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AnnoTtanms. Bepudukanus npaiisepos OC Linux — 3T0 mmpokas o61acTs s IPUMEHEHHS
Pa3INYHBIX METO/IOB BepU(UKAIIMH, B YACTHOCTH, METOJI0B IPOBEPKHU CBOICTB 0€30I1aCHOCTH
U HaJeKHOCTH IPOrpaMM, a Takoke GpyHKIHOHANBHOH Bepudukanuu. Jpaiiseps! Linux — 3to
HHyCTPHAILHOE IPOrpaMMHOE obecIieueHne, Ha CTabMIbHOCTh KOTOporo mojaratorcs UT-
nH(PacTpyKTypsl. B cmity 3T0ro kK HameXHOCTH M KOPPEKTHOCTH UX PabOTHI MPEIbIBISIOT
XKECTKHe TpeOOBaHMS, B CBOIO O4epenb, 3TO O3HA4YaeT, YTO €CIHM HHKCHEpP-BepU(HUKATOD
obOHapyxun omuOKy B JpaiiBepe, OH MOXKET pacCUMTHIBATh Ha OBICTPYIO PEAKIHIO
coo0IecTBa pa3pabOTINKOB B IUIAHE MOATBEPXKACHUS ¥ HCHPABICHHUS OSTOH OIIHOKH.
JpaiiBepsl Linux — clI0)KHOE HU3KOYPOBHEBOE CHCTEMHOE MTPOTPaMMHOE 00CCIICUCHHUE, H €TO
XapaKTepUCTHKU TPEeOYyIOT IPUMEHEHHs pPAa3IMYHBIX TEXHHK AaHaluu3a IIPOrpamMM:
ucnonb3oBanus SMT-penrareneii, meTonoB Bepudukaimu moxeneit (model checking) u
JIPYTrux MeTonoB Bepudukaiuu. TouHocTh U 3((GEKTHBHOCTh STUX METOJOB 3a IOCIIECIHEE
BpeMsI 3HAUUTEIHHO MOBBICHIACH, M TOATOMY CIIOXKHAs 3ajada Bepupukanuu apaisepos OC
Linux craHoOBHUTCS peajbHOW MO MEpe HMCHONB30BAHMS 3THUX NOCTIDKCHHH B MHCTPYMEHTAX
BepUPUKAIINY.

KnioueBbie cioBa. SInpo omepanuoHHON CHCTEMBI, Linux, MHCTpYMEHTH BEepH(UKLIUH,
aHaNN3 NpOrpaMM, BepU(UKaIUs MOJeNel, aHalli3 yKa3aTelied, aHaJlu3 CTPYKTYp JaHHBIX,
cBOMCTBa 0€30MacCHOCTH, OrpaHMYMBAcMasi MPOBEpKa MOJENEH, CUMBOJIbHAS BepH(UKALVIS,
aHaJIM3 C SBHBIMM 3HAYEHMSAMH, YCIOBHAs Bepu(MKaLUs MOAENCH, aHaIN3 3aBEPIIMMOCTH,
BepH (KA NAPAIUICIbHBIX IPOrPaMM, CPABHEHUE METOJI0B BepH(DHKALINH.

1. BeedeHue

Sapo OC Linux B HacTosiiee BpeMs SBISETCS OAHOW W3 Hamboyiee BaXKHBIX
NPOrPaMMHBIX CUCTEM B HameM oOriecTBe. Linux MCHONb3yeTcsl B KauecTBe spa B
psijie pacipoCTpaHEHHBIX HACTOJIBHBIX OINEPAIlMOHHBIX cucTeM (Takux kak Ubuntu,
Fedora, Debian, Gentoo), ¥ MMO3TOMYy B HAQJEKHOCTH U CTAOMJIBHOCTH sjpa
3aMHTEPECOBAHO OOJIBIIIOE YHCIIO TOJIB30BaTeNiei 3THX cUcTeM. Bo3MoxHO, eme

