFRAILAE T BRQG—F, BT AN T2 AT R 2 W 2%
PR 6 R %) B fR A RN AT AL B B .

KAEIE AR ARSRALIEGE; F T AR Hoare 44 A 46

FE %52 S: TP301 XHERFRIRAL: A

VEEBLAK 5 05 953 1 106 27 RV TR A0, IR0 E R, GRERFEER WURIBAT, Wk
R 5 B SV AR BF ST — A4 B, JCRCRAE R AR o, TRl B L. 2003 45
Tony Hoareff 6 3¢ “ o4 P8 WALHIFLAOFE KB 1, AT AR AT 30 U B R 9 — A48 . 200
EACMIE I T4 B BTG 10 i 1o A P BRI AR LBk T2 i — .

1 FHREEIERME

AR SO G711 (bytecode) BEERALIGAIE 3B 4 R4t LAJAVAF-H51% (Java bytecode) PURIf# . NET CILM™
KRR ARG —FIgAT T BN RE S, BB IAT, R e X RN ER, &4
A P EBRAF RO SR T T A I ROR

S ORI E KA SRR SOE S . ARG B R . RSP DL B RS S5 i i G il 2
Fo BV ERAEMEEY, BTG LR B g 1 S MR RS, AR IE R R K A . WG D
B9 UIE g P 3% (Verified Compiler) R¥F iy J2 Bl R JZ 15 AL, 038 M IE IE AR K7 9 16 4% (Proof Preserving
Compiler) H5 P54 QAD K JLAIE B 5 He Jh J0 G AR A S A S IE W I 3064 T 1 ShAS 2 Yo 330 1 ol 12k ) 2t 14 224 PR

PCC (Proof-Carrying Code) J5 V%M F2 /7 Wik (X M 51 008 5 576 AR ZE T, 704 BF I ARHE 2 sl Btk
FPUEM, ARSI AT AT A AT 50 TERS (Verifier) AR 7 H AR FISAIE (5 B & 55 & e e Hemg o, %051k
BRS040, ORI /RS0 UE I 78 73 A YRS S Bl e SR S W EEE R . 2l T RiF g
TEASBE I PR, L2 A sRmk I RIA R IR TS, HAER A AR A IR IR PRIk

EFXTIX— ] #, AppelZE A2 FPCC (Foundational Proof-Carrying Code)J7 %, Z 4% 1) % 4= 5 AL W
KLU TR e ARG, RN ERUE WA B TR 5o e — g 1 5 EN], IR LRI R I N LA H S
EHU. B VG I R R BE D0 RO R, RN RESEEAE WY IR B2 B s A .

B TFPCCIREAR, SR H v I 22 48 7] I 3R Y 2 48 2 (W B AR VB SCRURAIE 647, Yo AT R T — Fhdk T 24
() BAIE J7 9%, ATET I 4 22 A QRS () TE A MEREAT 1 A Sk B, B S 2R AR ST, B AL SEOAE i A Ie . RS
AR ARDFRE . FERFER . FE MRS BP0 2 5 B AT S Feng S NI & /ST R 42 HY T AIMAR S,
B UCSEIL T AP IR SRR 6 9 R R B o AT B - FR AL TAT I 1 RS0 R AR RO R G AR TR 22
Wi It B R F M BAE B R S, RO AR I PR AT 2 8 POV DI R A g A MEAIE A R PV T ik, IR T
AR IE G 15 5 e AL T RS R BE A, B IR RIS R R D R B R ARD X SERR S, IEEE
W5 5 R IR B R UERF U — AN R a k.

M R TE F LG E S T I R A FSRE, #RT B A R R = AT IR AN BOW AT ST AR, W
FATI R AR L o TR S IE AT DU OR SR S A AT M SR, RS St AN E . BRETE S
Fi e ) TR R A R UE B T TR 2 BT RN AT LA SRR s R BT 1 S IE B DR G 1 A 1



