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Modular Verification of C Programs
with Bounded Model Checking Method

Yuusuke HasHiMoTo1:12 and SHIN NAKAJIMATS 1

Software model checking is a promising technique to improve the reliability
of programs. This paper introduces a notion of Design by Contract (DbC)
into SAT-based bounded model checking of C programs. It achieves the modu-
lar verification and resolves the scalability problem that model-checkers usually
have. Further, we propose a new DbC notation for C programs using pointers to
functions and a two-step method to check the programs. We also demonstrate
the reduction of the number of spurious alarms and the detection of potential
bugs in the experiment using source codes of MINIX.
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3. VARVELOOO
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Table 1 Typical programming errors detectable by F-Soft/VARVEL.
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3.1 VARVELOOO
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02 VARVEL O DbCOO
Table 2 DbC notation of VARVEL.

goooao oo pooogooo oagd

@invariant C 000 coooooooo oo
goooood __return oooood

@pre C 000 coooooooo _length( a ) 00 «eO00O000O0O0
ooo _strlen( s ) 000 sOD0OOO0OO0OOO

@post C 000 coooooooo _old(v) 00000000 «»000
good oo

@param[out] v 00 v 00000000
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10 : void (*task) ( int ); 20 : void execTask(){

11 : void callTask( int n ){ 21 : task = doTask;

12 : if (0 <=n) 22 : callTask( 0 );

13 : (xtask)( n ); 23 : }

14 : } 24 : /x* @pre O0<x */
25 : void doTask( int x ){
26 : /*x0o0o000000000000O0O %/
27 : }

01 00000000o000000000

Fig.1 Example with a function pointer.
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doTask 000000000 COCOUOOVARVEL O doTask DO OO0 0<xO O 2400
000000000000 task0000ODO0ODOODOOD BOODODODOODODOO
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03 000Oooooo bbCOOd
Table 3 DbC notation for formal contracts

ooooo oo

@variable_contract ( f ) 0000000000000ooooDD fOO0DD

@array_contract ( f ) gooo0oooUo0ooOoUoO0DOUD fOODOUODOD
@array_elem_contract ( f,i) go0oo0ooo0oo0oo0oUoO0OoOoDO fO<0000O00O0OO
@type_contract ( T) goooooooooo0 TOoooooooooooo
@field_contract ( T'f ) 00000000000 70000000000 0OOUOODOD fO0OOO
@field_array_contract (7, f ) | 00000000 OD TOOOOOOOOODODOOOOOOOO fO
ooooooo

go0o0o0o0o0U0ooo0 TOOOOOOOOOODODODOOoOOoOoO fO

@field_array_elem_contract

(T, f,4) i000000ooo
oooooo oo
,,aN(N:l..) Joooooo NOooooo

OoooaAa(@OOOooooooon) o000 A(@OoOooooooooo)

10a: /** Q@variable_contract( task ) 10 : void (*task)( int );
10b: @pre 0<=__al */ 11 : void callTask( int n ){
10 : void (xtask)( int ); 12 if ( 0<=n )
11 : void callTask( int n ){ 13a: __assert( 0<=n );
12 if ( 0<=n ) 13b: __assume( O<=n );
13 : (xtask)( n ); 13 (xtask)( n );
14 : } 14 : }
02 O00O00OObOObDOoboa 03 OOOobOOoboOoboooboa
Fig.2 Example with a formal contract. Fig.3 Example with primitives for Fig. 2.
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checkl( prog, SRCs ) : Result
FCs « findFormalContracts( SRCs );
foreach fc in FCs
while ( loc « findCall( fc, prog ) )
prog < insertPrimitives( loc, fc );
5. return doSWMC( prog )

04 0DO00DOO0ODOO0ODOOOOOOOOO0OO0O0OO00OO00OO00O0000D0
Fig.4 Algorithm to model-check a program with calls through function pointers.

oW e

04 00000O0O0O0O0OOOOOOOOOODOO

Table 4 Rules to convert formal contracts to source codes.

