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Abstract The dependability of embedded software is vital to the success of the aerospace mission. Aerospace
embedded software extensively uses interrupt-driven concurrency mechanisms. However, uncertain interleaving
execution of interrupts may cause concurrency bugs, which could result in serious safety problems. Researches had
showed that atomicity violation was the most prominent interrupt concurrency bug. Current atomicity violation
detection methods for interrupt-driven embedded software cannot achieve both high precision and high scalability, and
their effectiveness on real embedded software has not been evaluated. To significantly improve the ability of
techniques in bug detection, we design an empirical study on 82 atomicity violations in aerospace embedded software
and gain their manifestation characteristics of atomic region range, the number of interrupt nesting levels, shared data
access interleaving pattern, access patterns and access granularities. On this basis, we present intAtom-S, a precise and
efficient static detection technique for atomicity violations. Firstly, to realize accurate analysis of shared data, intAtom-
S constructs a fine-grained memory model parameterized by numerical invariants, and introduces rule-based method
to eliminate flag variable accesses. Moreover, it can handle array elements as well as shared I/O addresses. Then, a
lightweight data flow analysis technique is used to find all access interleavings that match the patterns as potential bug
candidates. Finally, intAtom-S adopts a consecutive access pair feasibility analysis and access interleaving feasibility
analysis to prune the infeasible paths. intAtom-S gradually eliminates false positives, and obtains the final atomicity
violations. Experiments on a benchmark and 8 real-world aerospace embedded software show that intAtom-S reduces
the false positive rate by 72% and improves the detection speed by 3 times, compared with the state-of-the-art
methods. Furthermore, it can finish analyzing the real-world aerospace embedded software very fast with an average
false positive rate of 8.9%, while finding 23 bugs that had been confirmed by developers.

Key words aerospace embedded software; interrupt; concurrency bugs; bug characteristics; atomicity violation;
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Fig. 1 Interrupt-driven model in aerospace embedded software
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void mode_manage(){
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Fig. 2 An example of typical atomicity violation

K2 — AR Sy e S8 41

— 5 KRR AR R S A BRI A=k S
TR A5 AR S L 2009—2022 4F Hh [ 23 i) £ AR BT B
555 =07 VE DN AL A 2428 ) R0 2E 40 Ay ke o 1) 50 90 oF T
% 1) R A, 3t 28 000 AN % 1 Bl 4, 33k 6 B b 7E
2ok 25 B IE K 07 RS K TH 52 BR L AR SR T KA
A R ok R b e L £ T A () R

FES B o Ak A ep, AR SO Se i T R
PE? P T g AR G AT R R S A, 15 3]
T 424 S SEBREE R SR JE, A T O e B e
(L AT AEE— 25 20 T 1 D e 13 S e o R 491, 3% — b
X 424 S RBIHAT A A AR TE R 1) RO
TEAN Y ) A A5 5 s AR FOAE 52 05 RUAS B AR 5
2) X VEAR R S A7 43 R0 BRI, B DI Bl B R R
TP . e, K15 T 82 M B o B A i [ 52
1] 3 A 3 28 0 R R IE T SR B 9T Y B I 2 1) 4 L
AR

TS g 57 Of Y T 4% AN [ B 5 A K i A 3K AR
8, 56 T3 AR 3R E R R R S A% 28 A ] RAT
i T G S A A, AR A R AR A L R
LR TR R 8 b e B BT R DA B A
JE 3% W2 3 3R 455 ADoK e R ) B 38 AT A B
W T 4% FhOR [R] 25 A (9 40 B AR, 0 80C32, TSCG69SF,
BM3803 45, XA IE T SZEAF 5T A 28 -1 Fn 2 R

HE— 2, AR ORI AT O 1 S8 40 38 A BEAT I 5
SNEE T R R M S R U ) 32 AR 2
FXF S A e o 1 s 22 5 19 3 1) =K A T e
17 g it
1.3 fRFE RIS

AR TR SR 5 AR A5 ) 2 S O U7 [ S8 A =
Vi 1) 75 2CORN 7 )b B 48 JRL 1~ 1 I Bk o 3 B RRAIF F
A7 T UaHA.

1) M TR0 5 1) 3 s A XL AR S AT B4
1 VAR, BB TR BT 4 B i D e i U IR A8

B, IR 1 R, X S AR 20 m T IR 4K Sl B AR
v i T P s B BT IR S (e €0 €0) BT LA
3 3o — UCPRAT H X ] — > S = RO B 3 U R A A
Hor, e, flle S A AT 55 BUARAL e 0 Wrisr 9 A 3
BAT VIR, e, kK B 55— A w8 L S 2 b Wrisr, i
LR AL Vi ).

Table 1 Access Interleaving Pattern of Atomicity Violation
F1 FEFMEE RO ERZEEN
e ik filiig
(R(x) ALV T S T IR TR 24
X [F)— PR A7 14 22 52 575 ) T35 80 A I ) 4L,
TAEHE I PR TRE T T
RO AR BRI IR Z )5 AR 305 s [n) 4 P IR 5
} DTN T T AN B

1 e W(x)

:R(x)

e WO, 2 W T M AR O

SRS ) | AR S Vil R T (.

A0S i B D T, A

RO L o ] 4 S S R 2 B

CW(x) JEAd.

W }E%EE%HZE%tm&%HH*M%E
W(x)

T W(x)

ep
ec
ep
€c
ep: W(x)
ec
ep
€c

e R(x)

er:

Di AT 15375 ) T3 5 A b A JAY, i 52

R(x) HERE Vi RME S T .

