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Abstract In system-level design of SoC, it is fmportant to find and fix bugs for reduction of backtracking of
design flow. In this paper, we propose program checking methods for SpecC descriptions using System Dependence
Graphs (SDGs) . First, we propose a checking method of nil-pointer references. Second, we propose a method to
improve accuracy of checking results of uninitialized variables and nil-pointer references with interpreting conditional
expressions.
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WL, VAT LLRVREHORE 7 0—HTY AT LK
#2557 (SDG) [71] #EAWT 705 LDF v I ZITVIYT
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2.1 YATLEEIST )

Tuys LOFxy 7 RYFLIC I EKFERTVERICKS.
ZOIDICHIATEARAFELLT, YATLKET ST (
System Dependence Graph : SDG ) 2 ¥ 2 FHENH5.

SDG &, ElLFOYSKASA YV ITFETHRENTER
F—RBET, TOT S LEBRHORT— AV bR/ — B, &
HFREEEIY VL LT, BRICHRI LIKEREE S S 788
KLEMTHS.

C S50 SDG &, FEMEBICER I N3, BB OKEREE
%%7 Procedure Dependence Graph (PDG) &, ZOMH2%
SHEBIEUH LRRRT 20Ty VL /) — 55,

PDG lci, F— &kt y S LHBKEL Y Vbbb, av
rp—7u—¥57 (CFG) L D&/ — K LTOEROME
H/RAOHERERAVT, UFOX 3 LTERENS.

o F—AafktEF

X 52 B sl e TF—2KEL T3 DI,

(1) XslicBWTEH v ICEZRAL,

(2) XV TvEZHERALTVT,

(3) slHb s2 CEBRTAERNSADSEEL TV, »
DZDBET v ICHESBRASNTWEWVREETHS.

o itk

X 52 A sl ICHIEHEEL TVH DI,

(1) Xs1 BTy S5LOBBESD BV, FREDET (i
i 8) Hb—TX (while X% ¥) T,

(2) X2 HETENZHESHH sl ORTRRICERE
#5188 THS.

72, Java ® C++ZDAT Yz ¥ MERSIHEENGR L Uit
B [8]~[10] LERENTHY, BRI SpecC FFD SDG
LThERICLTWVAS.

Z® SDG ETOIETMEEELRRIET 2T LIEL-T, 3
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3 SpecC B8E [2 ICDWTh, RET S TDERLAFA VY
FOEEMERENTHY [11), ANSI-C icH L SpecC THIIR
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1 behavior Bhvri( 19 behavior Main{

2 int x,int y){ 20 int x,y,2;

3  void main(void){ 21 Bhvrl bi(x,y);

4 int a; Bhvr2 b2(y,2z);

6 amx+l;

] void main(void){

7 x=1;

8 par{
bl.main();
b2.main();

}
}
h

y=a;
}
h

10 bebavior Bhvr2(

11 int y,int 2){

12 void main(void){
13 int a;

14 a=y*2;

15 z=a;

16 }

17 )

18 36

BEBBLEYBNRRRBN

B 1 An example source code : Use of uninitialized variables.

RTCREFOFEICHEIOTER L SDG ZRIA L.

2.2 BEOTOISLFIvH

CEBRlosuysIvygEepLLETOII L
FxyhiZBohd b, aviLSic X AEER, LT THEA
45 Lint, UNO %2 ¥, R V—VhH b, EITHL, Syntax
Tree , Control Flow Graph , Call Graph iC & 2 ###TicE T\
TW3.

LHL, BRRTi

o UFBER ERFE Y AT LLNVEBRENRE LIS
ayS5 LF v HREELEN

o C++ICEB LT SpecC®, C++HILTAT TV &EBINY
3L TEBELTVS SystemC KN LT C++ADTBS S
LF v hEEAT 30, BESEPEI0LE, FfEFE0 \—
By PRAOEIICH L THIEL E#hizy

o C/C++RADTuY S LF xv HThH, REHIBNI o
b, RHLENZWRERE SR E, T2 TREN

o CFG %HRTAMTE, BOAARIUB & F v VicH
DB EL KB, Fu—)VixF oy 7 28T, 0o—h
WisFzy Vi EEBEMICHB.

PANE Y dilif vz = 2o R ol

2.3 KBTS 7ERVETQISLFIVA

2.2 HIOMEICH L, EE 53 SpecC &l SDG 2RV,
REREH L RNBCEROBREF v I TE 0T L
Fxy ARRRLIE.[12],[13] 2D 5 B, ROWHLEBOSRD
BRHUFEEICOVTHAT .