poooo oooooo
a @pre P __assert( P’); __assume( P’);
a’ __assert( !'n==i || P’); __assume( !n==i || P’);
b __old( v ) __old_v=v;
c Qparam[out] v | v=__NONDET__();
d | epost Q __assume( Q’);
d’ __assume( 'n==i || Q’);

000 &0 d’000000000000O00000O000O00G000O
PPOPO0ODO0OOODODOOODODOOODOn0O000D00O0O00O00000O00000O000
i000000000000000000000__NONDET__(OODO00D000DO000O00D0O
QUQUOI0D00D0O000000D0 Leld( v )OOO __oldvOOOOOOO

gooooooooooobooooboooooboooobooboobooooobobOoDo
SRCs 00O 00OOchecki DOOOOSRCs 0O ODOODOOOOOOOOFCsODODOOOO 1M
gooobooooooooooobooooooobooooooooooooooooooa
000 lecOO0D0O0O0O 23M0001ecO00d0d0O0 400000000000O00O03
oooooooooooOoOoOoOoOOOOOOOOOOOOProg O OOOO 40O 4
D000 a0bOOODOOOOOOOCODOOOOOO0O0O000000O00O0 1ocO0O0O0O0O
00000 c0dOOD0O0O0 locOOO0O00O0O0O0O0O0ODOchecki OOOOOOOOO
goboooboobooooooboobooooooobooOoOoOOoOoDOOoOos@booooonoo
gbobooobooooooooobooooooooobooooobooobobOooooboobo
goood

goooobo200000000000000 callTaskOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO
OA0O0OCOOOOchecki DOOODODOAODODODODOODOtaskO0O0OOOOOOOOOO
OO0 10a-10b000000task 0000000000 (xtask)(n) 00000 130000000
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check2( prog, SRCs ) : Result

1 Result « ¢

2. FCs « findFormalContracts( SRCs )

3. foreach fc in FCs

4 while ( loc < findAssignment( fc, prog ) )

5. ap < findAssignedProg( loc, prog )

6 ac « findActualContract( ap, SRCs )

7 Result < Result U checkConsistency( ac, fc, loc )
8 return Result

05 ODO0O0000O0O0O0OOOOO0O0O0O0DOODOOOOO

Fig.5 Algorithm to check the consistency between actual and formal contracts.

checklUOOOODO ald00OOO0O00O0O0ODOOOODOOOO=__a1 00000 __a1 0000
n0000000000000000000000000 __assert(0<=n); __
O000D0task 0000000 DODOO0OOODODODOOODODO 30 13a-13b[O 000000
0000 callTask DO OODOODDOOOOOOO0O __assert0 0 30 1320000000
Jdddddbooooboooboo0d0ooodoooDoobOo0oooooooooooOooa
oo0oooooooooo

4.3 000000O0OO0OO0O0OO0OOOOOOOODOO

gOodoobodooobooooooooooooboooooooooooooooog
go0ddooooooooooodoooboooooooooobooooooooooa
0000000000000000000000000YWooooo0ooo0o0o0o0o0 ¢o
doddddooooobboodoooooooobo0dooooooooooooooog
dodddooooobobobooooooooooobooooobobooooooooooog
dddddooboboobboodoooooobooooboooobooooooooooooo
0o0oooobooooooooooooo

Preformal = Preactual (5)
Postactuat = Post formal (6)

O00000D0oo00oo0opUOooUo (b)0(B)0L 5000000000 check2[
O000000O0DOcheck2 00000000000 0O0O0OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO
00000000 progUOprogl 00O 0O0DO0OODOOODOOODOOODOOODOOODOO
0ddddddooobooOboO0000o00ooobobooODOO sRes0 00O OOOO check2
0000000000 Result JOOOOOO 1MOO0DOcheck2d SRCsOOOOOO0O

assume (0<=n)
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1 :logic QF_LIA ; 0000000000
2 :extrafuns (( al Int )) ; 0100
3 :assumption ; GO00O0oOoOooooooo)
4 (not (implies ; 0O OO0
5 (<= 0 al) ; 00000 : 0D00OD00O 0<=__al
6 (< 0al))) ; 00000 : 000DDO o0<x
06 ODO00O0OODOOOOOODOOOUOODODOOOO

Fig.6 Example of a script to check the consistency between actual and formal contracts.

