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3.1 Correctness Property
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Proof checker = #4137 W3E F A7 &3] o
Fo] HEA proof & A A al

3.3 Safety Property
3.3.1 Proof-carrying code

Proof-carrying code(PCC)= 42> T2 T4
He7Melth. PCC A7 2 =R
TARE e B, W bdA T3 22 od
43+ Spec & WHS3SF=AE safety policy & RHE
verified condition & &3 HHH R FSlet= A
ZIgelty. 53], AEA fle An ZRads 4
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producer = native code ¢} ¥7| safety proof & %43
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’d ¥l safety proof & FAlste] b ghA] 35k}
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o o kI i ko o
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of &f=dl, o] F-i&2 el Eoke] dE7tel ola] =
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..................................... L sreusssssouee
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3.3.2 Typed-Assembly Language

TAL & &2 TR0 type ¥ 52 T2 39
type = H|u3lo] safety & HAFghth EgE Typing

HedE YRR AZVMEslH, AHeA =1
o] A= theorem proving 2} o] -2 A A<}
3t rule & AT Fu Qo] LFA VIS 9
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FBDtoC ¢} FBDtoVerilog ol #-&3 79, FBDtoC ¢} types ) 7,0 = alint [T — 72 [ V.7 [ (T)
. Ry st an annotated terms e n=u"
FBDtoVerilog ©] %] ii:“/_ ‘_jo] assembly Ianguage terms w iz |i | fixa(zym) e | exes | Aae | elr] |
7F ok 7] wiitel] H&7be 3 FEoRE g F (@ | mi(e) | e1 pea | if0(er, ez, €3)
01 o} ?:51‘]:}'% 7@1 o] Q) primitives pou=+|—|x
- type contexts A= o, 0n
TAL % A]‘Jq_?ﬂ‘ Hhﬂ‘j‘ ° = Strong typed assembly va}Zue conterts I = mllz‘rh“.,a:ﬂ:rn
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- 2] F S A=
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- types 7,0 = | int | V][a].(T) — void [ {11, ..., 7a)
S| =
AAAA MeE Holwr annotated values von=u’
values w n= || fixe[@(z1m, ... 20iTh).e | (D)
primitives pu=+|—|x
CPS Closure declarations di=x= v lz=mv|z=0vipvs
conversion conversion terms e ‘: Iit$(%e
F K B v[7|(v
/1 i A A.C | if0(v, e1,e2)
- | halt[t]v
Hoisting type contexts A = ay,...,an
Code value contexts T = 2171,y TniTh
Allocation i
generation [j_‘—'ﬂ 15] }.Koﬂ EH'&]- ;LU
Ls ).H > /1A - TAL
< =
] = A K[int] = int
[:L = 13] F& TAL=ZE H]—Jll - 374-73 K[r — 7] f (K], Keont [r2]) — woid
K[Ve.r] %< Vla].(Keont[r]) — void
KL{r1s- .. )] L Knl,.... Kl
F 01 TAL E Eﬂ%% ;1<_]_ g 0]'?_4_ :1 “6‘7]' —LE_:L Keont[7] d——?-f (K[r]) — void
Wl A%, 26, M, A o] 7 Wk wag ”
= = S < u” = uT|(Az:K[[r].ha ]z’ IT1)Keont [T
sta g @AY type & EQ1E type o] HEH] Kprog[u™] Kexp[u ]z K [r] hakt[C[r]J 17T ) Seone 7]
A Aele Ea) AT @ Keld" ey
&5 EW 6 HE 3= F de & KexpliTk el R
o O:ﬂ = ? ] ! Fq = E :?—O]— 21 01 4 CO € Kexp|[(fixz(z1:71):7m2.€)T]k ef k((fixz(rl:IC|I'rl],c:lC.;ong['rg]).)chp[e]]c'c“"“lf?ﬂ)'cﬂ"l])
Feb 3t WA code b Btk OIAI CPS e jupupyk % KephflOekinl
(Continuation-passing style)= W3S 3} 7| Q Keephua |Gl

If 11 (xf 508 k))Keont[72l)Keontlr1]

WA code o £ FHw ool A A7 ?L Keolhaw) I k(\fal(@KeonlrD) Kexplu™JeSeonEIEED)

—

o [2H 14] & Zo] xS 4 A, AKX & Kespl(u7lo])™ & ' Kexp [T Okl ST o] () S D
— =] = Kex e u)Tlk = Kex, Az1:K
< [29 15] S gol AP F vk AelH A SR po BT
e [ 16]9F ol xd o & Q) ol & o § I e s
3 KeN Z 5 51O, & F = Kexplmi(w™)™ 1k 1 Kexp[uT](Az:K[r]. let y = mi(z) in k(y/<l7'T))Keont[7]
3 type & RT3 WIS Str) Typeol & HEH K“:Hewez,]k aef /cch[el]](,\xlzinc,
ZEIAPL QR/KE WA XS Aol Aol Kexplea](Azazint. _ 4
o 217 o] lety =z1 pa2in k(ymt))Kcom[mL]])lCcomﬂmt]]
MES 7FAa ok Kexplif0(er,e2,e3) Tk % Kexpler](Azzint.
if0(z™, Kexplealk, Kexplea]k))Ceontlint]
Codel [2% 16] AFl A AKe] W3 e [16]
| (fix fn:int):int: if0(n; 1,n x f(n—1))) 6 |
Coded 4. B4 A7
(fix f (n:int; k:(int) — void):
ifoen, k(L) Astele] A9 WHe 54 S register

letx=n-1in
f(x, A(y:int):letz=n x yink(z))))
(6, A(n:int): halt[int]n)

stack, loop & % 7F#] HelA error 7} Y7] 4% X]
A& 7FA 3L 2l th. Register allocation ©ll error 7} <=
A A< 3 719 [17], [18], [19]. Loop distribution,
loop fusion, loop tiling, and loop interchange & ¥ %
= Il A loop 5 HHE 71W [20], [21], [22]. Heap
¥} stack allocation © ©THs] #EsFo=ZH Wl
safety & #1538k 71 [23], [24], [25] &I
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