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Abstract Abstraction is a fundamental technique for solving the state-explosion problem in software
model checking. In this paper, we survey a variety of abstract modeling formalisms that have been
developed for this over the years. We first provide an overview of abstract software model checking
based on the theoretical framework of abstract interpretation. We then discuss in detail several
abstract modeling formalisms that are represented by 1) boolean Kripke structures, supporting
traditional over-approximation or under-approximation; 2) Kripke modal transition systems and mixed
transition systems, respectively corresponding to 3-valued and 4-valued Kripke structures, supporting
both over-approximation and under-approximation on a single model; and 3) models with hyper
transitions, including generalized Kripke modal transition systems and hyper transition systems,
allowing for more precise abstract model checking. We discuss the corresponding approximation
relations and optimal abstract models, and highlight their shortcomings and the motivations for the
development of new formalisms. We also introduce the completeness results of abstract modeling
formalisms. Finally, we discuss the problems in theoretical and practical aspects of abstract models

and point out future research directions.
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Fig. 3 Overview of abstraction in software model
checking.
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F R 0985 /R E 1R X (structural/small-step oper-
ational semantics), & A 75 /R Kripke %5 #J 3k 3
AR BLRSRBE, —ANRRE PR LR AR A
i &l Ccontrol flow graph, CFG) (Loc, Edge, ) 3
Fon Hh Loc & P YA BRAGFR 7 AT (2 B AE &
Edge“LocX Loc JEI MBS »x FER 2k e, FARIC
— &P A o . X FE 4 Ca) FroR 1R T
P it CFG WA 4 (b) iR, B2 5 1 AR 25 25 i)
SEAR P AR B A R AR A AR A IR AR T i
Bk e BNIER] n; 8 LT AR AR T AT AL B 2

0: void main () {

18 int x=2,y=3;

2:  if (x/2==0){

3 x=x+1;}
else {

4: x=-x;}

by y=x+1;

6 : }

(b) CFG of Pex

0: void main () {

1 p=true;

20 if (0

3 p=plirue, x;}
else {

4: p=p? false, true; }

5:  p=p;

6: }

(c) The boolean program obtained using the predicate p: x>0

Fig.4 A simple program.
B4 —AN 6] S B2 7 48]

() PR 25 B 1 0 &R o RS T AL Y TR 1
vi=expr MMEER 2 MRRFPIRE sotos,t€r 4 H
WM t=s[v > sCexpr) |, Hop sCexpr) HFIE R
expr TERAS s T RYUE. 140, X TP Poh AT 3
WiEm c=x+1, 8 x> 1,y > 1), {(x > 2,y
1) € ry BAFRF ARSFe e RS h CFG & 4%
T30 XoF I P RR S B 4 56 2R 1 IR B A L.

GBI 25 (1] M7 X MR B AT Ry AT
AT 38 R FOIR AR B i R e R AR AR
T4 G AR Y 22 [] HAT AR08 &35 K4 R AIE . 4 31 3 Xof
)7 P g B A A AL 1 P38 i X B 4500 e TRT
— AT s AR R 7 R SEAT. B X T
R =2+ 18R] R ANB IR AR & p:a>0 K
SRR, QP B AT =2+ 1 X T p R,
B2 anH p EAE AT « =+ 1 Z 050 5, W7
PATZIG  p BHEDR R E L BVA : ((p > true), (p
> true)) €7y .

il G B R il G A 2 ) B A & R T T L
b HHEAT A O A AT S e R A A TR R R A
for I, BF SR N D1 2 R B T 2 A ) 1) A5 AR
T X R Kripke 8589 HEA7 40 G020 258 4 4y
o FRATTHE BRI I A [ il G A5 R (Y 25 44 R AL 1 S
FH R b I DL Ry 3 2 R R I R X AN [R) 4
SHEZM TS,
2.2.1.2 W F# % (temporal logic)

XF i 3 BT AR R PR AT S Ja 1 T ok R A
Fr B B A A0 WAL, CTLL LTL 55 p R A
NSl s Z Y 2 A e L Rk AR 18 CTL 5 LTL
s CTL 5 LTL AR5 5 T 3k 0 78 52 bR vh o
0. L, ETA — BRAERF AR FHAE J5 7 A & L
JFHANEEESEFOM AL 0L, 78528
i, L, W OL, TR EITA ~ #AERFAUE
FAAE B 1 9F BAE & B E O A= i
L AK vZ« 2 p NCIZEP CTL iy AG-p) & T
L AR vZ « pVOZRN CTL i EFp) & T
OL,. A1 mMF L, fMOL, BFRn i b 4
FRJE P Cuniversal properties) #1175 J& 4 (existential
properties) ; B AT 43 7l # R F )7 v BT A B A2 A
FEAR B4 O e M. I A OC Y M ] L g O
SRR MDY AR MR A R OR IR R
SR ORTERFAT I AV 2 ¥ AN AEAESE
BN AR A TE AR SRR I S s R
A7 TR TR P AT 0 AN R Rk L R
GE A R AT BRI A5 X T A A R G AT o W R
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FH AR A7 A Ja P 0 22 4 16 P TS e 5 T A S Y )
JP B A okl ACTL A3 AGEFp it /R
) Jas

2.2.1.3 IE#i (soundness)

R T ORI G A ARG T f TE v, BRI AR
Tl G R 2 ) ) 3 T G AR O I OC &R o B
E Xl — Fh B vE R FF 58 & (property-preserving
relation) , Bl : X} F— 4 Jg@ £, — MR R M* €
MT L LB — A BARBE RS M€ M. 2R X TR Y
BV o€ L. BFE M™ TR RLKG I 25 51 AT LR £ 3]
M b8 A M7 g i M, acfE M7 < M. %55 i,
WER M b WEMGREBWUMASTFR M L,
Il 7 = 11 g ™ W0 Bk 2388 50T 7T T % I P 0 119
UESE s 1 30, % TR Fp AN AFAESE B & e o, A 2R M
WEWAT AR M EE. WA LET. 82 mE ¢
M FREIBA ¢ M Bz 8 A E
UESE. 28 Hh . 4 2R 2R ik 60 25 2R AR 08 Bl [ 35, B
e = M AR %3 S T R
o BIED. Bl an, an 2k M™ 65 AT e M B4,
BIA & AR ¢ 7M™ o BIAETE &R
FERIAT R A 15 M B i Ja 145 B3R L.