2) JR XY R e A i B 1 A b S A 3 1R X A
PRARHS b BB S R 2 Al an ] 3 B, /MBS 147
(9 n 2 e s 1A 75 [6] — A7 AR, 40 a+), de RV
N 3UAT, SFIME D 5 AT, Horh, 24 S U5 R0 T[]
— AT, 17T A VIR X AR AR GEFE N 247). #eoh, 47 84
VIR XH L TG PR 6 A5 )6 Ak o K 2 Kot
U7 IR). 5 Bl B4 02, BT B [R) X AR A [R] — A~ R Kl
ol 1 DA 7] — =5 9 R RSP A ] 50 e R 2

31
28
25
22
19
16
13
10

7

4

1

JE X Y

10 15 20 2.5 30
WA BIAR

(=1
W

Fig. 3 Distribution of atomic region range
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Fig. 4 intAtom-S framework
K 4  intAtom-S fEZE



Ths s . v BT BR 3l B A K A R IR T s SR T T 7

299

1A T B 00 04 5 v 50 Bk s il AR g, (SR IR 4 2%
S SO B 1 Sl S RO, 33O — 25K Ak i B A 45
REXEZE.

H K, intAtom-S fif F 5% & 90 50408 Ui 43 B R DL
BCAT A 4 Fh A2 HAC X 0 T A 0F & 3 IR U7 1) Je A R v
76 Y JB 5P 5 B2 A6 . intAtom-S i FH 4 A2 ] 43 #r 3F:
SR TAE B0 A ME AR R B s A ER AT ) X
FE LIRS b, 454K A isr A9 )k 47 A X UG e L3R
B E T Ui S8 (R DT & 3 R iIlF . iX
B 3 YR n) e 2 B A B B2 A R A o I

TR I, R e B % 326 SR FH L F B AR AR MR I A K
fife . 38 kX ER AT U R AT & 3 R IR)F HEAT A T
TP G B, 32 A0 0 B A 38 SO T D3 93400 R S5 B AN
AIRE & AR 2 JE R, 19 B 0 2 J M e A
D)MW A A isry i 2 A4S ER AT U5 ) 22 6] B B A% AT AT M
WA TAT, R R P GZ B AT U7 ) & A — 3ok
T, IF & 3 VT I F AN 23 38 i PR s, R el
AR HER. 2) intAtom-S 38 i — ML | AR
TR 43 BT, T B AE 52 BRENAT T R T 2 SR 2% 1R JC v il
JETTAS ] GBS R A W01 & 3 IRVT TR T. R T 4RI 28
g 25 [ FIER 35 A3 B 8808, AL AT 21Kl 1)
intAtom-S > B> i A — A4 S A I 2, S B
HEAT RS B b 19 8% A2 3BT, LATH BR A W 4T I 28 45 2)
intAtom-S SR FHACRPEH (5 s S WS, 76 A5 M 2 1Y
% LT 4 9 52 e 5[]

A SCHR [17], intAtom-S J& T SRS A . 5 41k7
H 50 B b 75 248 £ D5 1) J5 09 e == 8008 U0 4521, wT LA
AbFRERLH ST R Vi) L b ki A2 U7 ) S 3R R, K
EEERT
21 ETFHEBRAOXZSNW

MR W Bl 5 47 AE , intAtom-S #2 H — Floks i 19 2L ==
BE B A M k. %O AL,

1) ZHU I N AE U [l 5D o T R 6 i K ik A X
A o S O 7 [ 8 o B 1 Tl SCORURE B (1)
SR A, A SCE I S HU 0 A D ) ARG AN [R]
LR A e SR 1 [ 364 T 48— 20

2) Tl 4 i B Y E5U(E 43 B 8 R RPIC X 4 —

AT S U HEAT T I 4 A R B A BT, TR A
7 )55 7Y vp ff B 12 19 BUE AN 28 2L

3) Fe 525 [R) £ PR ) SR 2 T B 000 1 3 G B
A YT ), JE W AR WO R (EESS L A
T ) 22 8] Y £ 8 T 0] a5 BB T R B AT S
FE”, PRI M 25 5 B B ) S 5000 U 0] A
2.1 BEALH A TR A

AATEST T — A AIX R R RGO DL
MMIO 26 A () I 8l AT 58— Fon S Bkl
A7 U7 TR A5 8 S 4 A 4 77 170 %) 2% A ofih 22 9 7 Xk 5
— P A R IR A — A~ 1 JC 4 (Base, Offset, Size, Mode,
ConstAccess) .

1) Base J2 1 42 N £ DX 38 19 56 4 b bk (— i FH A2
B RR, 258048 5 MMIO I X ADDR_ZERO #5iH).

2) Offset 2 A G2 N A7 DX 36 1) I 7% 3, Ay b 3L 7E [)
— R P U5 0] 2 W) oo 2R B0 51 045 B0 (1 an A
Wi As i), 7T Offset & L — DA

3) Size j& B — P R N AF X B0 KD,

4) Mode J2 X} $il 52 N A DX 35 04 175 1) 7 =X, A 4 132
5.

5) ConstAccess A FIWTiZ M E NAF X B2 B E A
B W Mode 1, #7502, W E N true; 7, &K
false.

TINS5 B h bR R RS MMIO
X 3 S BRI AR 12 AR A v 1) R CEE R 8 26
B, DL — A BARFRER TR H), 41 HRIE
). B an, 1€ Ui 7] G FM@© AL, Xt upload daral0],
upload_data [ 1105 15 [7] 7] 278 N (upload_data, {0, 4},
4, write, false), i i& T %f # 4k Ky upload dara+0, K /)
4B UL K i dik g upload_data+4. K/ 4B ) 2 41
W AE L IT IS T [A).

