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Abstract

This note formalizes and proves the soundness of an approach for mod-
ular static verification of safety properties of object-oriented programs
where module specifications refer to module state abstractly, using inspec-
tor methods, to eliminate dependencies of clients on a module’s internal
implementation details.

1 Introduction
This note is structured as follows:

e Section 2 defines the syntax and well-formedness rules for a small Java-
like programming language with method contracts. Methods are either
inspector methods or mutator methods. Method contracts may include
inspector method calls.

e Section 3 defines a dynamic semantics for the language, where execution
gets stuck if a language error (such as a null dereference) or a method
contract violation occurs.

e Section 4 formalizes an approach for modularly statically verifying that
programs do not get stuck. In particular, it defines a program’s verifica-
tion logic and verification conditions, and a notion of wvalidity based on
provability of the verification conditions in the verification logic.

e Section 5 proves the soundness of the approach, i.e. it proves that valid
programs do not get stuck.

e Section 6 provides a number of example programs that are verified by the
approach.



2 Programs

We formalize the approach for a dynamically typed Java-like language with
interfaces but without subclassing.

We assume the following sets to be given. For each of these sets, the table
shows the symbol used to range over the elements of the set.

Set  Element Meaning

C c class names

z I interface names

F f field names

R r inspector method names
M m mutator method names
X T variable names
opP op operator names

We also assume as given a function arity : OP — N that maps an operator name
to its arity (i.e., number of arguments).
The syntax of programs and program elements is as follows:

program = typedecl™ main
typedecl = class | interface
main = "
class = class c implements "
{ field* rep f*; invariant e; im* derived_invariant e; mm™ }
interface = interface I { imh"™ dynamic_invariant e; mmh* }
field = f;
imh = inspector r(z*) reads z*; requires ¢;
mmh = mutator m(z”) requires e; modifies ¢*; ensures ¢;
im == mh { returne; }
mm = mmh {s*}
g == this |z | result
e == g | gstate | op(€") | e.f | €.[state | €.inv | e.committed | e.r-(e*)
| e?e : e|forall{z in domain; e} | heap(e) | e.fneap | 0ld(e)
| checkvirtual(e)
domain = (e:e) | object | object_state,,,,
level == 71|00
T ou= ¢l
s u= returne; |z:=¢; | g.f :=g; | call x := g.m(g"); | = := new ¢;

| pack, g; | unpack, g; | if (e) { s* } else { s*

The order of the classes and interfaces in the program is significant.

Definition 1. A method A implements a method B if B is declared by an
interface I and A is declared by a class ¢ that mentions I in its implements
clause and the method headers of A and B are identical after substitution of ¢
for I in inspector method call subscripts in the header of B.

Informally, a valid object state is one where all applicable invariants hold. A
valid0 object state is one where rep fields hold non-null object references and



the objects pointed to by the rep fields are in a valid state. We check statically
that in expressions of the form e.f and e. fs¢ate, € denotes a valid0O object state,
and in inspector method calls, the target expression and argument expressions
for parameters mentioned in the reads clause denote valid object states.

Definition 2. A variable occurrence Clg] is valid-stateful if it is an occurrence
in the body of an inspector method of this or a parameter mentioned in the
reads clause, or if it is bound by a object_state,,,.; quantifier, or if it is an
occurrence of this in a derived invariant or a dynamic invariant.

A wariable occurrence Clg] is validO-stateful if it is valid-stateful or it is an
occurrence of this in an invariant.

An expression occurrence Cle] is valid-stateful if either it is of the form
Clgstate], where C|g] is a valid-stateful variable occurrence, or it is of the form
Cle.fstate], where C[e] is a valid0-stateful expression occurrence, or it is of the
form Clheap(e)].

An expression occurrence Cle] is validO-stateful if it is valid-stateful or it is
of the form Clgstate], where Clg] is a valid0-stateful variable occurrence.

We define the relation R I e : confined inductively in Figure 1.
Note that an expression that contains a subexpression of the form heap(e)
or e. fheap is Not confined.