AL G F SR, AR A IE SR A ) i B F0 R S HE

DL EF ST JAVA T I SR 1) B ZEF R TAESE P FIVMN IS A 88, H bR 2 2R RNEHE, AT ORIEAF i %
Stk U4 BB TAERIRAN . AATE SR B R e AR i ie R, B H 2 — Pl e i L
PP A AT R ] T WL R P e 82 B R 4, ARV ARG QuigleyBeit T —/1H
T AT FE P I K Hoare B R 4L, UEWA T &A1 A MR T B, Bentond th—FH AL &2 H A%, AT —
FNET CILINar A RIES 74, IS AT Tarmi!, BannwartFMIMullerd2 tH— M S 8Ext % . SIH . J7ikmn
2k AR AT 1) 6 AR AR B R L, TORIEWAEIAVA i igl7 . MRG T H B IR TR 7 %R, $2 i —Fb
B St A R 0 LA R R E PO S, DA BT N 8 R e U R AR S B A S R A
BML (Bytecode Modeling Language) (IiF 5% TAE!, %38 55 45 g —Fh ol B A 7 R 03, B TR A
R BT WHEZNB SR PR, DR AR E AT DI RE, 520 N FIMLE 5 # LTAVAR & &
SIERE R . PR E NS — NS IMLEBMLYR 1% 8%, RMIFPCCHk, HRRMEEFIEH
K A AR A AT B — A B RS

IS R e AR R A S0 A A A T R T A RR B T S B 1L B 2 4t — TR SR 4 R R 4K factor
J IR B3 caller, SXAEMK = IERR 795 & while TEIRISHILE 1) Al o 30728 1t U5 1) R R B0 T/ 3R (91 55 55 %
FrAE OX BBt K-S PN A, TRATEAE G RN 8D o A el A B4l 56 0F 1% A AR, DBl pi 6 T34
AR H2, BT F TR MEEEERE R MRS EE AL, “BIIIE” &—
MERBIBREE, B A7 s = AT % .

;int factor(){ r = 1; while(n '=0){r=r*n; n=n-1; } }

;method factor: factorial, while loop with specification

-{(po, go)} ;11(Instruction Sequence 1), entry point

0 pushc 1 ;push immediate data 1 | 8 pushc 1 ;push immediate data 1
1popr r=1 | 9 binop n-1

2 goto 11 ;jump to the end of while loop | 10 pop n ;save variable n
-{(p3, 93)} ;12, loop start here | -{(p11, g11)} ;13

3 pushv r ;push variable r | 11 pushv n ;push var n

4 pushv n ;push variable n | 12 pushc 0 ;push imm 0

5 binop* rn | 13 binop# ;N#0?

6 pop r ;save variable r | 14 brture 3  ;conditional goto
7 pushv n ;push variable n | 15 ret ;function ret

Fig. 1 Stack-based Bytecode Program, Callee factor
1 TR T R AR P A LR AR, R R 2L factor

/lfunction caller | -{(p16, g16)}  ;spec for caller

void caller(){ | 16 pushc 3 ;push imm 3

int n=3; | 17 pop n in=3

call factor; | 18 call O ;call factor()

} | -{(p19, g19)} ;spec for return poin
| 19 ret ;caller return

Fig. 2 Stack-based Bytecode Programm, Caller
B2 BT r 7 1A A e LU AR, 8 1 R 5L caller
ASCE UK FPCC RN H] B rh ) R A5 1, S —Fogr i@ R 48, KIERTI T RERES), THIE
4 B T H.CoqPMh th R A FEVELE WA R 1. P 2 AR AOIE, B e s w] L @ s 25 21, R4 st it
TR R AR (RS R A 300 U 1) 7

2 BEARLG

A SCAR ] —Fh 75 548 BC/O(ByteCode Zero), JEMLLT JAVA PG FINET CIL. A7545 i BC/O X5
RRIHL BVM (Byetecode Virtual Machine) 5 X, ALK BC/O R4 MEAEE X, kFEXEHEAS CBP
(Certifying Bytecode Program) .
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2.1 FEHRLERIHBYME X

Bl 3 45 A ST BC/O 15 56 NN BVM 52 X, BVM KR T JAVA BN XU 4544 o
FEAHLASEC S (Machine Configuration) #x “H:7”  (World) W, 7 H 4SS #E(Code heap) C . I K
ARZS (State) S« BRI FH AR (Call Stack) Kc F1F2 /571 2045 (Program Counter)pe. GRS HE U455 (Labels)
#$5 4 7%l (Instruction Sequences) I FI3 4> Wi}, JRZ& S 5 W A7EHE(Memory Heap) H 111 & 4% (Evaluation
Stack) K, BRI H B Ko A58 Z0M FH iR [l btk #27vH 2 4 m AR HE b 1) 4 T e 2

World) W = (C,S,Kc,pc)