ARETEELT LDBVY AT LLNVER TR, AHIE
LTV 2 D07 AT, —5 TRA%R, —AT8RE
75 LVSHESRETS. TORAK, RAVSRID BRI
fibha L, IiHac TR BRI hs T LickD, ELLH
fELIEV. ¥, IRIFBENE o TUHRNCEIT T &V EfTZ
YFUCEFTLES & LEBAICLAROASKIEIDES. T
DOFER, ZOLS5 WA ERHT2BZENLLTVS.

1 LB 2 ICIRIMATEER B TRY. CORITIX, KERRO
%% 2 DDYAA Y7 Bhvrl & Bhvr2 ZHRNCETLTVS
fe¥b, B X o TR RMBLOEBIRET S.

COFETR, F—REETy VRS T LT K> THNAE
2FoTVWAEEREDS 5 EFEME L, ZOEFCOVWTa



3 SDG of example source code : Use of uninitialized variables
(False Warning).

Y ha—UEEL Y VWA T LIk > TRRICEIETE N
BENRHENZNESHERET S LS 2 BB TR
DFEELNEZH E 5 hE2HETS.

UTF, COFEERVNTHE 1O 12THICH S “a=y*2” (H2
DAT) BRI 3TN 5 8FTThH 5 LHEE O
AFEERT. A

(1) EByDWVT, F—&KEFELy V2WUS. “Finy”,
“Aldn y" ZEHELT, ¥5IT “A.Out y°, “F.Out y* Z&H
UT, Bhvrl © “y=a" ICBIET 3. - T, ‘y=a" TS
fToTVAAEEMEN H B T L H 5.

(2) Bhvrl ® “y=a” A} Bhvr2 O “a=y*2” & b &5l ik
TRITTN TV I BRHEET 5.

o ly=a" & “‘a=y*2” OWAAH LIV bR—lTYvTL
I—-hxy VOHEREHR L THEAMICIL S 78 A1C, BRETEE
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Z3GEOMEL/ — Kid, Main ENAET D “par” TH3.

o MHHERITO TV ATERDSH S y=a" LHTETD
/—RhroOREL (CO/—RFEFLEY) KX, TO “par”
J—EWNEET 5.

o KoT, ELLHHEEhixWAlREEN H 2 M H 5.
HoT, TD/—F “a=y*2” IEDOWTERERIHT.

HBED&Sic, TORETIRELL PIETETHS.

TODFETIX, SDG 2T BT LT, CFG DHDPAL
HBL, iia~RE ) — REMDE L THE. FIXE, HAEHRT
RAMMTOIIH, 1000 27 v THRICEOEES MO THAZ
h3LWSHEA, CFG TIZED 1000 X5y S50/ — KXl
HREMNHAHH, SDG TidEh5D ./ — FRicTy IhEES|
hhailh, TvJk 1 BRI TRY. 2078, CFG
DHTRHRBLIEHD 2 DEFETH ol u—/ iz F oy
JHEECRHATITS TEMNTER LV S AN OFEDORET
5.

L Lo, COFETRRBEELSV. B3 ICTRTHAO
&3, LT > TV ARINRICETEINS & 5% if fiD
RICHBPAER, if - else FIT & 3 HHEOL T DFPETOWHLS
Tbh T3 & 5 HFAIE, AHHEBN TR TV RICEHhd
DOTRENHS LV S FENE 3.

3. BREF %

HKEITE, £9 3.1 HiTHRD SDG ZAVETa IS A
Fxv HLARICERERZERLAVERTOI VR, V48
BORMTFERERL, R, 3.2 TR, RERXEERTSC
& CHIEAMEEORIERTV, RIHHEEROBR L XVEA
VABRORMICOVWTRRINEES LMERR LT 3 FE%
BRT5.

3.1 RIVRALaBROBH

AV EERRERTE8, TORSA2M@biEL TV
WENVRA VR THACEPHDETHEALTLES LS
I 3.

W, ROV 2 REHTIEE, BEOT FLARRS Y 2E
BUCRAT 3T L THRIERIT o TH BRI 34, &bk
RUFIETZ EIC &L > TEOFRHLETOEV S BIZEALT
LESHLHD, RTOFHELES.

CORBDIEDOFEL LT, UTO7 VTV XLERER
T5.