T 3k i e P DR 35 5 AR AU A R AL 31 L
PRRE R, B M 55 {43 (weak preservation)™*, BT 55
PRAF A0 5 20 BT 0 45 AL AT L AN B 5 9. 491 4« 76 X
Ja P B TE S 2 B b TR o 72 M7 E D B IR A4 FRAT
TCEWE @ 15 M F &5 Rar. QR s kO F ¢ £ Bk
A 55 A QA ) B AR R A T, 0 45 DAL (A A Y
BRI A K HE B DR R FR R 5 O £ (strong
preservation)t,

TE R B E 7 45 1 O HE 22 b X 5 4 R 40
AT R 1] R G R 32 ) T B4l (simulation) (9 4 /&,
RREADL AT DA Sy 220 o A A4 A 504G 0 v ik 5 0 B 1Y
TEA P CED S AL () 3@ 3T OC &) /Y — Fh 45 14 1k 1k
(structural characterization). I 4k, $if % 4 #7 1 1E
it v LU Galois % 45 F 2 {8 32 48 R #4746 3R
X 77 T A 2R R AE T — 5 Hh X AN (] 6 Al e A A
P4,
2.2.1.4 K E 55 (precision and optimality)

AR (R 2 AT DA 5 %o 2 2 3 58 AIE £
I RE 1 ok AT M Bt 0 40 - 45 8 P S R B AL MY
M AR MP B AR M7 RES X B £ R
o BB E B 30 TR 25 2R g U L X TR B TR Y
JBYE o A | @ 1M = @ I FRATHEN A MS By
R MT (R B 0 /E M7 <M. X R X

A SR R 2 TB) B DG R O R T AR Y 2 T Y
FORFR.H AR MP < M5 B2 %) & PR gk T
M7 & M7 AL 5] an, X T R AT 4R E
Y Poc CINFE 4C) TR0 AT 3 1 o=+ 1. 2k
SR IR A A2 i pe ™0 Sk Uil R AEAY IR 4 %)
T o W R R TC AR AT AT R . i SR i i AR
i gx/2= =0 KHEATHG IF 2 R ALA b Al 4%
R ARE 4R
({p > true,q > true),{p — true,q — false)),
({p > true,q > false),{p > true,q > true)),
M RE 8 3531k T8 22 @ 1 DRI AR X AU p B i 1
{10 4ih G AR BEATORS . 2 B rp B SR Y il AR —
FRCHR 2 A1 7K Kripke S5 44 1) 4R L X AE RV JH 48—
AT o QAT DL ke 220 i) Al G A58 Y ) RS 8 LA B HL AR RN
TR 2 8] (Y 38 1T OC R

25 NG BE AR YR — A B A A AT 4
G20 BT B B A FR0 K i A CE e O B9 ) i 5 45 7 i %
XF I A] B8 22 1Y J PEAE HH A E B0 20 BT s R TS BR
il G 455 A0 3 H MR Al 25 2 0 e EL AR 3 A 1R B il 5ok
SE S G AL B M G A AL S5 4 1 Y
AT s il GOIR S e OC FR M 3 L BR R IR A AR A
RS E — AR REE ST AR X Fh %A 7
o 3 ) it G 455 A R X DA Y L AR AR Y 1) i A i
T AR AT G R ) A L 3 S 5 AT i X A
GRS e 25 43 1Y) RS I R AR AR 55 3 KX
2 i R AR 23 A0 O 1Y B I A5 1R B 5 X
2.2.1.5 545 (completeness)

SEEMED P B A AL R X R SR
VE I 28 43 BT (0 Bl 2 B AL, B XF T — > il G A 4
PR BRI S MT WX TAE & — A B AR
BMMBEE o€ L2 || @ | Y Sy EmF HRAFTEE —
MR R AR M® € M7 i fF M7 i M H
g 17 S 20 08 2 N 3 Ak G E 442 36 U
B LRSEHN. 5 W THEMH RIS R,
2.2.2 MY R i il A A

W MR HER Z )5, Fe AT A T 2t 174
O3 A AR L (A5 B8 08 & T J5 AR I I X
() B AR AL Can il 3 v 111 Af 75 ). B AR SRR A 1 il 4
R AT DAAR 35 o A0 2% 71 ok 220 1, {H % 52 B o 3 G
T2 L4 (T P 3k S 2% P ok A 3 il G L. ] R X B 2%
A — AR 4 LA ASE 2 1) 235 A4y T o S T A 2 2L AR A
RUFEAT PR A R A 23 8] ) P R AN BRI A AT A7, 9 HLax
Wik 7R G 5 RS 23 (W] $EAT AR 1 Y.
P SR 1 sl A 2R 0 B A S B A S B v — R
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L H AR e SCAR rh b s il R R Y O 1 A o
AT RUFE V0 R P 00 il 5 A e, RIS 72 ) i S8 A
RS2 b JF Bl e e RGERRR. AL,
T S AR 5 RS B R OC Y B AR A E S 2R
R ] R TEI GRS 2 8] Al i sy, 1
rPOR A B 5 0C Rl o B i R SOk TR

T Y AR ARG I 65 b e B B — b i
T A G B R (1) )7 92 Grafl i1 Saidi 2 H 1915 17 i 42
(predicate abstraction)™, Xy s 412 i F T
A5 AR 96 GIE T L S g 42 i 4ok
A58 [A] 3l a6 TR AR A b IR IR ke e S A N Y
RIS H Z G 7T 38 i X H5e 55 1078 2% 1 19 43 B R 3R
b, BASRE  XF T A DU i A 48 o O R R R R 1Y
P P=(Loc.Edge,n) %5 —HEXHEBRFZHE
EMIBIRES Pred, i8R R & S Pred iy
BT — AN T P WA /K 72 5 (boolean program,
BP) , 3X # Fr A 18 4 (syntactic abstraction) , &
JaXf BP & G ik SCARAS Pl G e A —
MG RFEFF BP=(Loc.Edge.x" )5 P HA M )
BRI G5A  H P b i B — A B ) #  E AR
Pred Wi (fi /K2 ) BB — D2 A4 E A
T X SO IR A R TN N LA 1 ) R A B
14 T 1) 1 L 1 ek 72 . SR P BIIE W] 45 50 SAT SR i
o X Sl 52 1 A o A — IR o, 2 Bl TSR
EH] Pred 18 1 BIr 2 75 1Y 2 5% B 559 T B 2% 1
WP (s p) FI WP (s = p) WA IR 3R 38 Ok 3R A5 ]
W, EiEA] r=a+1 YUK IAES (p:a>0), X
FHRBATE SN WP (x=x+1.p) M WP (z=x+
L,op) A

WP(xz=zx+1,.p)=a>—1,
WP (z=zx+1, " p)=a<—1.

K= 0) v (4 308 16 4 3 RE 08 28

IRFBRA LA

BT A

p=>x>—1,
false>a<<—1,
MR AR BT 2= -1 2 p 20 T
FrzJa p IR E . p BE AR HIL TR 2=
1 BR R —wE X p LR p=prtrue:x,
FOr iy = RORCRMT. LML, X T P b &R EA
if(x/2==0) . i TADURIE =0, FATICE HEM i
A /2= =0 A7 f g FLa AR PR X 322 2 1 A Al 42
MR XS P ik R T 45 2 19 A /- B P
W 4Co) fros. T I AR FEF BP Z )5 - 5tAl L
ARG A [ 09 41l R 08 SOk g i il G A58 L. 49 4wl A

BP v 2 S0 B SR A6 B R 22 8] AN 1 0 i
$ (non-determinisite choice) KB FIXHFEF P 1Y A
LT X TR AL p= prtrues %, iR AR B
AR EHDGRE T p W B, BUATIZIE RS p
S E AW p B PT LA R B B R
[ RE X F 4B A i Go AR A @ I 15 X, Jil
FARF N 2 4707 LU & H AT 2028 3 78 E 4
417,