A SCE R B o B E N AF DI RS TR Y Base
{8, A & Az U7 0] 0 A8 )5 3 ) T A5 3 Size {6 F1 Mode
AU PRI, e A A b 4 3R il 52 N A D SORE B T
Offset B4 HIKGH PE.
2.1.2 BT RS B 0 B o B

A5 R A RPIC 41 42 3% B — A~ 9 & W o 47 7h

Table 3 Representation of Different Data Types
®3 FAEHELBRIATNX

B G et EAGIEA S Base Offset Size Mode ConstAccess

el func_run func_run {0} 1 read true

eI upload_datali] upload_data {0,4} 4 write false
MMIO *((unsigned int*) addr) ADDR_ZERO {0xff00} 4 read true
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unsigned int upload data[3];
unsigned char func_run;
EAES
G addr=0xff00, bit=2

ik
@ addr=0xff00,bit=4

void I0OutSet (unsigned int addr,
unsigned int bit){
unsigned int g_v; 1

val |= bit;
*((unsigned int*)addr) = val,
if(ﬁmc%un == 0xAA){
Sfunc=tun = 0x55;
for(int i = 0; i <2; i++){
upload datali]=g v,
} p o [1=g_
}

}

unsigned int val = *((unsigned int*)addr);

void I0OutClr(unsigned int addr,
unsigned int bit){
unsigned int ¢ v;
unsigned int val = *((unsigned int*)a?dr);
val &= ~bit;
*((unsigned int*)addr) = val,
upload=data[l] = c_v;
Sunc_run = 0xAA;

(Dread 0xff00 @write 0xff00 @read func_run @ write func_run ®write upload_data[0]
®write upload_data[1] @read 0xff00 @write 0xff00 @ write upload_data[1] Wwrite func_run

Fig. 5 Example for shared data access

(LIRS & RN ]

ST B T G A R UM A, R A (R A AR
o Offset IVEUE A BRI Z A0, A58 e 17 3
A0S R AR R, DASEELRT T bk
oL, PRAUE S B ol 41k
2.1.2.1 RPIC fH 4 35K,

A SCATE T ES(E Al 5 30K 22 ) PN A7 7 ) 455 480 v
Offset (HAE . TE B B F¢ 1A 5 vh & B0 B8 ot 1) 1 FH 25
HEAE 3 AP IE B DU MBI TT R 2) Vs I 25 44
ol IBE A R Y B D AR A5 3) 3 o 1Y A FS i U ()
MMIO. P 117 filt G2 iff ok A v 77 23 R 5 3 3
% B0 %) il 42 3. RPIC 4l 42 35k 2 X [i) il 42 38k A1 [R] 4% il
% 35 1) 29 4k FH (reduced product) P, &2 ] UL ik 1% 45
DA AT R, 2K AT B T 43 B i o [a) 42 ik
R S UT [R] 45 4E , G045 A UK w51 17 18] F A8 BT i 51
4. € RPIC v, X [h) 4l S 4 i AR Bl ) b AV A T
B R AR RO R EZ K. iR ot R
Al LA IR Fla, b0 (cZ+d). Bl tn, K 5 75 6] 5 15 7]
HE, @KL, Xt R i fi A% 1 9 LR R [0, 41N (42),
BRAR-DTRRIO, ERAK 4 DKE 4093 HUE
BUAE, Bl Offset (H5E H{4Z]Z €10, 1]).

2122 Wl R AL

ASCY e T A R R kAU, LSE
X H B P Y AL BT X R AR B R R, A
TEFR T 43 B I AN 2% 58 e BT O 6 %o 2 3 IR 25 9 52 g
P BCFAT 5 P IR o AT B AR R A AN T AT,
NTES =S i S N N - A TR 7 B 114
% & TAL 55 AT, i T (Flag = false)A(Flag == true) iy
HIFWAR, S kA S IAT, W KZData /23 W Vi
], M EF 5L LAEFRWARVERT, Flag 28BN true,
RIS o2 Al DA AT 1Y, DX 24 55 4 KZData 19132

FAES

int main(void){

il
: void ¢_int(void) interrupt 1 {
Flag=false; :
: S,: KZData=CollectData;
if (Flag==true){ Flag=true;
S,: Data=KZData; ) :
}

Fig. 6 A case of interrupt side effect

Ko hTRIFE R

Vi Il S8 — R Y5 8] R 1 ORAIE 23 A 45 R 0 mT SR
A SCR T — A BT E Y Ak PR SR m, RP AR 2% QT AR
N BT A 4 SRR AR AT AT, LA B i A () 2088 Ui
5] A, LIS b W T4 Bl o A
2.1.3 i) R gl

=y ) 2R B0 A B By & RO N R T kU
(EAE 55 . & W)Uy ] B 30 5 508 . 4 il 2
intAtom-S 51 A JE T80 0 49 7 Bk N 2 S BUm A 19 B
T TR B BR, OGR 1R 2 2 S 35 B 1Y) 2 =
Vi) s A2 G A6 R B AL s A SRR, A E SRR
AR R AR A M Sy : bR AZ Ol char 2EB, H.
TERE A B8P AT 3 B2 v A B IRAE O o . T 26
AR E I VI RIF A B RGBT E
PO AL B S A 5 1Y char 28 8 L S2 4040 . intAtom-
S 38 2 XA [F] I & 3 22 18] A B4 1 1) 549 ConstAccess
HEAT A BCERAE, U AR S L N, 185 v
U7 18] @, @ R0, H 3 = 8 48 43 5w R s
( func_run, [0,0]N{1Z}, 0, read, true) ,( func_run, [0, 0]N
{17}, 0, write, true)( func_run, [0, 01N {1Z}, O, write, true).
@), @A B A #1 7 1ty Base, X T A1 constdccess F
B o 17 A B 4E , Hltrue Atrue A truefs 3 true, H
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Sfunc_run J&—> char 8RR, R R — AN bR B AR
. AR5, intAtom-S 3 53 XK [A] 9 & I 22 18] (4 $0E U
[5) A ) RCAH l  Sa A 7 5 48 A TR S S S e
[B). g5 4, 515 7 481 v i ) 5D, G =2 4l vl
F I8 K (upload_data, [4, 41N {1Z}, 4, write, true). 1Jj 7]
MO M@ A4 i I 85 R (upload_data, [0, 41N {42},
4, write, false). ® F1©®-5 @ H. A # [7] 1Y Base, X}[4,4]1n
{1ZYF1 [0, 41N {4Z) il 17 5 #2415 2] [4, 410 {12}, [N Ik
upload_data[11/& FAT: 55 (©) 5 1 Wi (@) Z [H] iy 4L 52
Bl e R, 23 M OF A L e g LA E
fITREA IF A AT b an, AH TR e 9 i vh K 22 (B A fig
KA A, R R B BOHE T R TR S il L RS
B PIAS BCZ A I it 2 ] 09 $5 s 17 7] 52 B m i oy 3
.