(1) KAV 2EBUTER E W-F A THRMNIC NULL %
AT 2L ICREAENTDRT 5 (RAThTVEVEAR.
THLEROF v Y TRRENS)

(2) SDG Z4£mT 3

(3) KAV ZDBBET>TVWAEFREAFHICONT,
UFoFxy 2 %135

(a) F—2EHELY ITERINTVSHE/— Ri2DWT,
ZEHLTWARAS Y ZEHIC NULL ZRALTWVWAHES5H
EWNB ‘

(b) %LU NULL ZRALTVABE, INVHES 288D
AREEN S B D CRE R T



1 void main(void){
2 int b,c;
3. . int sasNULL; °
4 bei;

5 if(cond){
6 a=gb;
7}

8

9}

4 An example source code :
 Nil-pointer reference.

5 SDG of Example source code :

Nil-pointer reference.

B 6 SDG of Example source code : Nil-pointer reference(2).

B4 - E5 I RVEAS Y 2 BRBORBAAERGIZRT. T
DFITE, if MOFTRA ¥ ZER a2 OFHELTDR TS
128, if HORPETENEWFRICRIHHESTDIT, IV
BV ZBROTEEMENH . NULL ZRALTVS/—FhH
BRAVEEFEALTVS “c=*a” ILTF—RKETY IHH B
5, VRSV ARADAHENEND B LYPETES.

LA UEHNS, TOFEICS 2.3 HIORIMHEERDOBIRD
Rt L AROMENE 3.

FAE, K6 DK, BTEITENAREICE>TVS if
XHEBPAR, if-else XIT & B 2MEDHA THHLNTbh
TOTRHTMEE 3 &5 EFAICKE, BBEEPRETS.

3.2 #HNOBRICEIBEDOR.L

3.2.1 BIEFEEHOHIE

AT, SDG LD/ — R BRE hi=REAROBREITS
T LT, TRRORNEDEFNCEET 3 RO RENET
B3FEFRETS. COFHER, 3.2.2 HiRU 3.2.3 HiOFE
THATETH 3.

F9°, —DDBIA TR D Entry Node A 5BIRE hlzik
BERHRD ./ — K VICBREAIREN & 5 h 2 HET 5285
D7 IVTY XL LocalReachability() %, B 7 D& 3 ICEH
T5.

Db, WKL TB/— Kb, SDG DAY b u—)LKEF
Iy Y% EntryNode ICill D % < E THARICILY , if XD else
floBaREER, TN DBERNEEZOEE, RANICE
MLTWL LT, HET 270X E[HLNTES.

ZLT, 7053 LERERH 5 OBLEREEZHET B
i3, TO7 IV XL (LocalReachability(V)) ZFIHL T, X

expression LocalReachablility(node V){
expression ex = "true"; -
bool reach.end = falso; .

while(!raach_ond){ /¢ ControlDependenceEdge %ill3 +/
switch(gotNodeType(V=ParentViaControlEdge(V))){
/s 7-FORSTRART o/ '
cage ENTRY: // entry /—FRBRTTS
reach_end=true;break; : .
case IF: // if X0 then X5
case WHILE: // vhile &5
case FOR: // for X6
I+ TOERRARICARN o
ox = (ex && gotExpr(V));: break;
case ELSE: // it X® else §ix5
/+ BEED > THRERICHEM o/
ex = (ex && IgetExpr(V)); break;
case PAR: // par %5
I+ REEEBMUEL »/

ox = ox; break;

7 Pseudocode of local reachability checking algorithm.

GlobalReachablil

p: (node V){
expression ex;
bool reach_end = false;
ox = true;
vhile(!reach_ond){
suitch(getNodeType(V)){
/+ /—FOBBTHERT o
case MAIN_CALL_SITE:
// main BIB® call-site /—FXSKTTS
reach_end=true;break;
default:
ex = (ex &k LocalReachability(V)); break;
}
VsGetCaller(GetEntry(V));
}
return ex;

}

B4 8 Pseudocode of global reachability checking algorithm.

BITRTTNIUXLEAVZCTLTRDOENS.

Thbb, HHRL T3/ —F25, main BREFTHLTL
% callsite /— Ricillh B ¥Fcavba—)bzy IV%#D,
ZOBE, MR T B/ —REE Call-Site /— FIi2DWT, Th
Zh LocalReachability() 2R, ZTh b 2&HFRICEML T
W TETRBENS.