000000 recsO0D00000O0 2FecsO00000000O00ODO fcO0O00000O00OO
O00000000000000 lecOOO0OO1ocOO0O0OOO0OO0OOOOOOOOOODOO
O0000 ap00000000 acO00000 3-600000acO fcO00000O0OO
Doooooooooo0oooooooobofoddResult 0000000 70000
0ooo0ooo (p)o(k)o0ooooooboo0oooooooooooooonooo
o0o0ooo0ooo0ObOo0oO00O000O0000cO0O00O0O00O00O0O0O0O00000O0
O0000Ocheck20000000000000O0OResult00000 8 ResultJOOOO
0000000000000 000000000000000C00O00O00O0000000O0
0000ooooo

0000000000000000 2000 execTask JOOOOO0OO0O00OO0DBO0O 20
U000 A00100000BOO000OOcheck20 00000 AODOODOOOO task
O0000000Oepre 0<=__al00 20 10a-10b00 000 0O O check2 O O execTask O
Oo0000 taskDO0OOO0OO0OOOOOOOOODOOO 10 210000000000000
O0000 doTask DO OOO0OO0O@pre 0<x00 10 240000000check2000
Oo000boo0O0000000000 0«xO00 10 24000000000 0<=__a100 2
0O 10b000000000000000000O0SMT-LIBOOOOO 600000000
0000000 doTask OO0 xO0O0O0000O0 task 000 __a1 00000000 a1
000000000 a1l DODOODODOO 0k=al DOOOOO (5)000000000
al00000000000000000000 60000000 Yices” 0000000
O000000000000000000000000 (a1 0000000000001
oo0oOOOO0OCOOOOCOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

5. 0O O

400000000O0C0CO0O0O0O0OCOOOODOOOOOOOCOO0OOOOODOOOOO
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05 O00D0OO0OO0OO0ODOODOO
Table 5 Target source codes for the experiment.

O oo ooo oo goooooooo
ooo goooooono 718 29 gooooooo
oooo goooooooo 763 37 oooooooo
oooo ooooooo 1,107 38 oo

000000000 0SO0O00 MINIX2YO version 3.1.10 000000
MINIXOOODOOOOOOOODOOOOODOOOOOOOO0D0OO0000000000a0
0000000000000 0000000000000000000000000000
000000000000000000000000000S0000000000000
000000000000003000000000000000 5000000000
000000000000000000000000000000000000000 50
00000D000000000000 VARVELOOODOOOOOOO0OO0O0000000
000000000000000000000000 CO0O00000000000000
000DDO0O0DO0O0OMINIXOOODDOOOOODODO0O0O0000000 750000
0000000000000 300000000000000000000000 500
0000000000000 D000000 20 3000000000000000
0000000000000 D0000000000000000000VARVELODO
00000000000 000000000000000000000000000000
000000000000 00000D000000000000000000000

5.1 0000000000 000DO000000

0000000000000 21)0000000000000000000000000
O0D0ODO0DODOVARVELOOODOODOOODODODODOOO 600000 60000
OD00PredPost0Alarm 000000000000 00D000O0O0O0OOOOBugd GV
FPOOthers 100 0000000000000 0000DO00DOO0ODO0ODOOOO
0000000000000 0000000000000000000000000000
0000000D0000000000000000000000000000000000
0000000000000D0000000000000000000000000000
ooog
000000D0000000000000000000000MINIXOODOOOO0O0D
000 —40NR.TASKSOOOOOOOOVARVELOOODOOOOOODOOOOO —4
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06 OU00O0OOOOOOOOOOUOOOOODODOD
Table 6 Result of modular verification using pre-/post-conditions.

O Pre | Post | Alarm | Bug | GV | FP | Others
ooo 46 37 20 2 11 6 1
oooo 41 18 2 1 0 1 0
oooo 7 39 3 2 0 1 0
goooo 37 71

07 DO0O00O0OO0O0OOO0OOO0O0OO0O0OO0O0OO00O0O0O000O0
Table 7 Result of modular verification using invariants and formal contracts.