intAtom-S i 43R [A]— >4 & i A 2 i bn AL i
Vi 0] 2 J5 04 3 S 05 0] i R0 U 0] 5 07 B AR B A
Vilal i B A5 BB A AV R, BF A0,
WAATS L B IR SO AR B
2.2 ifiE) AR T AL

P 1 s ) s gAY 3 IR LT (epn €00 e0) HH
X ) — SRR 1Y 3 A U5 ) AR R, Hoe, Fle ok
Hisr (B FAE55), ek Hisry. T—A Ui g e th—
M ICH e = (T, L, V, A)FoR, o T A5 5 b Wr iy
PR, Lo R A iRy s, Vo w0y 1) 1 4t 2 4
i, ARV R RS ).

SR REER T3 a AR ) B0H A BT RE 4R Y
Vi 18] A2 R A DL FE 7 . AR SR R[] — AN 2 A8 iy
(R 2 R ER AT U ) AR A — A B0 40 I [) A 4n SR X 7 —
S EEHY 2 Vi lle, fle Z [ — 5k B 4%2, H7E 1% %
wbovig A H e Uim, WAy p— A BB AT D5 R
dataFlowAnalysis %} 1280 P Uit 7] 0 1 47 5K i, LA 4%
A BB ATV X B Ah, AR Vaziri 4 AP T
1, B 0L I B I 5 AR P S5 A0 A G, W] DUAE R
) TAEHIT” 1 AR - P74 W 32 0 )a &
55 IR TR A R, A SR A I = A8 TR A B
Ji 1 1 300 B R ) A ] — o Rl O ek B, O i
U AR L8R M 3L B [ 6 SRR R T s, B AR
N AT, intAtom-S £ A FMlisr (5% FA4F 55 )
) BB AT U7 [R) 6 2 A5 W] DL 3R 1 Hp 5 R) A8 R AR
X (A7 @~@). 2 al L, intAtom-S ¥5% 3 W ] ¢
(€, €y, e TN TN 28 Ji 1 3 S e R 4

=873 WY [ /g S W U T R

iHAU/\: /ﬁ?’l‘%ﬁ? P;

s R AR R A C={(eps ern e}

@DC

@ B« @; /* B BTN ESR (e, e)*/

 for each T in P do /*T Ay " Wi al T4 45 */

@ N =SharingAnalysis(); /* N}y =2 3)7 0] j5 4

o

® BU=dataFlowAnalysis(T, N);

© end for

@ patternS et —{(R, W, R), (W, W, R), (R, W, W), (W,
R, W)}

for each (e, ¢.) in B do

@ for each T in Pand the priority of 7 is higher

than e,.T do
for each shared access e, in Tdo
5) if e.V==¢,V and (e,A, e A, ¢e.A)€E
patternSet then
@ CU =(e,, e, €.);
® end if
end for
@® end for
end for

23 AAMTERERE

A W B R FH 6 A% 24 ROR g A7 B AT U7 18], X AT
TP PE 5y B A & 3 ks Il P k47 T AT M40 A, 1B 40
THBR DR, DT A5 3] dpe 2 104 JR 7 o I 485
231 HAT U AT AT 43 AT

FEIXA B B, A 3G o 1 B AR AN T AT B AT
VilaIXT (e,, ec) T B — 28 4. S 3L £ A7 U5 ] %A
AT, U IRy BOXE BT IR A AT R PRk, I
8 JF M 3 R A 1 e ek B . G B 7 R, X Sk
BYEYCDara3t A5 3R Vi), Si. S.5 S, 4k W 2
(W, W, R 7E1% 22 9 v, v 7 TimerO_ISRG 33 S, J#
Pk 55T YC Data, I 44 b5 i 722 1 feAh i Ky true. 2
A YW YCDara UG TG, FAE 5 A 451 S,
B YCData ¥ {8 , %8 )7 A B WG A if(fgAh ==

EXE o b

int main(void){

void Timer0_ISR(void) interrupt 1

fgAh=false; {
S YCDaW .

X S,: YCData=Buf.cmdData;

N, if(fg4h==true){ feAh=true;
*S;: mData= YCDM ;
5 }

}
.

Fig. 7 A case of infeasible consecutive access pair

7 AT AT R R
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true) A FI Wi P W SR R B & & 4. BRSNS & 2 A%
ey AT VIR, R EANT B A TR M 2 R (fgAh =
false) A (fgAh == true), K I, 3X 2 A>T 0] 21 ) 1) 52 47
Vi IR XF &N AT AT Y, 2 B RE P 56T B T e AT 2k 47 iR
FHER . BT DL, A B HE R X S OR AT AT Y i 22
[a] Xt .

N TR AR AT AR AR SO S AR R P X R
HEAT 5 B 09 2. FETE BE L Al b A8 EE H AT U (R X 1)
AR T, SR J5 R FH SMT SR fi 28 E AT L AR . 5 i
BHAELEIRIR, 1T B 1k 2o &5 i TR, X6 28 R T 2
WA Bk .

XF T — A5 1 ER AT U5 R X e, e), P1FIT P2 453
2 H A H Ble, fl e ) #6125 . B 42 55 1 PC(ep. e.) H
P15 P2 (A5 5 B 40 2 2 S U 3. o, A AL
AR A5 P 3 o R 2% B AR A S P 0 A i R 2 ) A4 o
AR . L, 4 — KA TR P, vil
P11 B AR 29 T AR G 0 AR o, PR R R
XH
Pc(P)= N\ CDOIA [\ wii=von [\ DD, v).