(CodeHeap) C = {fo>1}* (State) S = {H,K}
(CStack) Kc:= nil|f::Kec (ProCnt) pc = n(nat nums)
(Memory) H = {(k—>w}* (EStack) K = nil|w:K
(Labels) f,k ::= n(nat nums) (Word) w = i (integers)

(Instr) ¢t = pushc w|pushv k | pop k | binop m | unop m | brtrue f | call £
(commd) ¢ == ]ret|gotof (OprNum) m = {+./,—.4}
(InstrSeq) I == g 1I|ret|gotof

Fig. 3 Definition of a Bytecode Machine
B3 FAr L X

T2 FEHI T 52 o0 — R 5 ke AR [R5 4 45 RAI4R 2 B, CIF1 & C it £ITUR I — MR P41,
SKE/WRRES TR K o BRI lengthOKIR IR K, Ke FIARTIALE, B max(O3REUK K, Ke HJ_EM.

A ¢ c=C(f) and c=goto f, or ret
(C[f] - {z;]I =C(f) and I=C[f+1]

validKk n K £ length(K) + n < max(K)

b if x=a
{F(X) otherwise

validkc n Kc = length(Kc) + n < max(Kc)

(F{a > b})(x) 2

validRa Kc 2 3f, IKc¢',Kc = f :: Kc'

22 BIRIEEX

Fig. 4 Definition of Representation
B4 15EEX

45 5 XU 4 (AT 3, T Enable(c) Ko S fAE— 4454 o 1T BLARIT 10 559 T 46 FF, NextKe(e,pe, S )
S R SURA I S I po T I 4 01T I 108 50T B A8, NextS(espe, K ) R B Ke I pe 61 4
PUTIFHRAA, NextPC(c, S, Ko ) kA S« WAL Ko I ¢ 54 T S8 pe ik, BTl
PLBSRLTE W B SR, W — W R pe FHE IR 4 BTS20

NextS(c,pc, Kc) S'S" where S=(H ,K)

if c= if Enable(c) Kc S= then S’ =

pushc w validk 0 K (H,w:K)

pushv f validk 0 K and H (f)=w (H, w:: K)

pop f K=w:K' (H {f—w},K")

binop bop K=w,=w,:K', w=bop(w,w>) (H ,w:K")

unop uop K=wl:K', w=uop(w,) (H,w:K")

brtrue f K =w:: K" ,w=True or False (H,K")

call f validKc 1 Kc (H,K)

ret validRa Kc (H,K)
(H,K)




NextKe(c,pe, S) Ke Ke' where S=(H ,K)

ife= if Enable(c) Kc S= then Kc'=
call f validKc 1 Kc (pet+l):: Kc
ret validRa Kc Kc'
. Kc
NextPC(c,S,Kc ) pcpc’ where S=(H ,K)
if c= if Enable(c) Kc S= then pc'=
brtrue f K=w: K", w=True f
K=w: K', w=False petl
call f validKe 1 Ke petl
ret validRa Kc f
goto f f
pctl

¢ =C(pc) Enable(c) KeS NextS(c,pe,Kc) SS' NextKe o KeKe' NextPC . pepe'
(C,S,Ke,pc) > (C,S,Kc',pc')

(po)

Fig. 5 Operational Semantics of BVM
5 BVM HlLas#AEE X

23 BFEME

AL HEAE A Coq ik B4 B T H 1) N B B AE S FE P VS (Specification) BEiET, 1ZE#H £ —MH
Hgh e oA . R RAEREN TR TR AL NI (Assertion) s, Wi E A2 1E 1 I 4l(p,g)s
AW 2 ERARIE LK 1. B 2, PR SE BTN S . 188 p AT 7 R0/ A Ke #URE S 1Y
P, 5 g AR REZ MR, Coq F py g BECHRIEMEA MBI RE, SR Ke. S
KA S HZH p R M EDIRAS AT 1F, g HORTRT 100 215 R E0R [A] 52 [ RS AR CRTRRFAT M) .
5 4 Enable(c) Kc S #tie—Mifi i p, 1 NextS(c,pe, Ke)gtie — i g, Mt XK 6 fins.