Definition 3. An expression e is a rep expression with respect to a set of
expressions R if and only if either e is of the form gstate, where g is in R, or e
is of the form €'.fstate where €' is a rep expression with respect to R.

Well-formedness of programs differs from well-formedness in Java in that
field and method names must be distinct across classes; that is, they can be
thought of as fully-qualified names. Furthermore, well-formedness rules are
defined for the constructs that do not have Java counterparts.

Definition 4. A program is well-formed if

e No two classes have the same name. No two interfaces have the same
name. No class has the same name as an interface.

e The program does not declare two fields with the same name. (Ie., field
names must be unique across the whole program.)

o The program does not declare two methods with the same name, except
if one method implements the other or both methods implement the same
method.

e FEach method name, field name, and type name mentioned in the program
is declared by the program. If an inspector method call e.r,(€) appears in
the program, then type T declares an inspector method named r.

e No parameter name appears more than once in a given method parameter
list.



RFeq,...,e, : confined RbEe:rep

R g : confined
g : confine RF op(ey,...,e,) : confined Rt e.f : confined

RbEe:rep
R | e.fstate : confined

Rbte:rep Rbteq,...,e, : confined
(RtEe;:rep for each parameter x; in the reads clause of m)

Rt-er (e1,...,e,) : confined

Rt eq,es,es3 : confined

Rt forall{x in (e; : e2); ez} : confined

R I e : confined
R - forall{z in object; e} : confined

R,z + e : confined

R+ forall{z in object_state,,,,;; e} : confined

Rt eq,es,e3 : confined
R (ex 7 ey : e3): confined

Figure 1: Confinedness of an expression



The field names mentioned in the rep clause of a class ¢ are all declared
by class c. No field name appears more than once in a given rep clause.

If an inspector method call e.r;(€) appears in the contract of a method of
interface I, then e is thisstate (if the method is an inspector method) or
heap(this) (if the method is a mutator method) or of the form

checkvirtual(e')

The variable names mentioned in a given inspector method’s reads clause
are all in the method’s parameter list.

No variable name appears more than once in a given reads clause.

old expressions occur only in ensures clauses and they do not occur inside
old expressions.

All inspector method bodies are of the form return e;, where e is confined
to {this} plus the parameters in the reads clause.

All invariants, derived invariants, and dynamic invariants are confined to
{this}

Ezxpressions of the form e.inv or e.committed appear only in requires
clauses and ensures clauses of mutator methods.

Quantifications appear only in derived invariants and dynamic invariants,
and in requires clauses and ensures clauses of mutator methods.

If a class ¢ implements an interface I, then the declaration of I appears
after the declaration of ¢ in the program. A call expression e.r,(€) appears
after the declaration of inspector method r in class or interface 7. A
quantification over object_state_ appears only in the derived invariant
or dynamic invariant of type 7. A quantification over object_state_,
appears only in a mutator method contract.

FEach method body, as well as the program’s main routine, contains a return
statement as the last statement; and no return statement appears in any
other position.

A result expression appears only in a postcondition.
For each expression occurrence Cle.f] in the program, Cle] is valid0-
stateful.

For each expression occurrence Cle. fstate] in the program, Cle] is valid0-
stateful and f is declared a rep field.

For each expression occurrence Cgstate] in the program, C|g] is a valid0-
stateful variable occurrence.

If an expression occurrence is the target of an inspector method call or
an argument for a parameter mentioned in the inspector method’s reads
clause, then it is a valid-stateful expression occurrence.



3 Program execution

The values are the booleans, the integers, the null reference, and the object
references. Fach object reference o has an associated class, denoted by classof (0).

V=BUZU{null} UO

where

B = {true, false}

We assume as given an operator interpretation function interp that maps an
operator to its interpretation:

interp(op) : V(o) _y

We assume all operators are total. We also assume that an operator returns only
object references passed to it as an argument. Note that the nullary operators
are the literals.

Note that one can see instanceof c, for a given ¢, as an operator.