TOX Sl LTELNRHRNE, REZLIEHEY—IVT
HET BT LT, BIEAED &S5 HDORENAETHS. T T
Tid CVC[14] ZRIA L.

fei2L, /—RiciEREhi=RoEREaY tao—)L/—F
IOV TOHToTWVWB I, &S HEORP TRENICHER
LTWBEBNORANRET 2 HEE LI, ELLHET
EhV. FOL S HRERE, RAMTOIBTICHLVE
Ba2E5X 5% S ICHIMEBERTC L THLTES.

B&FERT. K9 K10 icHEOY—Xa— K& SDG %
AT, 13 FHOD “d=4" BT 354, SDG ZAHVTHES
NB “b==2" “I(al=1)",%al=1" M5, « (b==2) && (!(al=1))
&& (al=1)" L7253,

ChERERYIEHEY—IV CVC THIET B1=8%ic, B 11
IRY CVC AN ZERT 5. CVC © QUERY X TR,
EX &R EROMICEHL L TESHICHTEIRAK
Valid %, REINENE InValid 2589, 2T T, HELEWE
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1 behavior Main{

2 void main(void){
3 int a,b,c,d;
4 a=1;

5 b=2;

6 if(at=1){

7 b=1;

8 }

9 else{
10 c=3;
11 1f (b==2){
12 it(at=1){,
13 d=4;

14 ¥

16 }
17}

9 Example code of
Reachability Analysis.

10 Example SDG of
Reachability Analysis.

1 a,b:INT;
2 QUERY NOT((NOT(a/=1))AND((a/=1))AND((b=2)));

11 Example CVC code of Reachability Analysis.

HROBFEEREX 5T LT, InValid WMENIERE 2T
FET 3, DX D EEARETH Y, Valid BHENERG 2T
BRISEFE LRV, TabBIETAETH S LHES B,

TORITIE, Valid, bbb, 20X S REGERHETERE
BREELZVEVIRBRMEO O, #-oT, 131TEICIIBEE
AEETCIREVEHEE IS,

3.2.2 REHHLEROBROMM

2.3 MIDFHICHRWVWT, avro—UkETy VEFIA LK
ERBEHKOHEDRDDIC, 3.2.1 ZFA L & D BEEOHL
SEBFEERET 3.

TIvIdY XL TOMED TH 3. %515, Reachability(V)
*® LocalReachability( V) i 3.2.1 fiOFEERAVTRH S
ha¢d3.

o Vik V2hRUHEBRICHZBE
CFG £T ViH5 V2 ICEER§EH D (LocalReachabil-
ity(V2) — LocalReachability(V1)) £ LTRHEIB. T
h*% AlwaysExecute(V1,V2) &9 3.

o VIl V2HRUEBAICENES

(1) SDG LT Vi & v2oREDEE/ — K Va ZRD,
V1H5 Valc SDG 2#13BHCREICIEHE T 3 call-site 2 Vics,
R V25 Va i SDG £ HBRICRHEICEHT 3 call-site
#V2es T 5. (FD &Sk call-site BMEVIESIZFhFH
V1,V2% Vlcs,V2cs £ 9 3)

(2) VaWETEhEBAK VI, V2HAThPhETIND
2k{§ Condla,Cond2a ZFD X 5 IcRD B

— Condla=(Reachability(Va) — Reachability( V1))

— Cond2a=(Reachability(Va) — Reachability(V?2))
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(3) k¥ 3B%H X AlwaysExecute(Vles,V2cs) &&
(Cond2a — Condla) Cf#5h 3
(2% b, FUHLRHOBEBA THEZFEFTRITENTNT,
»D, MERERTVBRIIONTS VeREFEh TV
VI BEFEATVS, LS TERHELTVAS)

BBZEVTRT. 9T, MN3TED “d=4" BEFTEh
BIBEITIZFDHNC 10 ITEHD “c=3" BB TERITEhTV3]
S haHETS.

LEOFHEICHS &, “(((al=1))&&(b==2)&&(al=1)) —
I(al=1)" EVSREHIEEI, ThERBRUEHEY—IV CVC
THETBC LT, “e=3" PETEINTWEIESFEEhZ L
HETES.

3.2.3 X)bHA v EZBROBKMY

3. 1 I THRELE VRS V2 BROKRMFEEIC, MO
EFAEITE N3 REORINT L, BREFOBIETEEDOHE
ZEINT AT L TREEEEL TFERUTOL S ITRRT 5.