R T AR H T A R ] KRR S R A T i
I R IR LA, SCER (5 17 SLAM T By 52 3 v
P T #EFRCA Cartesian 14 (cartesian abstraction) ff)
I G T, o i OR S i 3 fH ) 5 5RR L At
VR ME | R th T o DR AE B £, SCIRE39 ]
ool T B R A R A R R T R BRTU A I R
1977 1% B2 B — 2 m] D) o — 26315 48] 3% 35 1) 18 1)
SCE A W R AR AT I A AE BLASTH )
3 o 2 BE OO AR I Y AN R EB 43R F AN [8] 14 38 18] 2547 kG
Py gy ik, B P dl 4 AR TH 5 A A2 A R L 3R
TG AR I A 3508, 55 4h . 7E JAVA PATHFINDER
HR AT 3 (EE B BT 2R s il T RS I i
AU B S T R IR ) 1 A DR T S ik
[39-40 7 MF G UE T. L YASM U — 25 R A 4
{H 32 % A8 35 S I0ORG B 1) il G A5 A L B 8 (W) BN O 15 X
Ja 1 A IE S 5 TR O 1) A R A DR 45 2R G T IR T 4
FOR VLKA AL 7 7T L2 2% 3ok [ 14 .
2.2.3 W2 ¥1k (abstraction refinement)

MR BRESER—ERE LFEE LR, B3
G 455 ARG I TG 12 45 B 4 1 25 R BIAE R AT R 8
T 38 1 BoRG i Al R B A AN SRR XA O
Bt 2 2 DA A B A 0 J Pk il 2 5 R 2 5 T 4
SRR AT R Y s F LAk A X T 45 1
PG RS ZS [T 5 ). LR A I 25 SR AN o
KA st B L EE CnE 3 th VTR XA
THZ UK AL A shad BEFR D R K51k : BN —
ASHURE 9 S5 06 B R B TT 46 i 2k AOR AE , B35
B — A R S5 B AR S X M AR o 0 8 4
RAEAY,

SR s — PR 13, XIR ZS 25 (8] JC R R 9 2 77 H 30
TR ERE 1 A AR ORI w0 B
R A P 30 T [0 i 2 ] ) 1. DAL S5 B i R
JH — Tl 35 T S A5 5 | 52 1) A1 GRG0 D 2 R X i G A5 A
HEATRGAE . — Bk U il 5 S 1) 2 98 7 b 52 A5 A
P BB S UE BH i M TG vk BT iR S B AR RS Ak 0y B AR
S L AE R T ) HLAR LAY X R A5 B o AT 25 R R
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1B AT AR A8 A A5 I8 SF 4 3k B JOIHS 6 17 b 2 A 7Y
X fE G AT DL B A e 55 A AR A, Craig
WY B Tt SAT ) 5E 25145 77 AR B A AT 3
SEPEGE IR A, B an, XFF R 4o h i 2 BT
K HIE FE A 2 0 A T AT 2 W RLAER
Mo PAT RIAT 3 B AT 4. NI B M ¢ AG(a>
0) 14l G ASE TR W0 285 51 S A1 o e b L 79 2 181) g 40
ITHEAR 1>2—>4—5, % B AR 7 B AR AR 7 h O AR af
PAT o R Ry R AR S 8. Sy 2 B3 s 48], ] e T 1)
z2[2==0 X147 2 By if (/2= =0) 154 47 T RS 1 Hb
5 S R S A R R AL

R T B RS R B A RO S B PR A 3 — A B
B /NI L AE 0% 4 116 B 5 4G T 45 S 1% il G2 A A, S
Tk (A7 1 H 25 5 MR 23R 2 2] 7 1 DA B b A B0 1 oF ik o
AP A GRS 0 B A 1) R SOk (48 T ik — 4 4
H PR I DT 5 A9) AR £ SR LA R e 4 n Al B 7B
kb G RS A ) e 5k B g I TR) A S I i G A
RS b, 5 58 456 T BB 4 S 1L A Br AR T, SC
MK 49-50 J5E Tl 4 /i B BRIS i 1 X &2 42 nl iR R3S
IR 15 R AT R R S B4 AT 1) A 1) 5 50 S B % el
GG Ak X FP 7 B AE SCk[51 ] b g 7 ) 3k 1
A7 R 1) A ARG U e ol G A5 R () A Ak 5. SCk (52 ]
3 3 At G A T T I ) S ) pR AT A MR R R R T
J2 A5 ) FHh G A s U B AR A L A A A 25 B o 1 I 51
() 7 1k 55 R FHRE P 1 ORI 1) 2 e ol B AR F 35 il
GUIRA A AIAEAR T B — 80, BRI g 1k 1)
T AT Z R R G LB AHE B 1 L 3T DL S 3% S
BRL15].

3 KR

AT THE A AR FE R BOE X iR, 4045 .
DA SR SRR SS9 A 3 3 5 1k DA RS RRIE Oy )
H T8 37 BT R R A R Kripke 8544 52) 43531
Xt T 3 (AN 4 {E Kripke 454 #) KMTS 1 MixTS,
Al SR A BEE M A T EE S 3) AR
e Z ) GKMTS il HTS. af 42 435 50K f (40 42
REFYRG I . LA SRy 32 5 A 28 A0 L 1) il 52 A 28 04 BF 5%
IS s 40 BT 45 A G A2 78 o) 10 1Y) 3 30 O R e P A A2
(1) 285 K0 7 A L Ty Re i Jmy BR A L 58 10 8T 1 4l
SRR L
3.1 7#/R Kripke £&#3

A 4% T 4 LA /R Kripke 251 (2-valued
Kripke structure, 2VKS) /5 B9 il 285 B, 75 X A

PR ARI T, — A L, A3 o MESHE N «(J0), 50H
AR, ATV T 2VKS #9 A 18 iF (over-
approximation) f1 H T i& #T (under-approximation) ,
ST X OL, A~ (e REE) MOL, AR
T B 1) IR 52 (g 25 45 i |l 43 00 1 FH T % A7 7 s
A4 Jmy Ja M B UE DA

.11 A L&k

7 8 T AR T I R G AR AT . R —
ol LR b X R G AR A 1Y) 3 I ) R R IR T
TR A&7 R R, X n] DU A4 (simulation) 4
kAT 2

EX 4., % K, =(S,,R,, I,)fl K,=(S,,R;,
I)J& 24 2VKS., =TI XR R pE&S XS, & K,
MK, FRBIHICR, YU FAEE (s1.5.) € o, &8
PR 46 AT

D LiG))=I,(s);

2)Vu€eS *Ri(t))=>36ES, « Ry(s5515)
NoCtisty).

WERAAAE — DI R o, i1 Ky MR ERIRES
il o 5 K, WARREHEER B2 M Ky B9 46
AR K W e A AT AR T LA N K, /) B IR
S ERTHEAT TR XAEOT  FRATU K.,
B K0 fE: Ko < Ko B0 B 5. K, i917 R4
HOET K MIThES. Wik, X F4)mE®ECL,
WAREE K ERSL R4 EE K Eab SR lior.