Our dynamic semantics is a conservative extension of Java’s semantics. It
is conservative in the sense that the observable behavior of the program is the
same as in Java. The only difference is that additional state is tracked and the
program may get stuck where it would not get stuck in Java.

One piece of additional state is the nested object states. The heap maps
object references to object states. An object state is a total map of labels to
either program values or object states. (The fact that the map is total is a
technical detail; an object state maps field names not declared by the object’s
class to null. Note that the state of an object p referenced by a field o.f is
typically looked up in the heap, not in the object state of o; the state of p is
looked up in the state of o only in cases where o is valid and f is a rep field.
Since there are never cycles in reference chains formed by rep fields of valid
objects, this is always possible.)

Definition 5. A label is either of the form f or of the form fsate, where f is
a field name.

Definition 6. The set S,, of object states of mazimum depth n (with n € N) is
the set of total functions from labels to the union of the program values and the
object states of mazimum depth i with 0 < i < n. The set S of object states is
the union of S,, for all n € N.

The set Z of program variables is defined as
Z = X U {this, result}
The set R of activation records is defined as

R=(0=8)xPO)xOXMxV"XXx(Z-V)xs"



The set X of program states is defined as
Y=(0=8)xPO)x((Z—-V)xs)xR"

A program state o = (H,P,V,3,F) consists of a heap H, a packed set
P (the set of packed objects), a variable valuation V, a list of statements 3,
and a call stack F', which is a list of activation records, each activation record
R = (HP*®, PP*™ o, m,7,x,V,3) consisting of a pre-state heap HP™, a pre-state
packed set PP™, a target object o, a method name m, an argument list U, a
result variable x, a variable valuation V', and a list of statements s.

We denote the empty list by () and the list with head h and tail t as h - t.

The program’s initial state is the state (0,0, (Ag.null),s, ()) where 5 is the
program’s main routine.

We define the relation rep; C O x O as follows:

repy = {(0,p) @ (Irep f e (o0, f,p) € H)}

We denote the transitive closure of a relation R by R and the transitive re-
flexive closure by R*. We denote the image of an element o under a relation R
by R(0) and the image of a set P under a relation R by R(P). We call rep}; (P)
the set of committed objects in a state (H, P).

3.1 Expression evaluation

Figure 2 defines a big step evaluation semantics of an expression with respect
to a pair of heaps and packed sets (the old state and the current state), as well
as a total mapping of variables to values and a partial mapping of variables
to object states. The result of evaluation is a value and, optionally, an object
state.

H,P H P, V,VsF e~ v, L denotes that e evaluates to value v and does
not yield an object state, with respect to current state H, P and old state
H', P’ and variable valuation V : X U {this, result} — V, a total function from
variable names to values, and variable state mapping Vg : X U{this} — SU{L}.
H,P,H',P',V,Vs F e ~ v,5 denotes that e evaluates to value v and yields
object state S.

The variables that carry an object state are exactly this, parameters of
inspector methods that are in the reads clause, and variables bound by quan-
tifiers over object states. The expressions that carry an object state are exactly
the rep expressions. The value of an inspector method call depends only on the
object states carried by this and the parameters mentioned in the reads clause,
not on the current heap.

S denotes an object state carried by a variable or expression, whereas S
denotes an object state or L.

Note that the definition of expression evaluation in this subsection and
the object state validity level definitions in the next subsection are mutu-
ally recursive. Specifically, evaluation of a forall expression whose domain is
object_state,,, ., quantifies over valid3;cye;, and valid3e,e; is defined in terms



of expression evaluation. The recursion is well-founded since valid3eye; is de-
fined in terms of the evaluation of only expressions in which only domains
object_state;,,., appear where level’ < level. (This follows from program
well-formedness.)