Jannas pabotra Obuta .mojuepkaHa [OCynapcTBEHHBIM —KOHTPAaKTOM  C
MunncrepctBoM oOpazoBarns u Haykd PO Ne 11.519.11.4006 ot 18 aBrycra 2011
r., nporpammHoe MepompusatHe 1.9 «IIpoBeneHne Hay4qHO-HCCIIENOBATENBCKHX
paboT COBMECTHO ¢ MHOCTPAaHHBIMH HAayYHBIMH OPTaHU3ALMAMK.
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Ba)KHEE TO, YTO JIOMHUHHPYIOIIUE HA PHIHKE CEPBEPHBIE OMEPALUOHHBIC CHCTEMBI
ocHoBanbl Ha Linux. IIpakTuuecku Bce cymnepkommbiotepbl (90% B 2010 romy)
paboTaroT MOA yIpaBiIeHHEM OINEepalMOHHON CUCTEMBI Ha OCHOBE 3TOro sijpa. Bee
Oouiblllee YMCIIO BCTPAMBAaEMbIX YCTPOWCTB, TaKMX KakK CMapT(OHBI, HCIOIb3YIOT
Linux B xauectBe siapa (Harpumep, Android, Maemo, WebOS). Bce 3To 00bsicHseT
BO3pacTaloOIlyl0 IHOTPEOHOCTh B aBTOMAaTHYECKOM BEpU(PHKAIMHM KOMIIOHCHTOB
OTIepPaMOHHOM cucTeMbI Linux.

Kommnanust Microsoft ycranoBuiia, 4To OmMOKK B JIpaiiBepax yCTPOMCTB SIBISIFOTCS
OnHON mn3 Hambosiee BaXHBIX HPUYMH cOOEB B paboTe BBHIMYCKAEMBIX €O
OTEpPAIMOHHBIX CHcTeM. Kak cliefcTBHe, KOMIIAaHHS CYIIECTBEHHO YyBEIHYHIIA
HagexxHocTsh Windows, mHTerprpoBaB HHCTpyMeHT Static Driver Verifier (SDV) B
CBOM MPOU3BOJCTBEHHBIH UK. OCHOBHBIC [TPUHIIMIIBI, JISKAIIUE B OCHOBE pabOTHI
9TOr0 MHCTPYMEHTa, ObUIM pa3paboTaHbl B paMKax HCCIEIOBATELCKOTO MPOEKTa
SLAM [1]. Ceituac SDV 1mo ymMOI4aHHIO BXOJUT B COCTaB HabOpa WHCTPYMEHTOB
i paspadotku apaiisepoB OC Windows — Windows Driver Kit (WDK).

s OC Linux B HacTosImIee BpeMsl HE CYIIECTBYET MHIYCTPHAIBHOTO MIPOEKTa 110
Bepu(HKamy, CcomocTraBuMoro 1o pasmepam ¢ SDV. Ho coo0riectBo
pa3pabOTYMKOB TOCTOSIHHO HIIET CpPEACTBA aBTOMATHYECKOW BepuUKalnuu
Han0oJIee KPUTHYHBIX aCIIEKTOB PaboThl 3Toi OC, a coo0IIeCTBO UCCIICAOBATENCH B
o0actu BepuUKaAIMK HCIIOIB3YeT apaiBephbl Linux kak 007acTh Ui MPUMEHCHHS
HOBBIX TMOJIXOJIOB aHaJM3a. 3a IOCJIEIHUE TOAbl OBUIO CO3/aHO TPH CpEbl
BepuduKamu Ha ocHoBe apaiisepos OC Linux: Linux Driver Verification (LDV)?
[23, 31], Avinux [27] u DDVerify’ [34].