A a A

— D ERAR A i 3 AR O A

1) CD (vo) A4 S, 27 B 1k vil) S5 200

2)vioy = viAli iR v P AEAE B TR 10 vi s

3) DD(v;_y, vi) 7R (B N viliit (] vio & AT AT 1Y
232 Ik 3 WYIF Al TR A

TERATUIRIN (e, e0) AIATHURTER T, 4347 3 IR Ui
(17 (e €,y €0) F R AR B AT AT 1, #E— 2 TH BR IR R
HY T o T AR T 0 B AR T, TSR AEAE — 2 5T 1 3 I
A 6 7 52 B 1 3 & AT G 23 R A, BV AR AE
— AT I R B AR AL S 3 IRV IR AN 8 T,
BT AE FAE S RS, TR A, S, R R R
AR X R TR A S AR R
(onof fnum > 0) A (fgExecute == 1), Il . ONOFFManage
A VE S, B 48 25 A (fgExecute == OVKE AN BEHIH 2 .
Kt 4558 — AP R AR (e, €0, €0), 27 E R AT L

FATS o

int main(void) {

void ONOFFManage(){
{f(onq}j’num>0 && fgExecute==1) { L
Sy switch(onoffiium) { \  if(fgExecute==0){

RA[47 _>'>< S,: onffnum=recBuf 3]
' feExecute=1;

(icfault :

S ONOFFOuput(onoffuim-1):; iy
} :
i }

y

Fig. 8 A case of infeasible concurrent triple access interleaving

K8 Anrfrdfi 3 Wil

AT, 75 B X e, e 2 [A] I B A48 o i p o ) 4G A
Hrgte (p — entry,, — =+ —e) H(exity, » p— = —
e) I RATATIE. B Tk B AR A 85 i A Fe Bk, iX — 20
BRAE W AEI

WL 2 FiR, intAtom-S K T —Fh 41 & 2
PLBEARAS W AT 91 & 3 IR 5[] )7 38 57 1) FF 44 .

1) 158 e A Hb 44 8 o T 478 22 . intAtom-S 1 4% i i
constructSummary X} B A~ o W R SEAF5S A0 2, DT
IR B SRR (T O~B) . 1l B4 AT 5 24
IR T e 1) B4R S5 5 exit, AR

)R AR ST AR T
P i F2 A5 3, intAtom-S i i PR %L selectPreemptPoint
e B A AR ME A R, DL 4 0 5 A A 1B (FT
@D~B).

3) FIFH 24 oK 55 UE v AT MR X TR AN R
R ERER S p, Al ER FRE(p-
entry,, — =+ —e,) 5 (exityy — p— =+ — ) K AT

intAtom-S i i3 pK #X obtainState(17@) ) #1541 F
PEA 5 AR B A2 R R POIRAS, DR S BAEN R
AL B M. SR, BREK isFeasible £ U 22 ) 24
WA, IR HAHOR g ae kR A LR i p h BT
SCHT, FE A entry,, Ele i Al FTHE (A7) . AL iX & FE A2
ANHAT, MR 3 RV 18) )7 A iR 4, T B 57 45
0, intAtom-S H4 4k 2L 53 B Ll exiti, Ry b1 SO, 48 4
wop FleZ 8] A2 B T 17 (A7 @) . constructPC fifi
55231 1 A A 0 kb AR SR IR (p—
entry;,, — *** — gr)Ej (exity, — p—rt = e)iX 2 %% %
AR AT AT, intAtom-S K ] F P 4 5 — 4> P i I
H T intAtom-S [X 3 1 BN 5 A8 BT SO KA
SRR B AT AT, PRt b T SRR I A R Y

intAtom-S I 7E 42 Ja A2 IR 2 vkt o 7 5 e 1 1
FHHEAT T A AR SORE b 87 B i 25 A7 48 1 o 42 R A2
i, IFERA W A DR AR SRR I, AR
SCHR T i AT LA A 3 5E KT R .

&k 201 & 3 TR Al ATk A i ALk

F A R SRR G C={(ep. €1, €)} . TRTE

J¥ P

By s R

D for each isr in P do

@  Summy, < constructS ummary (C);

3 end for

@ for each (ep, e, e.)in C do

B PSet« selectPreemptPoints(e,, e.);

@ i= €,..T;
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for each p from PSet do
state = obtainS tate (p);
if isFeasible(state, S umm;,,) then
pc = constructPC (p, e.);
if isFeasible(S ummy,, pc) then
reportWarning(e,, e,, e.);
end if
end if
end for

end for

F T Ok, R TR AN 41 b B A 2R S AR MR
ap=SuA GE

1) v BT AR B A . RGO 3 RV AR AT AT
I, S AR 2 A (5

DT i entry,, e 1) #4255, TR A ize,
e, Myl 1745

QT Lt e Y HARTE TP Hh 171 42b 42 Jy 78 o AR
&, LA S A5 A7 0 AP R Y ] 3 e i AT AT AR

PRI, AR SR 40 5 33K 2 A £ 8 10 o T Ak 22
R A AR AT AT PR, TR AN [R] A48 i R Ak BT X
.

G —A W isr M—H A B EE T={ey, €1 ),
TG NRK isr A T REM ey, isr B Z T th4E S
Summ;, F 7R, AT LAR IR Ky = 0 4 4R B S ummy, = {(eo,
pc,,, exitState,,), (ey, pc, , exitS tate,,), }, Hrp pe AR
Mentry,, 3 e f 72 55 A, exitS tate A3 isr i 1AL 1Y
A2 JRPIR .