We define the following shorthand notations:

H,P,H P .V,.Vst e~ v (3SeH,P,H ,P',V,Vs e~ e,S)
H,P,H P VEe~uv (IVs,S e H,P,H',P',V,Vs+ e~ e, S)
H,P,VFe~v (3H',P',Vs,Se H,P,H' P, V,VsF e ~e,5)
H,P,V,Vsk e~ 0,8 (3H',P' e H,P,H' ,P'.V,VgF e~ e,5)

Note: state-carrying variables must always hold an object (they cannot hold
another value, such as a null reference). This is checked at heap expressions.
Rep fields of packed objects must always hold an object as well. This is checked
at pack operations.

Object states carried by variables or expressions are always packed, except
when evaluating an object invariant.

3.2 Valid object states

We inductively define the sets valid0,, validl,, ..., for each class or interface 7 in
the program, in order. We define these multiple levels of object state validity to
ensure that the recursion between the definition of object state validity and the
definition of expression evaluation is well-founded. Also, the various levels are
put to use when defining the verification logic and the verification conditions
in Section 4. For example, the verification logic’s theory includes an axiom
saying that if an object state is valid2 at level ¢, then ¢’s object invariant holds
for it, and if it is valid at level ¢, then ¢’s derived invariant holds for it. And
importantly, the verification condition that checks the derived invariant of class
c assumes that the state of this is valid2, but not that it is valid.

e (0,95) is in valid0,, if for each substate (o', S”) of (o, S), either the class ¢
of o' is not declared by the program or for each rep field f declared by c,

S’(f) is an object reference. valid0,,,, is equal to valid,,.

e If for all object states (0, S) in valid0,, where the class of o is 7, evaluation
of the invariant declared by 7 yields a boolean, then validl,, is valid0;,;
otherwise it is the empty set.

e (0,95) is in valid2,, iff it is in validl,, and for each substate (o', S’), either
T is an interface or the class of o' is not 7 or evaluation of the invariant
declared by 7 on (0, 5") yields true.

o If, for each call of inspector method 7; declared by 7;, where all argument
states are in valid3,, ., _,, evaluation of the precondition yields a boolean,
and if it yields true, evaluation of the body does not get stuck, then
valid3,, -, equals valid3,, ,.,_,; otherwise, it equals the empty set.



H,P,H P, V,VsF g~ V(g), L H,P,H',P',V,Vs F gstate ~ V(g), Vs(9)

H,P,H,P,V,Vskei...,en~v1,5,...,05,5
H,P,H',P' V,Vs+ op(et,...,en) ~ interp(op)(vi,...,vp), L

H,P,H ,P',V,VsF e~ o classof (0) = declaringClass( f)
H,P,H',P'",V, Vs F €. fneap ~ H(0)(f), L

H,P,H ,P' V,Vske~ 0,8 classof (0) = declaringClass( f)
H,P,H ,P',V,Vs Fe.f~ S(f), L

H,P,H ,P',V,VsF e~ 0,8 classof (0) = declaringClass( f)
H, P, H/7 P’i V,Vs = e‘fstate ~r S(f)7 S(fstatc)

H,P,H ,P' V,Vske~o o€EP H,P,H ,P' V,Vsbt e~ o
H,P,H',P’,V,Vs I heap(e) ~ o, H(0) H,P,H P ,V,Vs F e.inv ~ (0 € P), L

H,P,H P, V,VsFe~o
H,P,H',P',V,Vs b e.committed ~ (o€ rep;(P)), 1

H,P,H,P',V,Vs Fe,e1,...,en ~0,5v1,51,...,vn,5n
Vie{l,...,ntex; € {ZT} = S; =S;) classof (0) = ¢ c=T
class ¢ --- { --- inspector r(z1,...,z,) reads T; requires ep; { return epody; }oee

H,P,H', P, (Ag.null)[this — 0,7 + 7], (Ag.L)[this — S,T — S] F ep ~ true
H,P,H', P', (A\g.null)[this 0,7 — 7], (A\g.L)[this — S,Z > S| F epoay ~ v