Kox simpa Linux siBisieTcst pacripocTpaHeHHBIM HCTOYHHKOM 3ajad BepH(UKaluu
[17, 22, 24, 25, 30]. HpaitBepsl Linux MNpemoCTaBISIOT YHUKAIBHOE COYCTAHUC
XapaKTepUCTHK, KOTOpbIe  IPUBIEKAIOT  HCClIeAoBaTesiel M IPaKTHKOB
BO3MOXXHOCTBIO HCIIBITaTh HAa HHUX CBOM MHCTPyMeHThl. Hawbosee BakHbIC
MPEUMYILECTBA KCIOJB30BaHUS KOJa sipa Linux Jjisi [OCTAHOBKH 3334
BepUHKALIUK CIIEAYOLIHE:

e  JlaHHOE MPOrpaMMHOE ODECIeUeHHE SIBISICTCS] BOCTPEOOBAHHBIM — MHOTHE
JIFO/IM 3aMHTEPECOBAHbI B PE3yJibTaTax ero Bepudukaimu.

e Jlobas ommbOka B [paliBepe SBISIETCS MNOTEHIMAIBHO KPUTHUYECKOH,
[OTOMY YTO JIpaliBepbl PabOTAIOT C TEM K€ YPOBHEM MPUBHIETHIHA, 4TO U
octanpHOe saapo OC Linux, B aapecHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE Sapa.

e CymmapHbli 00BEM HCXOIHOTO KOJa IpaiiBEepOB BeCbMa 3HAYMTEICH
(oxoso 10 MITH. CTPOK) U IIPU 3TOM MTOCTOSIHHO BO3PACTAET.

. 3agaun BepuuKaluy JpaiiBepoB TOCTATOYHO TPYAHBI M HHTEPECHBI, HO HE
HACTOJIBKO CIIOXKHBI, YTOOBI OBITH O€3HAICIKHBIMU.

2 http://linuxtesting.org/project/ldv
3 http://www.cprover.org/ddverify
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e  bBonpmmHCTBO apaiiBepoB Linux WMEIOT OTKPBITBIA HCXOMHBIM KOM H
MMO3TOMY HX JIETKO HCIIOJIb30BaTh B IMPOEKTaX IO BEpUPHUKAIMKA U B
HCCIIEI0BATENBCKUX MTPOEKTAX.

Xots B obsacty BepruHUKauy NporpaMMHOTO oOecriedeH st ObUIO CIIeNTaHO MHOTO
HOBBIX JIOCTHXKGHUH, TPeOYIOTCS IOIOJIHUTENIBHBIE YCHIWSI JUIi TOTO, YTOOBI
HCIIOJIb30BAaTh MX HA TPAKTUKE W NPHMEHITh MX K CIOXHOMY WHIYCTPHAIbHOMY
KOOy, TakoMy Kak npaiiBepel yctpoiictB OC Linux. HemaBHo mnpoBemeHHOE
COpEBHOBAHME 110 BepUBHUKALHMH TIporpaMMHoro obecreuenns (SV-COMP’12)* [3]
MOKA3aJl0, YTO KaTeropHs IpaiBepOB YCTPOWCTB MPEICTABISET CIOKHOCThH JaXKe
JUISL CAMBIX COBPEMEHHBIX HHCTPYMEHTOB aHAJIN3a IIPOrPaMM.

2. HanpaeneHus uccnedosaHull

2.1. AHanu3 yKkasartenen n AMHaMU4eckue CTPYKTYpbl AaHHbIX

MHorue cBOWCTBa HAaJEKHOCTH U O€30MaCHOCTH APABEPOB YCTPOHCTB 3aBHCAT OT
TOYHOTO aHaIN3a yKas3aTesJedl M PasiMyHbIX CTPYKTYp IaHHBIX B Kyde. AHamm3
yKazaTeseil ~ M3ydeH  JOCTaTOYHO  XOpPONIO,  OJHAKO  HCIOJIb30BAHUE
HU3KOYPOBHEBOTO KOJa, XapakTepHOE MJsI CHCTEMHOTO IIPOrPaMMHpPOBAaHUS,
CYIIECTBEHHO OCJIOKHSAET peajM3aliio CyLECTBYIOIMX noaxonoB. [Ipoexr LDV
JIOCTUT CYIIECTBEHHBIX YCIIEXOB B 3TOW oOjacTu Ojaromaps peanqu3anuu Oosiee
TOYHOIO aHaJM3a YyKasaTeledl B HWHCTpyMeHTe Bepudukanmu BLAST [29].
ViryumenHast Bepcusi opuruHanbHoro mHcerpymeHta BLAST crama moGemurenem
copeBHoBannii SV-COMP’12 Ha 3amadax BepuU(UKALUM, TIOJYYEHHBIX W3
npaiisepoB OC Linux [28].