(Pred) p e CStack — State — Prop (Guarantee) g e State — State — Prop
(Spec) s = (p,g) (MPred) m e Memory — Prop
(CdHpSpec) W= (6,5, (£,5))

Fig. 6 Specifications Constructs for CBP
Kl 6 CBP M HIETT
ARA HE C X R (1 A5 7 RGP 2 AR b £ AH N A5 7 I 5 s IO WU R 5 o T 2000 R 2 — MRS A5 5 W] g
XN ZAFEFPWT 5, S RT AR BOT R 2R U] BT T mok B R A A7 HE . ]
TR, AEWT T A 43 8 3 2 Ve 5 SR DR AN T i S50 P AN [ ey P9 A2 225 1)

> w2 HH = {l > w} > 2 H3w. (I wH
. A SHUH if H #H,
Hl #Hz = dom(Hl) N dom(Hl) = @ Hl & H: = uri(;;fined Ozhel’wise

m*m 2 AH 3H,H,. (H WH =H)Am H Am H,
p*m2 2S.3H ,H,. (H WH =SH)ApS|H AmH,

Fig. 7 Definitions of “Separation Logic” Assertions

BT SRS T X
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YC:¥ Y ¥ {sipe:Clpe] {s}¥'S

(WLD)
Y- {s}(C,S,pe)
forall (f,s) e ¥ : ¥ {s} f:C[f] (CDHP)
Y {s}(C,S,pc)
Y->C:¥ ¥Y-C,:¥ CHC, (LINK)
Y {s}(C,S,pc)

1 ¢ {brtrue,call} ¥ {(p",g")}pc+1:1

p=g (p>g)=p" (pf(g,og”))ég (SEQ)
Y- {(p.g)}pe:sl

(f,(p.gNe¥ ¥ {(p".g)lpc+1:1I

(p > gbrlrueT) pI (p © (gbnrueT °© g')) = g

(P> Bprimer) P (Po(8umer ) =8 (BRTRUE)
¥ {(p,g)}pe:brtrue f;1

(pe+L(p"g"))e¥ ¥ {(p".g")pc+1:1
Preg.a)p  (P>8w)=>p" (Po(gm°g))=>8

f,0.g)eY gu=08u°8g)°8.) (CALL)
¥ = {(p.g)}pc: call f;1

(Pog.) =8 (RET)
Y {(p,g)}pc: ret
(f,(p.g)Ne¥ (P>guw)=>pP (P°(gw°g)=>¢g

(GOTO)
Y {(p,g)}pc: goto

Fig. 8 CBP Inference Rules
Kl 8 CBP [ 2R

24 BEARGCBP

AT 0 PR TR SCHEER RN, s B 8 TR . s

Y > {s}W (WLD, well-formed world)

VY — C:¥' (CDHP, well-formed code heap)

Y — {s}I (SEQ, well-formed instruction sequence)

BERFAZE ., WLD U R — AR 30 2 B2 M (Well-formedness) () T3 BT #2 -

®  fil4ls CDHP ¥, fRIEHE C 2 R T (Well-formed).

®  YHIATHR ARITE WX AMRTE W R TR, W T C T B A T e AR B i 1 4

M, W RS AR SOFRERE il AR AT A4 1 G

® YT pe T M E s 7R W b, B THTHE )74 C [pe] X THVE s & R,

®  LESMBMTER W DR S ML WTE s,

FRI e A5 52 SCInTE 9. iRl p o> gt ik pli S MU IR S IF 2 IDIREH B g 2 R 4R, B REH B
e o 45 1F e I ESRREH B e Mg AL G Mge g kKR, po gRnfEgiFEal & Ap 3 21 2 -

PP, 7 CDHP M b, REAMBIHE i 20— AR 2 P FU 2t MR e, AN BT RS A A
B H R A AR B RNE , SE A E T T AT R B T ) e AR B RS, (K E CBP RS &
AT E ST IR o AT AR R B M@ CDHP MU e X, 24NN E & 1 R ASTHGE I LINK
UM EER ok . WLD BN CRAE BT A7 R AT BE % B 4 i — AN 42 R R AR 4

8L FF. FPME S HoarelB 48P, AT R AN« Ja & AEE D FE P VS . SEQHILI 2 i 4 4 LU T $5
A0 ONE AT BEE AN e ZOR AR ) TGP A E B B HA RS € W IRE W A — T (p, @)
AT LS HTpeIF R K17 P A1 22 o FRP SUl S4B — SR T 5 (p”,g™) ALAF R R AR 2 Fr 5115 2



A, ZWTE R ARAE A T HE A 1 G 5. FAME H g ok fiR AT HR 2 1 I RIS, Hke L 9
HE 3 fim. TP HE21ME, NextSAMKE T Mapeft, KA “_ 7 RxfERpe.