R RE A& AT DA ok o A IR Kripke 4514
R A AR AL 5 B AR A 2 [A] 0 TE A O &R B
F— BB K, DL — i g 2VKS B
K= i KB K, K* & K i — Al id 1
XoF 4 Jmy Jag M AT IR S 43 BT 09 28 ST 3K RE 1Y 8 I R
A A e — 2 il R R RS B T DA
I B TR 0 O AR O E S, B an SR KSR
Ki, W K7 <Ki. BW ERUEL. X EWE KT ALl
I K5 ke 2L, iy Ja . ik, KT K7
SRS .

A b8 1z N TR 2 A R Y 5 E G AR
PEREARIAG I T2 SLAM VI BLAST, af H >k #)
Wi 3 T R S A A R ORI ARk L Cook 48 AT
KX R P 2% 1F P (termination) ) [ 3 % F T. B
TERMINATOR™ ™, 23T H 1T 4 7
s LA BT b 2 R 2 0k PR 1Y 56 IR 5 A S — R B
2 T I5 M B B s PRI B AR R A O 5 X 2k
BT i 25 L R X Tl e i AR AR AR L IR T
LA b ) D S
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w2, 2 WPTk A8 S BR b Al R AR AR R AT
25 B GOIRAS A R A & 1. X T H s A
— A CEAACRES 2 R A Hh GRS S B It e &
o X ELARA IR (1 — 4> B L@ 3 0 4 S B R n] i o A7
TEH 4 (existential abstraction) [ J5 3 58 2659960

EX 5. ¥ K=(S,R.D#E—4 Ak 2VKS, S*
R MERENER 0 SSXST R4k
2.3 K AETEIMS K777 = (S7 \R* . I7 Y[ 5E UK

D 177 a N e J(9)

2) RF 2 {(s* ,t7) | Ts,¢t ‘o(s,st ) /\‘o(t,tﬁ)
AR(s.t)}.

TE LRE b, p iR 7 H RS 2R &
ZEPELE R X TR 2 AMPRE s 57,
TS B AR R B L AR R A 22 R A A IR A e 4 G
RO AMRAEAEAEI G0 5 SO AEM BB, D 57
ALFGR 7L, K AR AT S R K777t i
GAT AR R 3 ARAIE T Al G 0 e B . 40 X T
5 Ca) H Y K oo B2, 0 25 7 43 516 i HL AR A 4R
Glaseds {ah o MMERE anasa RIELE
TEAAR A Koo B FIE VT AR BRI 5 (h) fiis.

) B A7 Rk, FATA G T A ey R AL 0 HE &
K 2 A7 /R Kripke 4544 bt 4 Jay J& PECIL, 9 {R+F
KF L LA LCR I E TSl G 0 SOME L il G B AL 1Y) Jy s
TR AR A BF 52 v 55 40000 MR A B P o 4 ok i R
(] A AL A0L G 28 TR B A ALAG D b 0 B Y
F4 4 B A% 3 i EL AR AR I H BB S X R T RE 2 1 JE
A5 30 0 2 P A 45 R 1% il G B YL AT ot ok il e A AR
(ARG BE LA K e DL P i T 9 B A o 0 2 S e T A
LAY IR HE B2 v I A 4R At T AT 3 O TE A B Y
% LB NS A 6 e e M 1 e A 7 A .

R TS ) 8, Loiseaux 45 N A 42 fif
TR I A7) B2 ke BiF 9 il G2 B ARG I 1) Ja 1k R 4 O &R L
Tk A AR 45 8 2 AR Kripke 4544 22 [A]
(YR ALL G 2R o B 0T 45 ) r bR 28 5 46 G 2 T X8 IO 1) T
GREL pre. AT E LI SR M X REMHET
Galois FEHEN 2 A 25 48 8] 1Y 36 3 OC 2 5 10 f A A 1
T B Fe A D) AT AR B ik 5 A e v pR R S i 4
S L R AR pre B S AR B HAACR UL, 45
24 2VKS: K, =(S,,R,, I,)f1 K, =(S,,R,,1,),
PLRCEATZ B — DA OE R o R4 3 1, T AT
H‘HJKHE)\( K, H K, Zl‘Eﬂ E"Jﬁ??é% §<a,y> ,/E;EFI a—
postlpl H y=prelp], 3 H 4 5% -

pre[ R, 1 Dae pre[ R, oy (D
WOLE A K, <, K.

[

Cq

(a) A boolean Kripke structure Kexi

as

ay
(b) An over-approximation of Kexi

as

ay
(c) An abstract KMTS of Kexi

------ > may transition — must transition

Fig. 5 A boolean Kripke structure and its abstractions.
B 5 —AIR Kripke 25 J Hofh 5 4 B

HW =D ER K, i — D RAT B R
K, H A H R A RAT 42 5 22 X6 0 T X 44 4 5 6
P& — 80— ok R, A 1R H AR R Y
R LR, BIEI GBI A 30 56 & L R4 38 (D)
MIZE7R T 6 T HIME R pre BOIET. B 44 2 —4
HARBR K=(S,R. D)4 Je—5E SLAE S R4k
BZWM ST FHRR oo MG EH 2.8 R 19 Fok i 11
WA LLE XA (D) PSS 8 r i 2 R RT
CS* X S7 AR, X F S B —AEM R4 P Lk
P 5 S7[EH M8 24 tn i o 52N S B S™ By R %L IF
HIXTp B—80, BER—S0NLKp, s fls,
AIC)=1Cs) B 2RI G2 A5 A
RK 733 g AR o 095K B 0 AL Sk [23 ]
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2 AR TS TS Galois i 4 2 [A] ¢
Tl G R RG D v M DR AR A I &R B AULER R T X
il G AR R L A AR TR 2 ) 3 ST G R I U A R L T
FF Galois ¥ 32 09 4 5 T DL A FH #h 52 i B8 232 0K
3 T i G R ) 3 1

3.1.2 HPN&Eix

H T TS [ G R 6 H AT SR AR 4L
KRMYHITRA B K< K* 1,58 K7 3 T i
It K. fEH F@EEH . K* Wit k2 KT NN F5%;
g, mfE—ANFEEE, BOL, i —A A X7E
K* bEWisr, B4 K B psr. rih A il
AT UESE AR TR J& 1 0 R 3 AR A A R B G
G54 H AR B 0 R0 A 5 BAT R AR 3 A (R AT 4
RUTI AR GRS 22 8] 6 SR A A I e e 5k R
SO G ASER 00 B R T R 0 B R T A
B AL R A AT AT SRR ARG oo

5 A 8 H b Tl 5 58 AL AR X
L 255 — A GOIRZS & S FRATT AT LA i 42 )= il
%4 (universal abstraction) 3 & X H T & iF il 4 5%
RLEWL b T PRIE R — A G P T A A T X
I B R A iy B A BT B AR 6 T AT il
SRS 75 7 A Y 57 BT RoR iR — A BARR
AT LB ¢ P KRR By A BRI a4
BRI A FRVE DN s B 7.