AHanu3 CTPYKTYp AAaHHBIX SIBISETCS aKTYaJIbHOH HMCCIIEJ0BATEIILCKOH TEMOH, 110
KOTOpOW B TOCIIEIHHE TOAbl OBUIM TOJyYeHBI 3aMETHBIE pe3yibraThl. Cremyer
OTMETHUTh, YTO JOCTATOYHO OOJBIIOro Habopa OOIIEJOCTYITHBIX TECTOBBIX 3a/1a4
JUIL TIPAKTUYECKOTO CPaBHEHHWS CYLIECTBYIOIIMX pealn3aliii He CyIIEeCTBYET.
OpmHUM U3 IPUMEPOB SIBIIETCS HHCTPYMEHT Predator — COBpeMEHHBIN CTaTHYECKHA
aHAIM3aTOp, TPEIOCTABISIONN CpPEACTBA IIPOBEPKHU CTPYKTYp IAaHHBIX H
0e30macHOCTH pabOThI ¢ TaMATHIO [16].

2.2. CumBonbHas Bepucukaums

Brnaromapst passututo SMT-pernareneii, CHMBOJIBHOE TIPENCTaBIICHHE aOCTPaKTHBIX
COCTOSIHMH MpOrpaMMbl Ha OCHOBE (OpMyn B HACTOSINEE BpPEMs CTalo
¢ exkTuBHBIM U pe3ynabraTuBHBIM. MHCTpymMentst SDV u SLAM kommnanuu
Microsoft [1], a Takke psII COBPEMEHHBIX aKaJeMHYECKHX HHCTPYMEHTOB
OCHOBaHbI Ha mpenukatHol abctpakumu [5, 8, 12, 18]. Heckoabko MHCTPYMEHTOB
COYETAI0T TaKWe KOHLENLUH, KaK YTOYHEHHE a0CTPakUUH 10 KOHTpIpUMEpam
(counterexample-guided abstract refinement, CEGAR) [11], pa3nuuHble BuBI

4 http://sv-comp.sosy-lab.org
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aHaJM3a JUHAMHYECKOH MaMsTH (Tak Ha3bIBAEMOro Iiein-aHanu3a, shape analysis),
aOcTpakTHBIE JepeBbs JOCTIXHMOCTH [5], neHuByro aOctpakumio [21],
untepnossiuuio [20] u kpynHobinoyHOe koauposanue (large-block encoding) [4, 9].
OrpannunBaemas nposepka mojeneit (bounded model checking) [10] Takxe umeer
0O0JBIIOE MPAKTUYECKOS 3HAUCHHME W TOKA3bIBACT BIICUATISIONINE PE3YJIbTATHl Ha
COpPEBHOBaHUIX 1O Bepudukarmu [ 14, 32].