EEGEM P HEE (p, g Ja, WA SEQMIM A ¥ IUA % 1 LA & &4 2 7 4 R, 35—/
KR KA T A Z PN E TR R 8 FKp =g HBEYIHREH 2p, MAREFHEE gk LA
SEN B S AT R WA YRR Lp, MATRSER g o, HREWLp . &G — A TriefiR e 4 ur
REFLpMHEUL R, gfg" MAABES T Le.

BRBORARRE . 5417 51 F7 4 A & — AN IR Y iR A 1R p AT — A58 2 5 R AR R 0R BR A
ZIERARMIBN g, gl FHEZZMRLITFI . MR —DREEZ AR, g B35S S BT R R R A
AT E B . B 10(0)g T B 10(a) P I AR S X B 1 RS FE 7 v iR 2 foo MW 5 (p,g) B H% 3.

&l 10(c)3 7~ B B foo LE A i (pe=5) AL 1 1] 6 Etbar (N 11 5 0B, iR [F1 3 Ik Kype+1 . B8 Eibar (I 7 5 4 (pg.gp)
ASDW S AW 3 5 90 (panga) I (Ppagn) e gaTE 6 MALHD B M A-E, Tigp tiD-E.

KT HORFE AT I W IERRE, N AL AR A A

1) PR bar (P14 A4 45 205 2 :

VS,35'. Pa S A8 S S = Pg S
2) A% bar R MIE, 8 AL foo M D AUAL FFUR Pk AT
VS,S",S,5%. PaAS 8 S - gg & S* > g, S*S" - Pp S"
3) WA EREL bar TS EL D-E WL EAIMEIS, T4 A-E IS 55 200 2
VS,S",S",S,5*. PaAS - Bu SS —> g5 S S* > g, S*S" > gp S"S" > g S S
5E SURFFRAE 1 qn = AS,S". 35',35%, 8l SS' A gp S’ S* agw S*S", W K 2). 3) 4 HIfE N
VS,S". PaS s gay S S" - Pp S

VS,S". PaAS > g SS" o> gp S S >SS

IR AT CALLAE B A T4 o Ny B RS X BEATRG H— /Mg iR b g, RESRTEIR [FPRES
Sk, BRPEE —ANENTEIE W P UG HR A, X ELRRE AZERE Y AR TR RS
SE R 23R Bl s B BOR A o RETHEVECH EW, &R Z AU A 58 RS R, IXFE BRI AL gre1TIR
AT b 39 A TR R B ) g R v AN 5 AR ART O T3 R bk 4% 5L DR AT DA S 30 ke 1 FH i PR B AL 58
UEo AT LA Bl gp, Fii 7 08 B0 T A 21 08 B0R B g 2 PR R, Hom SCoe B0 T R T8 4« 40 T ok 4L
DA KGR [F196 4 =5 1047 R A SR e 0 AR [0 AL BECR ] T RISCAPIZ 4 2 48 VUL S8 8%, SCAPEL X
MIPSHLZY, SCRFILAM 4, mMERANFCBPH T, HA MM R ERAR . BARA I CBPE X H
1l 5 R 5 AR A SR HUNL, AR g (158 G5 T — e FH (1 o 50 FH % [ 3k

p=>g= VSKc.pKeS—>3S',gS S p>g= 2S,Ke.3S,, pKeS, A gS,S
gog = 2SS". 35, gSS Ag S S" p=>p = VSKc.pKeS > pKecS
g=g = vS,S'.gSS »gSS peg= 2S,S.3IKc,pKecSAgSS
g ZASS. NextS SS' (where S'.K= w::K', W = True)

g 218,S" NextS(bmJS S (where §' K= w::K', w = False)

g =2S;S . NextS S (for all other c)

Fig. 9 Connectors for p and g, Local State Transitions
Kl 9 pg ELFFFIESREHHbrid
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/Isource code  ;bytecode for BVM foo (.2
//function bar  -{(pg, ga)} ; bar [
void bar(){ 0 pushc 1 ; push imm 1
int a=1; lpopa ;a=1
} -{(pc, g0)} A call (Ps g8)
//function foo 2 ret ; bar return (! ________________ bar
void foo(){ -{(p, g)} ;foo (Pa.ga) B
int b=1; 3 pushc 1 ; pushimm] ¢—— p S g
bar(); 4popb ; b=l N g
1. (pp.2p) C
b=1; (o | N R (it 3
} S5cal0 ; call bar ga < D ret
_{(pD, gD)} > g S Sl
6 pushc 2 ; push imm 2 2
T7popb ;b=2
-{(pe- g6)} et
8 ret ; foo return _/ \4, ....... \

Fig. 10 The Model for Function Call/Return in CBP
10 CBP B0 HI/i& [ 455 7Y
HRAZR. b T ORIEREBOA 22 4x, b )e X« RS .