ENX 6. B K=(S,R.D)J&E—4F/m H R
) 2VKS,p &S X S* B —ATIn KR, S™ & — 1l
SREE. K WERmmse K#"3 =(S*,R".I7)
B SLUNF -

1 I7 (s* da N#re ()

2) RF 2 {7 ,t7) | Vs dt = pls,s™)=pt,
t* )Y ARG, )},

HETEHEN 5 i G RE = R TS
RENE ARG B AB 0 A0 B s 2R L AR X, AR
T8 T 1) S O A T 3 X R T AR AN ) A A S RS
25 (A AT 4 Jry dh 5 i AR A5
3.1.3 HLEEIEMA FEImESE

A L A H T 0 R R T e AU RE
st L, A4 (OL, sF OL,) A3 I .
PR IRATE B R ER AR 2R %R
FEAEE 0 I 7 22 0 @ A B N TR AR BB T R g
FAFAEAE FLVF P R R E SR I AT B8 42, O T RERS
Xf L, A A R OR R A R o B i R A L AR A
SR —Fh ik st 2 A LA E M A T E AR
oK 3 o B ok 22 i L A R Y 5 il G S A 2 J] 1Y

EX 7. &K K, 2&24 2VKS. Y4 K, <.K;
HEK <, K, B, ZI5 KR p=S, XS, 2 K, Al K,
A E AL A,

R AR K7 M K 2T AR, W K= Al
KX T o) A S M8 0 Wik, —1 L, &
AREB B K7 W6 2 2 B BB K W 2 s X 02—
Fofr i O AR5 DG AR T[] Fsf S 45 I 2 T Py ) el G 455 7Y
Ao, ) s Xk T2 X FRAE R G2 AT DR R R
AR I 1 AR S B IE R G o I R S )L AE
X ETECSR A EM SR B s E s R 4
Jry Al G AR T B TS AR AR A ) S R b 2 i
AR X X6 R S8 4 A 0 7 45 40 T A5 A R
B 2 [ AF AR H AL OC R R PR R XS i 0 L, J&
PE AT il AT ARG DU ) L
3.1.4  JRIRM

m3. L3k, A TRBAFTA L, &k
FR) A TR ARG T 45 2R m] SR A A K Kripkee 4544 R 4 3 il
GAEAY B I 3K By 2 Y 3 S A) R T LR
A 5 29 PR S 5. 7E SERR R JF R R SRR R B T
PRTET 45 A8 XA i B8, i 45 BE 5 IR B 2 [A) A7
T H AL [R] I SCRE % 0 35 W AL A A8 ) AR S R
2O T, — DR BARBA B i /R Kripke
SER T H AL S /N R BRSO R B A B
T 3 A 1l G A 28 0T 2R AR il 2 A8 28 i) AR (2 9K 9
AATATHS By, B TR A e 00 R 1 I R AL e
i 2R3 Toa) 0TI i 1 0 1) He b RS R 4 O R —
FikHTAL#EE, S —FHkATHNEL.H
SE TP AN EER X WA 2 A F] 0. X2 5 BTG 0 T
BRI R Z A WS B FaE T A T E T
1) 456 o B 5E .

3.2 REHBREN

AN H 2 mARREHHELRNLE .
KMTSSIH Mix TS, =A143 5 3 {8 Kripke 4%
#5 (3-valued Kripke structure, 3VKS) # 4 {H Kripke
(4-valued Kripke structure, 4VKS) %5445 X} iz .
3.2.1 KMTS 5 3VKS

57K Kripke 254 4H l, KMTS & —ff 3k ik
e R A AL KMTS U & 2 FiR SH R,
may ¥% #t (may transitions) Fl must ¥% #t ( must
transitions) , 43 | 75 7] fE 5 46 9K & A= IR 25 7 45
KEZIFH AN A EEE S AN ER KMTS
BOR must B e may FH g A WAt R U B —
A b SR IR 25 B e AT = T RE Y IR S B 4. L Ab
KMTS H i R 28 15 i & 1Y 3C 5 (literals) 48
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HEATARIC. PG 7 AN RS b — AN T B A
ATPERE — BEAR R EWA . B 50 (E 6(a)
(D& T —48 KMTS f i 7. Hpxd FE 50
(AL HY ARG may Fe 4 R - DOIRES .. AT RE 235
aysassa;; 73 A ARAE must B4 (240D M a6 R
REHS 203K ar, A B, BIFEZE— D3R B&. 1 /R Kripke 45
F 2 KMTS f)— Rl AEaR 1% OL 8Bk 4 58 45 (complete)
KMTS ™, {2 Horf ) may # must 46 0] & 15 2
AR TR A S T LA I SR — B 52 AR S 7 4 56 R 5 TR) s
B — AT Ay AR B AIRAS L#A — A (.
BN B AN R FAG R Kripke 454 7] L&
PRS2 — PP & A E 5 B 19 KMTS.

as

asy

ag

(a) An abstract KMTS of Kex1: K

Q
@
b~

"
ay

(b) An abstract KMTS of Kex1: K}

o O

7

]

(c) An abstract MixTS of Kex1

Fig. 6 KMTS and MixTS abstactions of K. .
B 6 Ko f KMTS #il MixTS fili%

EX 8. TS AP 1) Kripke B
e % & (Kripke modal transition, KMTS) & —/ P4
Je4H K=(S,R™ ,R™ , Iy, Hr S ZARAE, R™

FIR™ ;. SX S—>2 43l J& must F 4§l may 544, H
R CR™ 1S o= 2 i AR A S
A AP 37T A B ARIC R B Horh o TAEAT p €
AP, p = p ASHELR] B2 BE 45 7] — SRS,
L, 7 KMTS Efis SCR A 3 {2 8 Xt
T T p SRE s WR pe I M2 p AEs
ERER (D IR~ pe T B AME R 1D
BB p M- p AR T TCOW L p fEs ERIEN
RECL. X T O MR 38 13 X A7 78 AR 4T O 20 51
?’f may %%ﬁ%Lu& must %%ﬁ%LE‘Jﬁ@*&@‘?U
Jt, M 3r€S - R™ (s,0) N

ol (O=t;
| Coll ()=<1, MV ES+ R™(s,)> (2)
l |l (=f;
s HoAl.

W RV X T AKX O LUK KMTS FEPIRZS
s MRAFAEE — D s BIREAIRAS ¢ 19 must Fod,
HHetet ERHEIBAOeTEs B R H; /N,
WERIMEE — A s BIIEAARE ¢ 19 may $e4e, ¢
e FWEER AR IR 4 Op TRARZS s B RYME N
W LL L 2 A B ERR LS I8 A e #E s L RIAE
AR A X 5 (o) iR i KMTS, A5 - p
TR an ERE, WAFEE DN a3 an 1)
must 4 JFH - p fE an LT T AXKEOY 1
BIME AR R AATFEMN a BMES p HEAREZ
] Y must F 4 (HZAFTER M an B a; 9 may 5%
B M H pfEas HE AN AKX DA 2O FE ar
ORI  p A g TEFTA M a1, 2 may B4 3] 1k
IR 2 1B R

BRBA K 5H TH#%r KMTS 4 K* 2
(] F 8 30T G 22 AT DA g S SR HL PR R0 A o ) A A A
SERRE SR AR o 75 K7 B E GO B
2EHE K IR, % o 15 K b A Ol
TeEFIWT ¢ BEAE K WO X ERRH TR R T
TR DN JE 45 B0 1 45 2R 3R 1)
I B W FR B 18 3 (exact-approximation) 1%,
5B ARG B 0 8 3 IF AR AUGE T L,
A FHEAOL, 805 OL,) M2 B IR T f
L, 255 e A 280K I &5 S 5 R A, i 7 22 8 3
FOVF AR AR ARG DU 45 R A2 7E, Bt T — A ik
R RIEM A FEES H N ETAAELS S S
HEZE.