(1) RAVIEBUIER S W/-FE R CHRMIC NULL %
RAT 3

(2) SDG Z4ERT3

(3) RAVZDOBRET> TV AERZAFNIEDOVT,
LUFDF xv %2175

(a) Reachability() 2T, ZOEMICEET 5 HEM
MHEMHET .

o FETIAEENRVEE, BEONR LT, ROEFR
EHFRS.

o HETHAMEMELNESBE, LEDF v ¥ 2T,

(b) F—REELY VTEREIN TV AR/ — RIiZDWVT,
EELTWVWARA Y ZERIC NULL ZRALTWVAHE S H
ZRNRB

¢ %L NULL ZRA LTV 3 ERHMEVES, BEONS
LET, ROBEHEFENRS.

o &L NULL ZRALTWAEFAE S LI, T 6icid
BOF v 7 #2175,

(c) F—2EKELY VTERINTVBH/ —KiconT,
FEEHLTWAB RSV ZERIC NULL N DEZRALTVS
e SHRRS

o LLARALTWAERBSH-1ER, TOITHERITENS
%4+ % Reachability() & & o TR, MifHkOEMGERICinZ 3

o RAZIT>TVWRL2TOERICOVWTRRICRDIRT.

(d) RDENI=FULORERELT OR TRVIEL DI
DWW, CVC ZHWTHICKTH 30 E5hF v 7T 5.

o HTHIIE, BEMBEEIhTV3 LHEEZNBOT,
ROEFTERRS.

o BTHNE, INRA Y E2BROTERLH 50T, B
ZHY.

COFETR, 3. 1 ITHRBEENRETAAL LTRLEE6
D& ST if X & else XOTH CHMELEIT> TV BBATY,
LT h 3441 “cond || lcond” LD RICEHTHZDT
BHEONBLELT, ELLHEENS.



#£ 1 Infomation of SpecC Testcase Codes.

Name

Brief Exmplanation Lines # of # of time to
behaviors nodes in SDG generate SDG
IDCT_ROW Part of Behavioral description of 135 2 389 1.685 sec
Inverse Discrete Cosine Transformation
DWT Behavioral description of 202 3 1474 3.312 sec
Discrete Wavelet Transformation
#£ 2 Experimental Result of Program Checkers.
Type of node Testcase | Warnings Real False  Miss | Time # of CVC
Check interpretation Errors Warnings (sec)  callings
Uninitialized No IDCT 48 2 46 0 |0.082 -
DWT 28 1 27 0 |0.228 -
Yes IDCT 3 2 1 0 1.341 7
DWT 11 1 10 0 |1.119 56
Nil-pointer No IDCT 3 2 1 0 | 0.067 -
DWT 2 1 1 0 0.169
Yes IDCT 2 2 0 0 |0.103 2
DWT 1 1 0 0 0.207 2
4 g BER DY, COFELTY—va vl yIal—yaveé

BIEEE LT 1ITRT & 57% SpecC fodbZHEL, Thdo
BIEIC, ZhENDF 2y VIS CTe N T 88, FERTRA
Lzt oRERL TEMERZTo .

Il (M U 7=3HE#E, CPU ' Xeon 3.2GHz Dual, X &
YAt 2GB D PC/AT B8 TH 3.

735, DWT 0./ — R IDCT_ROW LR L TITHOHI
ICIERICKZVDR, B C SATSVDNYE T 7L IVICE
Y2 EcRDTHS.

KROKREE 2 ILRT.

TZOERNS,

o WTFNDBELEALENTOREUSNREL TV

o ZGROBRETS C L TEBEIFELLTVS. Fic
RIOFHCERORM T, DWT OFIT 46 fBH o 18R HA 1
f&ic, IDCT OFITIX 27 @H 5 10 Bic &, RERFHEICH~RK
RCEPLTVS.

o ZORME, RHROBEREITSBAF, CVC ORUTHL
HERVRY ViEIE>TVS

o  FO¥SLF v hBEOLERMICH L, SDG DER
D ARESMERTE AV
VST LAB.

5. EEHESROBE

AR T, SDG ZHWVT SpecC BRFDNRT DRV DH 3
fEF2RIHT 3 FED—D L LT INVRL V2 BROBMFE
EZHRRL, ¥b5ic, SDG O/ — R LOFRKREMRI B LT
RIBHEER L VRS V2 BRORMMEE 2R LT 5 FE%
BRUTe. %, EBIC X o THERTH: & B L TERIHAKA
BB UT-C L ZRERB L.

SHOTE L L TR, BERORENSRORME Zfto S0
I35 £ DRMELE, wait / notify I &K ZFEIAZEFIA UBRRH

RUITRy T, fode—5BIE LBE0%=MIX SDG
OEERFEENET5NS.
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