WFST(g,Kc,S,¥) 2 -3S'.g S S', where Kc = nil
WFST(g,Kc,S,P)2VS'.gSS - p' S'AWFST(g',Kc', S, ¥), where Ke =f :: Ke',(p', g') = ¥(f)

2 bR B0 F R A 73 I AL T 0 AN 2 K e B A IR B FR B BRI A 78 ek BR8] SR S 7

L RN, (RN AT RPN 3 (p,g) RE PP AL, TERPIRES S aitili & p, JF HAFAE— A
R HIE . AR B A E LR

{(p.g)} ¥S 2 pKc SAWFST(g,Kc,S, ¥)

AE S IE AN T B RS IR bR R B, WIF AR ERR R e B, XA A AR R
WM. TEAEHERFPATRS —2, AT EMERARL . XMRALEE I T 2 AR E
— AR AR R 3T LUXEHR [A] 48 A HEAT Rk A,

HEHRES. KRR B )5 5 MO8 0 4 42 A5 15 203 2, BLIEBRTRUEHU A48 gorirger
A Gprruer KRR TEA [ I BAT TG DL . TS AT B AL 18 2 7] H 2 2T I0 78 70 D B4 A A T I 5 AR 8 25 B A
R MWIS, & nT LUR 1 2 2 Bk BRTRUER 5441 o

CBP [M5e &t . 2T At IR EETE 513, CBP B 58 4 PR UE X ZERI 4R AT 2 WLD B e i
FPAAR R, AN TR A IO A 2 BN BDIRES o BRI Is AT I R ok i AR &, AR R W L2
BB IEHAAE S 22 Pk i 225 R PR UEFR P A2 goto BX call 5 & Bk#% B btk AW S, i RE B b
WSS . RS R T AR B LH Coq e BIEAALIE, FEECIpLEs B 3k .

Lemma 2.1 (CBP Progress) W ¥ — {siW , HAWKAERT W, FHW > w .

Lemma 2.2 (CBP Preservation) WIR ¥ i {siW, FHW > W', HMAFLES, 13 Y- TW .

3 BEFIHIFALI

ARSCE 1L B 208 1RSI, SR while 1 PR R E A AR S5 IR 3 R 408 0 R oR 2
AN X AR P AUER], T BUR R A R GBI IR RE )y, RN A R P 5 50 3.



3.1 #HiAEE
p-pre 2 (validk 2 K) A (validkc 0 Kc) A (validRa Kc)

A

p, 2 ppre A (r = ) *(3i>=0,n - i), p, 2 p-pre A (H(r) >= 1) A (H(n) >= 0),

11>

P, =Py
g, £p, ~ (H'(r) = Hm), g, =p, = (H'(r) = HO)*H(®)!), g, =g,
Fig. 11  Specifications: While Loop Example
11 While 7 ¥ 7~ 491 i &

IREUIR A P51 B 2R o B U5 AR A0 A A7 T 35 10 0 PR3 L 1B 1 9)e R 2P A2 B LA
B, W3 A, AR RS LATC A BRI 4R A B s BRI R A 45 19 3, while J5 3R 52
WA 3 MELFA, b5 0-2 TR R — D8, 5 AP HEsR S 8 3-15 19984, /2 11-15
JE MR .

MERTFIIE. TR, BFRd Sa AUHERTE W, WIR24r S £ BRI S s (R (p,g) =I5l
s, A 1K CBP Wi WIRAE i ACRS h, RO 1 rh B2y . AT S WK 11, A T e Rk,
XHAAWE T IHHKSH WARES ).