A S B A T T R A A 4, T AR
Itk 3 Vil 7 Al AT vE R A i AR . X T dse R
(U5 7] e, A7 AR 2 Pl B0 AT DUE H A W 4 22 —
e AW Nee, i 22 I - P S R e R AT AT TR
X ] — A e B 22 A4 R EA T ARG A

DARRMEI 7 AR IE R 3 IRTINT (e €0 €0)
AR ATPE IR T 2 2 T4 (p > entry,, — - —>e,)
5 (exitiy = p— = e ) T ATPE. SR, RA YNF)F
WA BT 2 K0P R TR I AR AT, BUE
BT T 29 TR A% A T AR ) 72 e I A x5 i B K 3
VT IR) B R AT P AR U, LU P 1 ) B R
FHAT BEXFIX 2 2% 1 B AR T AT 1 4G A 1 45 R S
PRI, AT LA 3 456 P b A 2 90 4 oy 5% R 19 O %
Ao, T A A T AT B AR, 3k B4 5 SO AR D AR
RAEH 5 AL

Me, Bl e fif 12 b0 B A R P i ) AT AR S S =
{$1,82, -, Sn}%:?i?, Hi S &S ) B w7 i)

®Ee6e60660eeaQ

P={p.ps . p )R S, Kb pfi TS5
S Z 18], BRS A3 b 5 pXt N W RR P i) AR SO R
PESE (5 s LR S8 38 5 A pi 5 pi, TR pili 2 2
MM Z—, WA H R — DR AL DSk
— A T A, HLS o AT B AT AT AR 20K pe, th
A5 B AR RO 2) Sl & — D RMERBRA, X
A AR IR A 1 1 A2 5 5 exitS tate, H AL AR AN
A

PRI Ik, 38 o8 42 P 3k [y P DA 8 MU A e, Bl e 22 [)
AARERPES & A X T8 — D A pr, TR R
B EIREAE, T4 puB W B M ARRAPEI G 2 &
W, pioy T AR 2 i B9 AR SR MR o AR

K9 R — BB & BT (e, e e0)
R — AR R . 3 AT 555 b s e
NS, W S0 N pi S X AR fgCurrentB #1471 5 #
fE. T HAR (p > entry,, — = — e,) BRI AT pe,,
EﬂrfiﬁfgCurrentB Joxk, HS A& ik a], ik P2
AT LA#E p AR 3R [FIRE pa il DLk pofG 3R TS % 42 Jr) A8
& fedh AT T E AR, fedh 18 #4255 pe, T, R
Po/NBERE paf R 3R AR SCIEBE pah B AR PR3 o A
SsK AR & fgCharge 17 B #1E, SR 5 fgCharge F1T+Ss
rh Rk o SR feCharge ANF0 &5 FrexitS tate,, 1,
K I ps5 pe Al LK pARER. 3T TS, faPower 32 5514 3
KA 4R AR B, HAL S fEexitS tate, T, [H I pr AN g
B p R e, 4R 3 MU L A p1, paS pr

3 SRS R

A CAE— & B #5 Intel(R) Xeon(R) E5-2 620 CPU,
32GB RAM #1 Ubuntu 20.04 # 1€ & 4t (9 7+ 5 4L L i
17 T 52585 8 T 374l intAtom-S, % /& 4 /5% [A] #t..

5] A 1: intAtom-S 7E A% I o 7 3K ) AU 2 5 ) Jt -
P 2 07 A AHE AR ?

5] & 2: intAtom-S 7 A% I o W7 3K 2 BY R 5 1) Jt -
PR 2 T A5 nfef 2

[ 8 3: intAtom-S 3 #r e S 4R (9 A5 an ] 2

] 4: intAtom-S AR AR Y (A RERECR Infar?
3.1 LWiEE

T PPAL intAtom-S B R B R DU BE ), AR SOREH:
55 Rehecker'™ 47 52 % Xf ., Rehecker /& 5 intAtom-
S FAH T H B 8 00 7 1%, AT X A A 2 o K
B RURR e 0 JR - M 13 5. 8K T Rehecker AS 2 I U5
T H, H R7EFAEM R4 Racebench2.1 [ 471 525,
A SC A B #E Racebench2.1 | X intAtom-S #4752
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PR
currentPow<FULL

(currentPow<FULL) A (fgCurrentB==true)

(currentPow<FULL) A\ (fgCurrentB==true)
A(fgCurrentC==true)

(currentPow<FULL) A\ (fgCurrentB==true)

TAES

| entry |

l

e, | S, :if(currentPow<FULL) |

# __________

| S, :fgCurrentB=true |

P
# __________

o ki gl

interruption from p,
_____ @

b

entry |

|

| Sy:if( fgdh=—true) |

|

A (fgCurrentC==true) /\( fgAh=="false)

| Sy f2Pow=0xAA; |

(currentPow<FULL) A\ (fgCurrentB==true)

l

A (feCurrentC==true) /\( fgAh==false)
A(fgCharge==chargePow)

S\, : currentPow=0;

(currentPow<FULL) A (fgCurrentB==true)
A (fgCurrentC==true) /\ ( fgdh==false)
A\ (fgCharge==chargePow)/\( fgCharge>chargePh)

(currentPow<FULL) A\ ( fgCurrentB==true)

A (fgCurrentC==true) /\( fgAh==false)
A (fgCharge==chargePow)/\( fgCharge>chargePh)
A(fgPow==0x55)

Ps
S 1 1f( fgCharge<chargePh)| . . exit |
Do i :
Femmmm s O]
| S,:if( fgPow==0x55) | retun to ps
- s
Lo~ @! | €:(ISR, 11, currentPow, write)
st | pee,: fgdh==true
exitState_isre,: (( fgAh==true)
e, | Sg: PowerA=currentPow | B A(fgPow==0xAA)
l N (currentPow==0))
. o fRENEH S
| exit | o wms

Fig. 9 An example of representative preemption points selection

Ko ARERIES di s i

B, Ry 7 DV A SO 0 S, B AE 8 D EL
I PR v I 2 U A Rk A S BT T SE . H AT
M1k, intAtom-S JZME—— T Tl A AT
PEAR B 5 A2 SR B A I T H . e A, A SCIAR K intAtom-S
Y5 static-TSAP YEAT S50 X b, DAPFEAS 4304 36 52 4k
P BB . SER Al T T 2 B A

D) Bt 1RSI AR . A S FH I U5 5 o
4E Racebench 2.1 3R ITFA4E intAtom-S 2 % 7] LITE 4 Fi
St AR I R 7 P 3 S . Racebench2. 1 5 4 8% FH 16 K
Al NASAC 2019 Jf- % i i A6r i 1T H. 52 $8 19 2 38 1
H.J5k, B W T Rehecker'™ BS540 T. Racebench
2.1 1 31 /> W BK 3 B 22 A 54 A T3 A IR T
P 38 B AR B 3K 4 8 1) 8 R R T L S R i A AR
PR R AR T Y, RE A8 B eI S A TP KO R R )T
(R T8 1 I TE: SCARR mit 3 26 22 18] R 5 J5L 1 338 2 1) 4%
FKIIE A, anys m) 2 a8 288 L Dyl Jy
2. ¥ 3% 5 % . Racebench 2.1 % 8 T & A= Bl [ 1)
A, A B X T H R T 4w i vEAh .