HenmocrarouHo ~ uccieoBaHHBIMM — OCTAalOTCS  NPOOJIEMBI  OIPEEIICHUs
WHTEPIONSHTOB (CYIIECTBYET OOJNBIION AMAna3oH MEXIy CIaObIMH U CHIBHBIMH
WHTEPIONIHTaMHU), TPOOJIEMBI pa3MepoB OJIOKOB Ui KOAHMPOBaHUS (KaKoi
KpUTEepHUil Hy>KHO HCIIOIB30BATH ISl ONIPEIeNICHIsI KOHIa 0J0Ka, KOTOPBIHA HEITUKOM
KoaupyeTcss B (opMyly B XOAE ONHOW OIEpalyy BBYHUCICHUS aOCTPaKTHOTO
MOCTYCJIOBUS) W MPOOJIEeMBI BBIOOpa TMopsiaka o0xona rpada MMOTOKa YIpaBICHHS
mporpaMMbl  (HAaLlEJIGHHOCT, Ha MAaKCHMHU3AIMIO TOKpHITHA (coverage-directed
verification), TOWCK B IIHMpPHWHY, B TiOyOmMHY W Ap.). [Apyrum BaXHBIM U
MHOT'000CIIAONINM TTOAXO00M, KOTOPBI 0 HEIAaBHETO BPEMEHH B 3HAYMTEIBHOU
CTENIeHW WTHOPUPOBAJICS B BepH(UKALMU ITPOTPAMMHOIO OOECIICUSHHUS, SIBISETCS
BO3MOXKHOCTh TPEJICTAaBICHHUsS aOCTPAKTHBIX COCTOSHUH M OTHOILEHHUS MEPEXO0JI0B
MOJIHOCTBIO B BHJE JIBOMYHBIX pemarommx nuarpamm (Binary Decision Diagrams,
BDD). Hekotopsiii ycnex B 3Tol 0o0JlacTH HaOJOAaeTcsi, HapUMEp, B OIBITE
pacumpenuss uHCTpymeHTOB CPAchecker m Java PathFinder wmexanm3mamu
ucrions3oBanuss BDD mnst mpencraBieHuss NPOCTpaHCTBA COCTOSIHUH, KOTOPOE
oOpasytor  OyJeBBl  IEpeMEHHBIC,  33JaloOlIie  IapaMeTpbl  MMOCTPOCHHS
KOH(UTypamuii, HarpuMep, OTIEPAIIMOHHBIX CHCTEM H JPYTUX CUCTEM, 00pa3yIOIINX
Tak Ha3piBaeMble product lines [33].

2.3. AHanus c aBHbIMK 3HaYeHuaAMM (Explicit-State Verification)

Hexoropble MHCTpYMEHTHI MPOBEPKH MOAENIEH MPOTPaMM C SIBHBIMH 3HAYEHHSIMHU
ABISIFOTCSL JOCTAaTOYHO YCIICIIHBIMH B CBOMX OOJIACTSX NMPHMEHEHHs (Harmpumep,
Spin u Java PathFinder). UToObl mpUMEHHUTH 3Ty TEXHOJIOTHIO AJIsI BEpUPHUKALUH
JpaiiBepoB ONEPAIMOHHBIX CHCTEM MacIITabupyeMbIM 00pa3oM, MpPEACTABISIETCS
MHTEPECHbIM BKIIOUYNUTh B HEE COBPEMEHHBIC YCIEIIHbIE IOAXOABI M3 00IaCTH
cuMBoJibHOM Bepudukanuu. Hampumep, CEGAR nomkeH ObITh MCIIOJIB30BaH IS
ABTOMAaTHUYECKOT0 MOCTpOeHHs abcTpakiyu, a uHTepnossiuus Kpelra ajst sBHBIX
3HAYeHUH MOXKET yKa3aTb, KakMe 4YacTH IPOCTPAHCTBA COCTOSHHUH HEO0OXOIUMO
aHAJIM3HUPOBATH.

2.4. KombuHauua npuemoB Bepudurkaumum

B mpouniom 0bUI0 NpeUIoKeHO HECKOJIBKO METOJIOB MapaijiebHOW KOMOWHALUH
pa3IMYHBIX CYIIECTBYIOIIMX BHMIOB aHanu3a mporpamm [7, 15]. Otu meroasl
Ype3BbIYaiiHO 3(GQEKTUBHBI W JODKHBI HONYyYUTH OoJblliee BHUMaHuEe |
BOIUIOIICHWE Ha NpakTHKe. VX NpakTH4ecKOMy IPUMEHEHHIO MPEISTCTBYIOT
TEXHUYECKHE TPYTHOCTH: OOBENWHSIEMBbIEe BHIBl aHAJIHM3a JOJDKHBI HCIIONB30BaTh
OIMHAKOBEIM anroput™M 00Xoma Tpada MOTOKA YHPABICHUS, OHH IOJDKHBI OBITH