MRS HE R, T 2245 tH DU AL B AR = MRSk, MR B2 (W ifigoto
Hbrture) 1) H AR AL E, LA EER I 54 2 5 BIPETTR AT o BRI 50 (po,8o) s po SR AT AL H & ST AR AN
PR HCE AR A 0] A AF SR T P T A TR BRI fEL AR A RGEE Y, IRl g T AN R Dh e U], B R
PofF FI AL, W PN A7 R A J) AR SR e A bR BUE AT 22 5 I A2 B K AR (H'(r) = H(n)!) o (pa,ga) AT T I 35
PRI LW s A W) . AR R I n RS A BE I g3 R W A A7 o 0 A8 0 5006 A2 1R PE AN AR
wihlefi 1 4 15 W7 T 1A A0 W7 55 (pi,g11) 5 (pssga) MH AL o

RUEHER. AR A A LURA L IFRFA R A, BP0 SR 2 i R T 5 (R TR 4 1
G 4, SO JE SR FF SR T4 A7), I AR A SR U 58 i 4R 4 ¢ IUEW] . 2 )5, &7 5l CDHP
TR ST AN BT AR A A RAUPETER], AN BN S I RAAHS A BEaT BUR] LINK B AE ke, 5
J5 ] WLD AU S A AR B 1 4 4 Jmy R AR ) M

RRPRASCHE o AL th, CBP 38 B U o i £ T P00 AR R0 90 408 2 24 R AR ) J) s Y, ] 8 oo
UEW] ret $i54 BT AT RET AU m A s AL AD 5% T3 [ s ik R 20 RO A5t A0 A2 100 560 AE A 1 ) 280 ) )i A
s LA A R ML 5 B, Pk CBP SCRFREIRALIGAIE «

32 HARY
p-pre’ £ (validk 2 K) A (validkc 1 Kc) A (validRa Kc)
p, Eppre' A(r—> )*(n—> ), p, £ p-pre' A (r = 3)*(n - 0),
g, 2p, > H((1)=3, g, 2p, > H() =3,

Fig. 12 Specifications: Caller of the Recursive Factorial
K12 b AR e e & R T 5

A FH oA R R YR ARRS AR RS I T AR B 2058 1 ), IR B TR AR AR FEnh 3,
Vi oy Efactor T S B e o pRELA T KX 5 20 (pr6,gie), AT 4% P 6 SRR AE A2 AT A R KT 22 2 05 i
SRR B 5 P AR 2 ) L F0 B ] DA T8O B el A7 BT, TR Wl gy o DS X R B T BE . A ok B 4
RefE N 3 BB, oA HOR RIS N (pio,g10), pro RIS I RIAZ HEnMIr ) A7 B ICHARAT R, g1oMilgas
M o MR A5 CALROHERE RN, T DA HA R W U 5 0 2o e e b 20046 1 38008 0 R SO RE PP T 553X L AT
AT 11 A R BT (po,go)e SRR L, BREON I RUIIINT 5 0 ST R B 1, LB LA B B 5
BUT AR 1, 3 A e 50T U 3L AR — A e 2
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3.3 IEAZEI

AR Coq ik WA B TR OR SEBLIZ 4 R G A b SERE 7 MR B, B 52 SCRIIE B #R T Bl s E Bk .
SCHLZ H BVM S H AR SCRT CBP B R G AR 7R, BVM iR HA] Coq HYIHANE 4, JL#RAE
T NPT AT 1) CBP HEH LN AGE SO IR R, 12 R G 5 BRI WU AR 9 15 V5 U7 SCEA T T AL AIE Y
[ IS 38 2 3 P SE A (R T AR R RIE ] o A R SR M Coq RGN FRAT I I e k2 4 CiC, IXFRITT &
KRBT TAEH

ARSI T HEER M I A, S BRSO RS FFE AT TN DA i RS R, BLA
Pt g e T H A 4 A e

Table 1 Coq proof code statistic
F 1 CoqiEWE %t

Lines of proof code

Number Type Value %
1 Basic coq tactic library 2354 28.4%
2 Bytecode Virtual Machine definition 3285 39.7%
3 CBP logic inference rule and soundness 1166 14.1%
4 Proof code of factorial example 1472 17.8%
5 Total 8277 100%

CBP @ RGN SLHL G2 8300 4711 Coq AA05, FEWEAN AT Hhik 1/3 40 AR T — A0k
T HSCHL, AT 5 B8 A 5 BRSO . XSl A T R OT T AR R G UL IRAE S, 7Rk
M TAERRT AR, 9ifr R RS KL mH A DAEMIUE H . H 3200 247 @ X BVM. K IHEAERE X
FIAIFEGIBE, £7 1100 1724 CBP BN 2 X R Hoog 45 UL v .