B 3 3 Al DL o 1R A A L (mixed simula-
tion) ! R R AT 2 1 TR A A ADL I X ASE ULARE A )
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J'& AP must Fl may B4 0 R 4 i T 5 H
N R OC AR

EX 9. i K, =<(S,,RM™,R™,I,)H K, =
(S, ,Ry™ Ry, I,) R 24~ KMTS. L& p=S, XS,
& K MK, EMIRGEOCR  YX TAEE RS
XFCs1s52) € p LR 3 S ST

1D I(s) S0

2) Y, €S, « 36, €S| » RM™ (55,1, ) =>RM™ (s,
1) Nty st 5

D VLES » JLES, * RM™ (s1,6,)=>R™ (s, 5
1) NpCtys1).

WERAAAE — MR BB R o i K\ W14
REEIT o 5 Ko BH]UE RS AH IR K 2 A0 X T
RABA T XN F KR K, K /N, 18k K,
< K. HW L, X%rR K, &6 K K, B R7EX
PO T N K, BRI IRES & AT WEE S 5 M
K, MGG IRAS 1 & AT R 8RB A0 L A 3 10 1 b
SR (must) F 4 M1 5 22 (1% 0] BE (may) 5% 45 K, K,
W Ky A3 B 2N A5 B Tl 2 T D 0 T Pk L ORG
AT BAIK.

XFF — A g5 1 B R R T XF R A R
Kripke 54 K, DL K OCHR IR 25 6] S Al 44k
BAERPSTH—DTICRER p&SXS™ MR A LiE
I E T E T AHSS A AR AT AT DU i TR
S* ER—AiEE K i KMTS, H o () may %% il
must 74553 1 T AR R A 2 R i S OoR M . B
e 5 FREITE 5 BB K 1) —4
KMTS. E5K 5 () H s A Koo A 138 T /Y
2VKS {fi HIAH [ A RS 4R RS 3. 1 by A
TR AR E T Y g R a0 SR GOIR 2 A X T
FLACIR 25 23 8] 08 — A 48 e X) 43 08 4 3 i 3 2 A7 7
Mg 54 R %M & ) KMTS #4485 54 5 TR
BRI P OC &R 2 B vk, Xk [27 )b Cleave-
land 28 A X BUAE T VR 40 09 50 4T

KMTS # # 5 3VKS J& [ # . A ik,
KMTS 5 3VKS Z[a] a] LA B AL - [7] i 24 may Hil
must B 5645 X7 Bt (CED XK may 107 HE must 1) 5%
X | CRAD 28 5450t B OB s X5 T J5t iy il
p AR p BERICTE — RS L p RS B
H o E AR - p ibnic WHE Dy L0 fE 28 1. AR
P 3MHEBHPERIFRRME L a<bRnNa b
AR EF . XY OC R T LR B 2R Mgk i
J B X 3VKS K B2 i L, 31X 5 ok R A BERR
it KMTS 22 1] (85 B2 2 55 i

Eiﬂ 4. ‘& Kl = <Sl ’RTUS"RTHY’ Il > ;ﬂ] KZ —

JE G H BRI R SVKS, &R p=S, XS, & K, fil

K, FMIREEMCR B K, <K, J3H HX T

1B RPIR T Gy 050D € p HUF 2 HF T
VoelL,* ol G el ).

i FH 22 (B2 0 2 FRATTER AL T 53 A — b F R 4 3A
TG AR 2 8] i 3 O &R Y O XL (AR R DR
F 48— M A& B A 4R (E 0 5 8T 56 & L SR X R Rl %
G2 CUNJEE 1~ i A0 1 R 2 A 1 WK 265 ) 9 7 96 ¢ &
Tl G R RG24 SR ) 4 KG W R R AT o A R B 21
AR T DL A R B R (R B Y
J G B R AT 4 B B A A R AR I 2 1 N
Jrif . T A LAy T A, i SLAM fil BLAST,
XA R ), T E AT e S R R T
ANEAERIAT s BB I 0 200 4G A L BCSE M. #E JAVA
PATHFINDER"" " d . SR T 3 {62 5 & ih
BLRL, B8 0% W B 227 T 4l 2 0 2 7 R A 2, A
17T 3 T {15 52 £57] £ 4]

3.2.2 JmBRMHE

BT KMTS Z 5, i A 53 S LR 2 450 5
3VKS H A M [ 4 3 ik GE 517, 4 #5 Democratic
Kripke %5 #5577 | 88 5 %% ¥ & 48 (modal transition
system, MTS)F R 52 & Kripke %5 #4 (partial
Kripke structure, PKS)P7H & {1#8 B sk R C
R™ , Bl must F# & may #3617 4. X Fh 29 5K 5%
PR 2 o T A SR FH X FiOE X BT e SR 30 oK
FL24 S T SEELAY (implementable) 1fif 51 A 57 {0
23 X 2 R 47 5l KIMUT'S i A 385 S0 i ks 6 1)
TS AL 0 % TR 5 () B s 59 BAR KR K,
BRT aizsassar ZAM IEFLE TS — DR RE
as XN Flassany I B R g bric. M40 77 76 4 52 Fn
S JaAh g, i L — 4~ KMTS £ A K7 (an &l 6
(A% Ko BiEE . I8 L, AROg O
AN p) GEBERE L, 85 pA—p | MRS
B N p I F —p D EMMIETE Ka
R EAREE S (e oo ) B4 9 H AR (H 278
K7 o BARFE S (o veo ) SR ZIR S an B, Ogq
HEANREO (A = pTE an EHEEZARF. BT L
K7 TR IEXS 33X 2 >0 2 [A] I 3R A5 i A 1 452 A 4G
M2 5% E— 22 B FRATIMBR @ F1 as Z 1R ARES
B2 LT USRI AN & 6 (b) T 7 (9 KMTS 4 1
Ki s fERX AR L aT AR O (p A 2 p) TE an
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AR BB E SR B R Og TE ar, B RIS R AZ R T
FAL FEL X TAOS EOMERESES,
KMTS HEZE N Toik i i 1 Og O (p A = p)
[Fi] Fof R A5 22 235 SR 1 il e A AR 3 A ) R AT A3
7 S LIRS e 8 32 G0 AR S 55 700 (1 il G HE 2K fifg D
BAEXT KMTS (997§ , 8 % 48 4 RS 80 19 52 0 B
GEAL.
3.2.3 MixTS fl 4VKS