O Inv | F.C. | F.A. | Alarm | Bug | Others
0ooo 11 0 69 11 6 5
oooo 0 29 38 1 1 0
oooo 0 22 22 20 20 0
0ooooo 0 17

goboooooooobooooooooboooooOoooobooooboooooooobboOooooo
goboooooooooooobooooboooboOo0oooooboooooooooDbboo
gooooooooooooooooboobooooooboooooooooooooDbobbo
goboooooooobooboooooooooooobooooooobooooooobboooooo
goooobooboobooooooooooboooooboobooooboooooDobooooDboo
goboooooooboooboobooooobbooooo
5.2 JO000O0OO0O0ODOOOOOOODOOOO0DOOODO
s.lgubboooooobooooboooooobooooboooooooogooon
goooboooooooooobooooobobooooooooooooooooonoa
O0oooU0o0ooooooUoOooo (h)U()ooooooUooooUooooooa
gobodoooooboooooboooobooooobooobooOoooooboOooDboOooo
VARVELOOOOOOOOOODOOOOOO 70000070000000InvOF.C.O
FAOAlaomOOOOOO0OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOODOOOOOOOO
O0000000000000BugOOthers0 0O 0OODOO0O0OOODOOOOOOODOODO
gobooooobooooooobooobooooooooboooo
gboobooooboooooooboobooobooooOoobOoOoOoOooOoOobOoOoOoOoDo
0000000000000 00000/00000U0UDOU0O 600 20%05/250000
00700 84%027/320000000000000000OUOODODOOOOUODOODO
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/**
1: @pre CANCEL <= op && op <= DEV_STATUS
2: Q@pre -NR_TASKS <= proc && proc < NR_PROCS
: @post !( op == CANCEL ) || ( __return <= 0K )
*/

int dev_io( int op, dev_t dev, int proc, MM ){
4: dp = &dmap[(dev >> MAJOR) & BYTE];

w

5: dev_mess.m_type = op;
dev_mess.PROC_NR = proc;

7: _,assert( OO0ODOOOOCOOOOO );

; —_assume( 0O O0000O0COOOO );
8: (*dp->dmap_io) (dp->dmap_driver, &dev_mess);

9: _cassume( OO0 OOO0OODOOOO );
10: return(dev_mess.REP_STATUS);

07 OO0O00O0OO0O0O0O0OO0O0OOO0O

Fig.7 Example of source codes with a detected failure.

2RI FRA vE—V JREA =Y
m_type m_type m_type
m2_il DEVICE #A7L_5 REP_PROC_NR
m2_i2 PROC NR [ REP_STATUS

08 MINIXOOOODOOOOODODOOOODOOOOODOO
Fig.8 Request and reply messages in MINIX device drivers.

goooboboooooooooooboboobooooooboobooooooobooooooon
goboodoooooboooooboooooobooooooo
or7o000O0O0OO0OO00O0O0COOOOOOOOOOOOODOOOCOOOOOOOOOOD
Uoboooooobod dp—>dmap_io00000O0OO0OOO0O SODOOOCOOODOO
Oo00o0o0oooooOO0O0OO00000O0O0OMINIXOOOOOOOOOOOOO 8O0O0OO
gbobooboobooooboooobooboooboobobooOoboobOoobOoOooboOoDOo
ooboboooooooobbm2_i1 0 m2_i20000000 DEVICED PROC_NRO DO OO
goOOpevicEDOOOO0OO0O0O0O0O0O0O0OO0OO0OO0OOOPROCNROOODOOOODOOO
goboooooooooboooobooooooooooDooObo0oo0n0 m2_41 0 m2_i2000
0000 REP_PROC_NR [0 REP_STATUSUUO O OOOOOREP_PROC_NROOOOODOODOO
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08 O0O00O0OOOOOOOOOUOOUOOUObOUObOObOO
Table 8 Result of consistency checks between actual and formal contracts.
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