SRR, SRR TR O, A R E S B B R W RR R I LA R A S R . R
BN MIE, PSR AEST R . ASCE 1. B 2 3R 19 {TbytecodefE 5 SEI AIE R Z) 1500, Hiicoq
i R AR 34 4T, FEFEWTE 46 17, IEWZY 1300 4T o %F L7 R 36 A0 DUEIC g A S 363, FoA1 & B0,
TR A 5 AR 5 E W 22 18] (0 bR 5 g b FCE W 2 TR LSRR AR M . BRI, TR A BT AR
M EAEEREAIER, KEZHIAVAZ GRG0 48 2 9 28 B L 2 5-102%, af DUKBUG ST, SRATA
LB AR RGN AT R AT IR, AT ZEEBE AR R gnARES,  TAR KL FRAR 5-10 7%,

34 RRYRBRHMR

AR I BT B AR A R AR A A AR IR, P e ORI AR H o LS R R 4, B
WY RECRFEEZ B TRE. RE W REY RGBS 51 JriE R4k R ST )6 GUREAE,  DUE 5 4 Wik
A FAT R R I R AR S L. 40, SR AN R T — AN BRI R TAE, RAELT

B 2 R AL BRI A R SE N SRt BUAESR )2 A ] (O F A RE )y i, BLUnIDK [ 22285, tAFfE — R A B
B3 LG 5, JRR RN LA S, MR IR 7 R S 8, AL BTS2 T .
BEAh, AEMI R SIAE Z M ASIEOR, DR RBIERCR, W R BRI T 1 .

4 HERE

MRTAE . i) i 5 b g o 45 A 1 S B B0 A — /MR 2 IR A () 1 B . Feng®5 A [ SCAP F 4 PV
(@) W1 5 A T8 2 By AR (WEFST) S AE S0, 8 ARV G i 5 )2 T AR B Ml e 73X A HERSE, A3
Mg TR AR o T AR I A2 A R S AR YERE S TAE T, QuigleyBEit T — M T
FA R 3 Hoare B # R UE W] T S B MR IORL)T v BeUS), B p A e 17 A R 4 4y T3 o B, 00 IV 1
PREYALIRAE 7 81 Bentonff) 4175 — B i 4 R GeEF X K NET CILAr 4 30 & MR NL, 122 FUNLR ] S
BRI B FH R oK SRR P PR AL AE T, SO U LA B gl TAEWI U SCAP IR SCER f B 52 )
MIPSHLES, 10 A SCHT RE S RESUNLB VMU AT S (R il B 2 I, SR o SRS o 500 A 20 28 TR XU 54
F 828t Benton SCH Y HE SN » 75145 22 SCAPK A ey B 12 SRt I T2 1 W 5 (p, ) AL 52 SC R LA AL i 1) S A



by RSO E T R BYMI S fhp, 354 AR T 10 5 56 R P R0 B O M S, A,
RSN HE BBOR T X R A, S P TR S e Xk g, = (g, og)og.) » Zit UK E KA

P25 WA @, P g, 730 B30T 1 B8 O T 56 R AR U7 % . AL, RISCAPATTEL, CBP L% o i

GBI EA, WRE N RS MBenton/) REAHLL, CBPEA HMRIRIARAE T, FILIUEA LA
Bahfad. HTIXEREE, CBPRGKIEREEHH T N ENEHRIE S IR IR FR R R4S

it AR —MEE AL, H AT THRAB N F T EBRFRAE, TN ERAEE e XK
A JAVA FH A NET CIL, B nr D5 S 2 M i il M AT a5 M p P AL, AR REAR AP
R T 1 T A B A AL 360 1) . R A4 B T H Coq, UFPH T B0 462 4R R 4 A BRI LA LB #2)7
JRAAUE B P HLEE Bk A .

A TAE A R FUNL I AT I - R B0 UE S A — > R UF B SRR, [R] Hf 0 1) 55 4 3 U B O 45 4 1R 3 L
T RS2, GERENE N)IE AT RII —S 5 2  FHRE E ( VR Z R AR AR A AT ER A R R FE B

Bt AR b, BT WO A SO LAE S T A LR AT R 2 Yale KAETFSLHLR Zhong Shao H(#% .
TTI-Chicago 5 #L & Xinyu Feng 1. Lehigh K2435 ML) Gang Tan 18 %5 A\ F£ R B .
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