2) % 2 2 B P IR Bl AT K ik A SR R
T VP4 intAtom-S S 75 RE A ASOR I E SE o T K Bl Y
By S B, NS TIE AR S 1Y i B R 401 v i

Table 4 Analyzed Real-world Aerospace Software Projects

x4 HOMHELMRRETRE
s TiH filiid FRASTTHL

1 modulel B E YA R 2275
2 module2 R Siiviizeribiels 970

3 module3 iR 1701
4 module4 HEE RN 2380
5 module5 B ST atiEides 5099
6 module6 B R 3767
7 module7 B CPU #ff: 1544
8 module8 e B PR G A 4015

BT 8 A HATARE R B AT, Ik 4 Fiv s, T %k 52 41
AN 970 47 H] 5099 17 A 45, I v W 3K 2y 2 fiit K
i A R e LR A AR RS FLAE. 155, ARl T X e K
PR CPU ZE AL | 2 3 RIS R v 7 A 85, 3 2 e B
TR AR 2R 3 N EEE . KRG, LU
X3MNEMERNZ A G R H bR, EBRCEA R
S0 A IRAT] A Bk FH U VT e 22 10 S 40 AT S g
SR VAT B0 S5 09 0 K e A 2 A 5 3 Rt A B
AU 2R O AR5 & 2
FhZ ¥E, AST] 14 45 12 2% (11 MCS-51, MSP430) % Fl A~
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[F A8 5, s 28 A0 | SCH 7 5%, TR A T
H H R ANSI C, A 0 77 ZE X0 AR5 217 R & ek
A B I R FQ A % 4 o A5 0 I ANST C AR RS . @ )5+
PR R 0B AT 20 AR P (GRG0 A O 1 4R 22 L.
JIT A 5 T e 2 v 0 AR T & N B EL 3 B
k. — Mk, BT H S22 H By R4 R 5
BN, R, A SO AR T 8 M EA RN R
A by S 3 X 42
32 WA (HxEEL)

1) J5 7 00 4 A6 00 4 2R

TEFEED R 4E Racebench 2.1 A SZER &5 R a0 5

JI 7. intAtom-S A DL 7E JE ol I 5 42 rhoR I T A Y
JR TR R, I W A 1R ). intAtom-S 7 31 4~ 3%
WA R R 6 N RAR, AH L Rehecker 147 %
FEAR T 72%.

AT & M, Rehecker 15 iz 19 3 22 i A2 Kl Z
BT XA e B30 i o T A A O TR ke, YA R
PRI 3 U7 ) P A B 4 O B . T intAtom-S
W) A 255 b figp e 13X — [A) AE0E — 2 43 M T intAtom-S
(4 6 15 iz, 1% 41 D R B 2 R A 0 B b (i T
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Table 5 Results of Benchmark
Fx5 HEMLERNER

s Ve il ek JE P Rchecker intAtom-S
%v (e T g A #WN #TP #FP R[] /s #WN #TP #FP /s
1 65 2 3 1 2 1 0.3 2 1 1 0.203
2 46 2 2 1 2 1 0.47 2 1 1 0.093
3 74 2 4 1 2 1 0.51 1 1 0 0.484
4 69 2 9 1 3 2 0.31 1 1 0 0.375
5 47 1 2 1 3 2 52 1 1 0 0.125
6 54 1 3 1 2 1 0.31 1 1 0 0.266
7 51 1 2 1 11 10 0.37 1 1 0 0.328
8 53 1 2 1 2 1 0.32 2 1 1 0.375
9 48 1 3 3 2 0 0.34 3 3 0 0.156
10 54 1 2 1 1 0 0.32 2 1 1 0.125
11 44 1 4 1 1 0 0.28 1 1 0 0.078
12 35 1 2 1 1 0 0.31 1 1 0 0.031
13 67 3 4 1 2 1 0.45 2 1 1 0.203
14 60 3 4 1 2 1 0.36 2 1 1 0.156
15 41 1 2 1 1 0 0.31 1 1 0 0.094
16 34 1 1 3 3 0 0.36 3 3 0 0.063
17 42 1 2 5 5 0 1.81 5 5 0 0.109
18 65 2 2 3 3 0 0.36 3 3 0 0.109
19 66 1 8 1 2 1 0.37 1 1 0 0.531
20 55 2 3 1 3 2 0.32 1 1 0 0.172
21 81 1 6 3 3 0 0.35 3 3 0 0.578
22 67 1 4 4 6 2 0.34 4 4 0 0.219
23 40 1 1 2 2 0 0.3 2 2 0 0.063
24 65 1 3 1 1 1 0 0.141
25 39 1 2 1 1 0 0.31 1 1 0 0.078
26 44 2 1 2 1 0 0.29 2 2 0 0.062
27 49 3 1 5 2 0 0.32 5 5 0 0.078
28 54 3 2 1 1 0 0.41 1 1 0 0.109
29 95 1 3 1 1 0 1.4 1 1 0 0.359
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e (EE- SN S G A% HWN #TP 4P s 4WN  #TP  #FP Bl
30 57 3 2 1 2 1 1 0.35 1 1 0 0.109
31 92 1 7 3 3 3 0 0.31 3 3 0 0.21
&t 1753 48 96 54 75 48 27 17.76 60 54 6 6.082
biijiEess 88.9% 100%
& 36% 10%
T fal/s 0.592 0.196