MixTS# 7 Zxf KMTS 4 B, EEB T4
WA R™ CR™ . W & Ul . KMTS J& MixTS #y
— PR R B 2. Mix TS 2 [i] #9122 i 3 5 2 FIORG
o AT D3 ok VR G AR AU R AT 220 it Ak R DLCR FH 2
LT ¥ KMTS # 4Kk 3VKS 1977 8. 8% MixTS
B 5N AVKS, HF 255 SRS ] (1924 must
M AE may B9 % 4 WK S8 T X T 2 — B
(consistency) "™ ) MixTS 48 M, L, /A X AE
M| B A5 ARG 0 45 R R R AR B R AL T ]
FEMRE R (2) & X L, 78 MixTS F#Y 3 (i 82 X.

fifi Fl MixTS 7] DLsE SCH KMTS 508 8 i 4l 42
BEARL, 40 < x5 T8 5 Ca) i Ko s [ AT il G210
B {ayassaqsas ) T LLE LANE 6 (o) fF s Al 4
MixTS # AL, Horp a), 55 ay Z W AF7E & — 4> must
e ARSI RAEAE may $ 45, 25 5 Bk A X Fl g
WTFAROg O p N = pTE an RS B35 E
A, 7T LA ] B A5 20 0 25 R Rtk R
KMTS #) 38 1) il G2 85 80 5T RS

XK B B 4 K Y I AE T ST MixTS fli g
TR ) 2% P8 Tk GRS Z IRDAE X {5 SRR OKG ff
BEAESCER[28 197, Dams 48 AWF5E T 4 | MixTS
KA A G A Y A AR O TR L LR R SRS
2 a3l i — A S (ST L <O A (L. FKoR ST
FRMERF KR, i — A FR BARBIR Y A6 R
Kripke 45#] K=(S,R. ). K FARBE W RE(P
(S), &) it —1 Galois E#i (a7 H(S™, <)M
5. Dams % NP5 B fokS 8 19 MixTS A K=,
AR AE ST R SR UAAE R R A 2 R i S AT A 3
H A G B 460 G R WA 258 ST A T SR A it 1 il S IR
B ABHREY, K7 P OCR R7™ 5 RT™ HE
TN A E S

R*¥™ (q,0)&bE {a(Y) | Y E minlY’|

RY3 (y(a), .Y},
R*™ (a,0)&Sb€E {a(Y) | Y E min{Y’|
R (y(a), Y} ).

Hrp,

R"3(S, T)aV¥seS+ 3t€T+ R(s,1),

(V3rule),
R¥3(S, T)a 3s€S+ 31T+ R(s,1),
(33 rule),

3 IR 4 SR il G RO AEE R 4. ) s X T 6 (o)
P ZRE s asas s 3 BIXT R F y(an) =,
crbayCas) ={c}syCas) ={cssc b T IEE MR AY
Koo BB 5Ca)) s yCaw) Fil yCay) Z (817 16 AR 1 46
FZ LA yCan) Ay Cas) 2 18] W AF AR IR 5 55 46 56
RO AAEIMG N a3 as DL a3 a; Z 1]
#A may Fffe. B2, F y(a) Cylas) . WkE
Uhoas Woas SO B4 BT DL R 3R A5 B L B9 i &2
Mix TS #RL M5 Dams 48 AW T 2 Y 4 14 AL
TE ar Fl as ZIAE L may B4, TR ar, M asy Z 10
MR may % . 153 & 6 (o) s i) MixTS #
AL XA E LR Og O (p A = pIFE ar, bR B A]
LA B i 1 55 ARG 0 45

SCHRL28 i AN JE Z A7 T IF AT 45 Hh el &
G A5 B R Ee VRS 3 S5 AR 5 R TR SO,
Dams % N £ 22K Ao Bk &1k R )5
TE B R M. A2 SCER 32 b, Schmidt i 1o 4 3 4R
B 245 2 A1 Galois 4%, 4 Hr X i A b
A E T E T NS 5 SCER (28 T AR R Y 45 2R
fESCERL 22 ], Gurfinkel %8 A5 G M A RIS 5
FeT RS I Z (2 R T —Fh 3 50 M i il R
R J5 . 33X Rl 1 LA 2832 1 B 8, 5 e X
TN A B JET R AR i G A R D T R B il S AR
PR R T ARG L, i 00 S kG 0 0T 5 AR 5 o X R
FAERLE L, B 0 50K 50 38 3T v LAYV 29 ok % Herp
B — A~ 2H LR 4 B G G040 o AR i R R O AR AE AT
A gk — 2B A X 28 Kripke Z5 AR N 19 5 A5
B 7 AT B G 0 Ee L SR . S SCR028. 32 148
HoL SCRRL22 b ) 5 6 0 R ge Ak, BT A B 10 45 Rl i
TIGE FH. F 90 M F R X Mix TS Ky % 5565 i & 3T i
ST LLE VRN SCmk [22 ] b iy 45 28 1 T 4VKS
B R R L A R A ARG I Y 1 T, A
Gurfinkel 48 ANFS10T R 4 (8% A8 15 B2 7 (9 40
GRS T BB E T 2 YASM., fE % [ B X
Ja& M B UE S 55 UE DA AR B A 0 B
3.2.4 JRFRME

M4 IR g5 R, 45 € — DA /R Kripke 4544 Fl—
DGR S AT LUE L— A% A L, 2 AR R
JE FE A DU 235 SR 1) Fe A A 2 Mix TS AL, TR 24—
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ANA R )R R S AT DU 2R R 2L R
BRI A A5 SEAORS A i i AR 2 [ 3 H O Ik
FATHT R R ARV 2 AT DL 248 Kripke 45
P 27 1 o H i R BR 28 e 48 OC R I AR 5 2% 1R R
FE SCAE A TR PR 2 25 18] 1, B REAS 5 e #4002 I — 4>
GRS SN 5 — GO AS. SCHRE34,75-76 JIE W]
ROFPIE 3 b B 28 SR 2 0 452 AU A I 38 BRORS B 1 By i
B % E Ko EEE o= @A (pV 7 p))
BAE ¢ A, BAEL AR X T AN Kl 6 (o) PR 1Y i
Ko % MixTS B8, B AE 5 (e, o ) XN 4k
GRA ar, LWER AR, I TC L AE A |- H)
W& 76 X B ) EAACIRZS o0 Fl e, LHOMH. A T DX
AN )5, v] L) 2 e A A 8 7 Chyper-transitions) [iY
G ARFRR N —DRER - MIREEW
A OCR BRI UL RS B A . ORI e
N

3.3 BEHR4EH

WATA @ 2 BB 5 e 45 . GKMTS™
HTSE ™ A % T MixTS # %, GKMTS ¥ 17
must 8 F # , GE 0 X 0T 2 0 A R P15 B 1A
&5 5 T3 = RS 8 . HT'S WAL % must #
SeAf, W) FR I may BB Rt e GKMTS 7
St X R I L fe 6% (R B 2 0 4 R
FRAT 2 1 56 UE 45
3.3.1 GKMTS

GKMTS 5 MixTS KM, FEAR Z A TE T
VF must 546 0] DL — AN RE B G — RS AL
i must 5L .