408



peann30BaHbl Ha OJHOM M TOM JK€ SI3bIKE NPOTPAMMHUPOBAHHUS B COBMECTHMBIX
cpelax ¥ JOJDKHBI pad0TaTh HA OHOM U TOM K€ (PU3MUCCKON MAIllUHE.
[ocnenoBarenbHass KOMOMHAIMSI PA3IMYHBIX BUJIOB aHalIM3a C HCIIOJIb30BAaHHEM
ycioBHO#H Bepudukammu mopeneil (conditional model checking) npencrariser
s dexTuBHOE pemieHne 3Toi npobnemsbl [6]. PazHble MHCTPYMEHTBHI M METOZbBI
MOT'YT BBIIIOJHATHCA NOCJICA0BATCIILHO OJIUH 3a APYT'UM U NbITATHCA PCIINTH 3a1a1y
Bepu(UKaNY, WCHONB3Ysl CBOM HamOoyiee CHIbHBIE CTOPOHBL. HMHCTpyMeHTY
YCIOBHOH BepuGHKauu Mojened cooOmaercsi, KOrja HYXKHO OTKa3aTbCsi OT
MIPOJIOJDKEHHST BepuHKanuy (IIpY MOMOIIN TaK Ha3bIBAEMOI'0 BXOJHOTO YCIIOBHS,
input condition). BxomHble yCIIOBHS HMAlOT THOKHH CIIOCOO OTpaHWYCHHS WIIH
CEpXKHMBaHHs XOAa BepU(HKALUK OJHUM U3 BBIOPAHHBIX METOJOB. BBIXOIHbBIC
YCIOBUSI TIPEIOCTABISIOT YCIEHIHO BEepU(UIMPOBAHHYI0 YacTh MPOCTPAHCTBA
cocrostnuii.  Crnenyrommii  BepudUKaTop MOXET  HCIOJIb30BAaTh  YCIOBUS,
MOJY4Y€HHbIE OT TPEIBIAYIIUX 3alyCKOB JPYrUX HHCTPYMEHTOB, YTOOBI He
BBINOJIHATh MOBTOPHO Ty JXK€ CaMyl PadOTy, a COCPEJOTOYUTh CBOM YCHIIMSI Ha
OCTaBILEHCS YaCTHU 3aJaHMsl.

2.5. AHanu3 3aBepLMMOCTH

Ob6nactp Bepupukanuu, Tpedyromas 00JbIIer0o BHUMAHUS HCCIeIoBaTeNnel, — 3To
aHanu3 3aBepmiMMocTH. CyIecTByeT HECKOJIBKO HMHCTPYMEHTOB IPOBEPKH
3aBEPIIMMOCTH MPOrpaMM (HauboJiee 3aMETHBIM Cpeu KOTOphIx sBisercss ARMC
[26]), HO MeTOA TOKa emie He HACTOJIbKO HIMPOKO PACIpPOCTPaHEeH, Kak 3TO
cienoBano Obl oxkuaarh. Ilogxonm OBLT 3aMMCTBOBAaH M B JalbHEWIIEM YIIYYIICH
komranueit Microsoft B pamkax mpoekra Terminator [13].

2.6. Mapannenuam (Concurrency)

B cmry Bo3pacTtaromiero pacrnpocTpaHCHHS MHOTOSACPHBIX  KOMITBIOTEPOB,
BepU(HKALASI MHOTOIOTOYHOTO MPOTPAMMHOTO OOCCIICYCHUS CO BpPEMEHEM
CTAaHOBUTCA Bce OoJiee BaXHOH o00nacTeio wuccinemoBanuii. [loMCK TOHOK W
B3aMMHBIX OJIOKHPOBOK SIBISETCS HEOTHEMIIEMOW YACTBIO CPEIACTB KOHTPOJISL
kadecTBa. [103TOMy JaHHBIE BUABI IPOBEPOK HEOOXOAUMO MPUMEHATH B TOM UHCIIE
u x npariBepam OC Linux. CoobmiecTBo uccienoBaTeneil B 00acTi BepruuKaIumn
aKTUBHO OTKPBIBaE€T HOBBIC KOHIECIMIMHM W PEANTH3yeT HOBBIE MHCTPYMEHTHI IS
pemeHnss 3toi 3amaun (Hampumep, ESBMC [14], SATabs [2], Threader [19]).
WHTepecHo 3aMeTHTh, YTO HAWIYYIIUM HMHCTPYMEHTOM TIPOBEPKH 3a1ad Ha
napajyieiu3M ~ Ha  TOCJIEJHEM  COPEBHOBAHMU  OKa3alCsi  UHCTPYMEHT
orpaHHYMBaeMoi poBepku mozenei [14].