T #WN SRR RIEBAECR ; #TP JORIEHEL #FP FORIEHEL

N T GG R R F, intAtom-S f] 5L Ml 200 T [
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Table 6 Detection Results of Real-World Interrupt-Driven Aerospace Embedded Software
F 6 HEHILHHIRHBMRB/AXN BT R

o B S CiTyi (LS MU BEARHBTEE 1 BB PRAREBTH 2 BB ‘
. L B B ME R W W e ms #FP RIS
S A ditbie A Al G eBlie  Sie B0 B

modulel 2275 3 8.7 72 235 289 223 123 57.4 454 10 96.5 1 114.7
module2 970 3 1.8 52 49 376 1.9 194 48.4 91.4 6 98.4 1 136.7
module3 1710 2 21.3 81 37.7 201 27.7 125 37.8 13.3 6 97.0 0 30.0
module4 2380 2 33.5 222 56.4 334 49 179 41.5 52 2 99.4 0 185.7
module5 5099 5 5.9 16 87.8 15 12.5 6 60.0 0.2 2 86.7 0 58.9
module6 3767 2 329 94 36.6 183 21.7 101 448 8.7 8 95.6 2 169.9
module7 1544 2 23.0 26 54.4 88 12.7 62 29.5 9.9 1 98.4 0 28.1
module8 4015 2 5.5 83 36.1 418 7.9 311 25.6 50.5 10 97.6 0 304.7

Bt 1904 1101 422 45 97.6 4
FHIME 159 37.8 11.1 352

I #FP RN IR IREL
2 T IR 25 R, W o 3 2 A E B g8 WA . i, — A9 k3 U IR E

JE P fe L R B MR A R R R
Oh R A T 2 2 0 U A A 5 A intAtom-
S A2 23 A F B I TR R e 243 20T kN
AR RN iU NI Rl O U B S8 B M I o
226 1) BfRe, Me it 2 NESL R A MY IA], (HIETF &
N B EATEA BT 8. N, JF kN b it
e, Jri 2z I BL AP W, O 6 e AT 2058 . 2) I 1 id

(€, €, eVE PR (W, W, R), W1 e, Flle 5 AH [F] 19 B A7
fitt B = H A e R U B (HBE BN,
A SCHE T SCHR [17] P Y intAtom FEFT PR, intAtom
A 3 KRR MR TR, BRAX 22, B H —
FHEM I R AR BB A, e R, W, Wy,
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ZEAF G A, T RAT A A rh i A B AT e R
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intAtom-S 45t o A7 75 1) 4 A DR AR 2 i T AE
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intAtom, intAtom-S [ A& I 45 SR 55 MOKS 5, 405k 7
7% intAtom 7E X 8 4> 115 FF 0K W 45 52 o 7 75 11
AR, FA 6 A T S0 M RO AR R
LT ARV, intAtom AN BE X 731X SE 40 H 0 R T S B0 5
WA 1A o TR AR BT A3 SRS . T AS SCT7 1R
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DX B TC 3R, PRI AT DL £k 28 R4

Table 7 Comparison of Effectiveness and Efficiency

Between intAtom-S and intAtom

£ 7 intAtom-S 5 intAtom B R ILZERTLE

SH intAtom intAtom-S
/s #FP IfTa]/s WM #FP

modulel 104.7 2 114.7 9.6% 1
module2 1343 1 136.7 1.8% 1
module3 23.6 3 30.0 27.1% 0
module4 123.5 1 185.7 50.4% 0
module5 55.4 0 58.9 6.3% 0
module6 113.9 3 169.9 49.2% 2
module7 21.6 0 28.1 30.0% 0
module8 287.9 1 304.7 5.8% 0

&1t 1 4

e #FP R

33 KRR ($#HXfEH2)

# 5 WK T intAtom-S I Rchecker A9 7E 3 vfE I 3
£E Racebench 2.1 b iz 17 BE ). 2y T A F db 43 Hr Bif
) P BE, A< SCH 3T 2 A4~ T H B 58 Bk Ml iy 22
) 1 BT 46 2% A B[R] 1 4n, i F Rehecker ok 20T
11 24. PRk, A S0 S H A 30 A4S 5401 14 52 56 K als
MOEAK 7, A H Rehecker, intAtom-S 7E Kk 22 %0 % 1]
(26/30) -4k 2 T (4 A 0 1 (1], intAtom-S 14 24 £6;
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AT B 28 IN. T intAtom-S AR 71 335 52 A6
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S, A SCH static-TSA 45 5 o 1 b5 i 428 5 5 7] 53
i 05 107 %8 8 A7 X B X6 ik 8 AT, intAtom-
S W i A e =2 RS HR VA DR 1T static-TSA B A
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Table 8 Results of Shared Data Analysis
*8 HEHESWER

5 static-TSA intAtom-S
SRR A #FP BI% 61T #FP

modulel 43 0 72 0
module2 54 2 52 0
module3 117 36 81 0
module4 232 10 222 0
module5 16 0 16 0
module6 118 24 94 0
module7 26 0 26 0
module8 202 119 83 0

&it 808 191 646 0

. #FP FoniRiEL
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7). L Ab, static-TSA it T 29 A5 1/O Hbsik 5 [a];
11 intAtom-S AN AT LA X 438041 R 51, Ho G A 20k il
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Table9 Time Cost of NaivetRPPS and intAtom-S

Compared with That of Naive
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modulel 193.8 543 3.6% 52.1 3.7
module2 3311 232.0 1.4x 125.0 2.6x
module3 10.9 5.6 1.9x 4.0 2.7
module4 81.9 68.4 1.2% 9.6 8.5%
module5 0.3 0.1 3.0x 0.1 3.0x
module6 56.6 16.3 3.5% 148 3.8x
module7 9.0 3.9 2.3x 2.8 3.2x
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