EX 10, RELE S PR E DA
Fexf (s, A Hih s€ S, H ACS E—Ades 4.

FENX 11, —4T" X Kripke #3&F# R 4 (gen-
eralized Kripke modal transition system, GKMTS)
A PIE4L: K= (S.R™,R™ . D), it S,R™
T 578 MixTS iy CH[A] . R™ CSSX 2%, thah,
$FE—A G A ER™ I S €A (s,5) ER™.

L, 7t GKMTS F#if L 578 KMTS | iyE X
KL BR TAFEERAERF O K T must % 4 & 73 75 %
MR TE must B R AT E X
t, BJACS « R™(5,A) A

A ol (=t;
ICell=11, Byres R (s,0> 3
ol (=13
1 HAtb.

st 2 Ui, X T AKX O KL &L GKMTS | 14k
s MREEBFEN -1 s BIEIREESAD
must B, I B o 78 A A RIS LA B L
20 FE s LR B 3 TR 5 () ) Ko KA K
MRS (ar sas a0} TATAT LLE SCANE 7 Ca) Jir
RIS GKMTS; N £ — DM an Bl {a; a0}
) must @R IFHARX ¢ M p V 2 p fElasat b
#oyE L P ET I e AR g=O @A (pV 7 p))
Tfang:ﬂ{]E.

Q
IS
C—\
l’
\
/
-
—_—— _—-—’/

-

/
/
\ag/
N

-

(a) An abstract GKMTS of Kex1

]

asy
(c) An abstract GKMTS of Kex2

—> true transition
= must hyper-transitions
---- contain target states of hyper-transitions
Fig. 7 GKMTS abstactions.
K7 GKMTS iR iR
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fi /8 Kripke %5 #) 7] DL & F & — Fh ¥R 5% 10
GKMTS., H b &> must M0 H AR S U &
— AR, H KMTS 254, GKMTS |38 if X &
RE AT LA 3 (B2 40 oh SOk dnr DL A X
TR A B S5 R 3K

BN 12, % K, =(S,,RM™ ,R™,I,)fl K, =

S XS, & Ky f K, BT SCRGBEE AR, 40
A Csros) € oo ALAN 3 AR RLAT

1) I(s:) < I(s1) 5

2) YA, ESS, » A SS, « RP™' (5,,A,)=RM™"
(s AD N (AL A 5 2 Xt p TR G ERY
JBHTE 5(A LADS VY SIEA, « TS,EA, « (s 4505

D VueS » d,€S, « R™ (s, 4)=>R}™
Csaate) Np(tysty).

4 — R H AT R Kripke 454 K= (S. R,
D — GRS S* L DL RO R 0 Bk R 25
ST—=>2° % T K g GKMTS B8 K7 L R
1 must # A 2Z A A 2 T LR S A T
2 KMTS BRI T A 3. X% T must #5
e, HoM & A 0 T 8 s X TAR R A s 2OR &
sTESTHREESR ASST, fE KPP EE—T M
sTR)A B must BRI CH) (57, A) € R7™) i &
0

Vs€y(sF)« 317 €S* « Jrey(t¥) « R(s,
1), (V3T rule).

SCHERL77 JUE B, 0 SR il G bR 2 4R 5% 17 7 BT
BB — M55 084 BRIy ka4
GKMTS ##1 K= 2% BRI K Y ks iff

RS 18] Y 768 5 50 A 4 15 S5 i Larsen % AW 1]
A ZJ5 Shoham 4§ AN fiff F 8 %% e of ik il G2 45
U 3 3k B AP ORS B 8 JR. de Alfaro 4 AU 2
i 7 FH R 2 e ke A Rl must B 4 5 1R A SRS A
I H R T MR 45 i (abstract transition
system,ATS) B, ATS 3T 25 Mg % A 3 4
WHE LT P44 IR Z B W IR 454 i ATS 2
[F) P 28 3T G AR D) ik ) 0 2 o 3R SR i (winning
strategy) FPRFFIC 2k E X.

3.3.2 HTS

1 GKMTS [ 35l 2 F . Shoham % A7
T — bR R U 2 5 A S G Y 5 HTS
(hyper transition system). HTS & 5 %5 il may #8
Xt GKMTS #4749 . ffi ] may #4509 H 1)
TR T R A SR S M A AR A DN R . B

XF P 7(h) iR 1 7 /R Kripke 2548 Koo R A
MR arsass s as > 0 W N B ABCRSE S (e )
{esseshodesse ) ERX B ZRE L EML
GKMTS A CniEl 7Co) ). ZEE M p filq
(FEES50Op Mg FM X0k - p
OO SENTE Koo RS oo LWEAR N E . H
JETER S GKMTS B8 o X 0 AR A a0 L E R
A AR AN TR AT X ] 3 A B 4R AN B 22 1 may B 4Ok
PG B 4 R M BR a1 B ays Z A 19 may ¥
e (@ E g 3-8 R B e 45 (B E O p
SROZ AR AN R a1 B asy Z Y may 46, 44
fifi JE ML p 3RAS R 3000 W /2 45 9% B2 Olg 5 2 ok
AR S T 7E GKMTS [ HE 42 Py L F6 411 70 15 4 1
tH R A% [ B X5 (] p F0 g AR HS A 2 A6 00 485 21 1) b 42
IR R B 480 2R 0 3l 2 Sy e e 3 A i) R 4 R 19

—A~ HTS #i# K= (S,R™" ,R™,L)H ) %
#5r5 GKMTS w5 XAHIE Bk T S iF may #5
e, Bl R™CSX 25, HTS 2 8] 1Y 3@ it 5 & a] LLfdi
HBIRA B Chyper mixed simulation)™ #1745 #4
bzl R A A RURE )T SOIR G ALY R B may
FERE A b S AR T IR A o BT X R G
#, K, LK /NEK <K, B4 K, It Ki %A
FD I must BB A 2 09 may B Wt
i, Ko b Ko 08 8 2 R E 115 RS B 3 AR X
BAK.

25 0 — A Fom BARBIR A /R Kripke 254 K,
MEREES ST REMA R B v X T8 K 14
2 HTS BIAL K* JBR T may #7640 22 S i A S 3
A LR S5 i 4 GKMTS 2881 7 2L 17 1
. AT may B RT™, A8 AT @
S TFATERRE 57 € ST RLREES ACS? L
sTH] A ZAEAEH — A may @E (B (57, A) €
R&™) Wy 214N -

Vsey(s¥)« VeSS 17 €A « R(s,t)=>t€
y(t7), (VY Jrule).

XAGAFFRB N s R — 4 may 5 k2
XN s* BRI A L AR 2 R A e 5 e R Y
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(b) A boolean Kripke structure Kex3

ay

{-p}

a-p anp
(c) The maximal FTS model of the property AF-p

= must hyper-transitions
=::3» may hyper-transitions

Fig. 8 HTS abstraction and FTS model.
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