3. 3aknroyeHue

Msr oOprcoBali OCHOBHBIE apryMEHTHI B TIOJB3y PACCMOTPEHHUS ApailBepoB
ONEPAallMOHHOW cHCTeMbl Linux B KadecTBe 00MacTH IS TMPAKTHYECKOTO
MIPUMEHEHHsT Pa3JIUYHbIX METOJOB M HMHCTPYMEHTOB BepH(HUKAIUU MPOrPaMM.
Baxno pa3pabareiBaTh HWHCTPYMEHThI BepH(UKAILMH, KOTOPbIE JOCTATOYHO
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3G EKTUBHBI U PE3yNbTAaTUBHBI Ul TOTO, YTOOBI YCIIEIIHO CIPABUTHCA C 3ajadeit
MIPOBEPKH MIPOTPAMMHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB, CTOJIb CJIOJKHBIX, KaK JApaiiBephl yCTPOHCTB.
Beirosel 1BOMHBIE: 00IIECTBY BaXKHO HOIYy4aTh TAKOE OTBETCTBEHHOE MIPOTPAMMHOE
obecrieueHre BepU(UIMPOBAHHBIM, a COOOILECTBY HCCIeqoBaTeled B 001acTH
Bepu(UKAUK Ba)KHO IOJy4aThb NPAKTHYECKHE 33Ja4d 110 BEpUPHKALMH UL
JanbHEHIeH pa3paboTKK M yJIyYIIEHUs] CBOMX METOJO0B. MBI mpencTaBmin 0030p
COBPEMEHHOI'O COCTOSIHUSI Z€7 B 00JacTH BepU(HKALUKM M yKa3add HaIllpaBICHUS
HCCIIeI0BaHNUM, OOJIBIIE BCErO Hy’KAAIOMNECs B UX JalbHEHIIEM Pa3BUTHU.
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Abstract. Linux driver verification is a large application area for software verification
methods, in particular, for functional, safety, and security verification. Linux driver software
is industrial production code — IT infrastructures rely on its stability, and thus, there are
strong requirements for correctness and reliability. Linux driver software is complex, low-
level systems code, and its characteristics make it necessary to bring to bear techniques from
program analysis, SMT solvers, model checking, and other areas of software verification.
These areas have recently made a significant progress in terms of precision and performance,
and the complex task of verifying Linux driver software can be successful if the conceptual
state-of-the-art becomes available in tool implementations.

The paper is based on experience of the research groups led by authors in verification of
industrial software. It is important to develop verification tools that are efficient and effective
enough to successfully check software components that are as complex as device drivers. In
this area verifiers/researchers and Linux society find mutual benefits in cooperation because:
for the society it is important to get such crucial software verified; for the verification
community it is important to get realistic verification tasks in order to tune and further
develop the technology. The paper provides an overview of the state-of-the-art and pointed
out research directions in which further progress is essential. In particularly the paper
considers most promising verification techniques and tools, including predicate abstraction,
counter example generation, explicit-state verification, termination and concurrency analysis.
One of main topic of Linux driver verification research is combination of verification
techniques.

Keywords: Kernel, Linux, verifier, program analysis, model checking, pointer analysis,
shape analysis, safety properties, bounded model checking, symbolic model checking,
explicit-state verification, conditional model checking, termination analysis, concurrent
program verification, verification tool benchmarking.
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