H,P,H P, V,VsFer.(er,...,en) ~ v, L

H' P H P, ,V,Vste~nv,8S
H,P,H',P',V,Vs F old(e) ~ v, S

H,P,H',P',V,Vg F ey ~ true H,P,H P V,VsF es ~»v,5
H,P,H ,P',V,Vstei 2es : e3 ~ 0,85

H,P,H P V,Vg F ey ~ false H,P,H P V,VsF e3~ 0,8
H,P,H P V,Vstei ?es : e3~v,8

H,P,H' P ,V,Vs I e1,ex ~ ni,na
Vneny <n<ns= H P,H P Viz n],VsF ez ~ b,

H,P,H',P',V,Vs I forall{z in (e; : e2); e3} ~> (Vneny; <n < ng = b,), L

Voe H,P,H',P',V[z — 0],Vs I e ~ b,
H,P,H',P',V, Vs I forall{z in object; e} ~ (Yo e b,), L

Y(0,S) € We H,P,H', P, Viz — o], Vs[z — Sk e~ by.s
H,P,H’',P',V,Vs I forall{z in object_state,,, ; e} ~ (V(0,S) € valid3pe; ® bo,5), L

Figure 2: Expression evaluation



e We distinguish two cases:

— Assume 7 is an interface. If, for each element (o, S) of valid3,, ,.,, ei-
ther the class of 0 does not implement 7; or evaluation of the dynamic
invariant declared by 7 on (o, S), with quantification over valid3,, ,, ,
does not get stuck and yields true, then valid,, equals valid3,, , ;
otherwise, it equals the empty set.

— Assume 7 is a class. If, for each element (o, S) of valid3,, ., , either
the class of o0 is not 7; or evaluation of the derived invariant declared
by 7 on (0, .5), with quantification over valid3,, ,, , does not get stuck
and yields true, then valid,, equals valid3., ;. ; otherwise, it equals the
empty set.

We define valid3; to be equal to valid3;, . We define valid to be equal to
valid,, . We define valid, to be equal to valid.

3.3 Statement execution

Figure 3 gives a small step semantics. An execution step is denoted as — C
Y x X,

4 Program validity

In this section, we define program validity. In the next section, we prove that
valid programs do not get stuck. A program is valid if each method is valid.

We introduce a third state variable, namely the set C' of committed objects.
We maintain the invariant that

C= repE(P)

4.1 Verification logic
4.1.1 Syntax

We use a classical multi-sorted first-order predicate logic. That is, a term t
is a logical variable y € Y or a function application f(t1,...,t,) where f is
a function symbol of the signature with arity n. A formula ¢ is an equality
t1 = ta, a propositional formula using the connectives A, V, =, and -, or a
quantification (Yy e ¢).

4.1.2 Signature

The base sorts are the following:

e The sort of booleans

e The sort of integers
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H,P,VEFe~uv
class ¢ --- { --- mutator m(p) requires ep; modifies M; ensures eq; {3 } --- }
H,P,H°9, peld (Ag.null)[this — 0,p — U, result — v] - eq ~» true
He1 pold (Ag.null)[this — 0,5 — 0] F M — o
(Vp € dom(H°'Y) ep ¢ rep;_rlUlcl (P'YAp ¢ {3} =
H(p) = H''(p) Ap ¢ rep| 1 (P*'Y) A (p € P) = (p € P°'))

(H, P,V,return e;, (HOld,POId,o,m,E,:c,V',E) -F) — (H,P,V'[r — v],5, F)

H,P,VFe~uv
(H,P,V,x:=¢; 5,F) - (H,P,V[z — v],5, F)

V(g1) =o classof (0) = ¢ declaringclass(f) = ¢ o¢ P
(H, P,V,g1.f := g2; ss,F) — (H[(o0, f) = V(g2)], P, V,5, F)

Vige) =o
classof(0) = ¢ class ¢ --- { --- m(p) requires ep; modifies M; ensures eq; {5 }
H, P, (Ag.null)[this — o0,p — V(g)] F ep ~> true

(H, P,V,call z := g;.m(3g); 5, F)
!

(H7 P7 A.g'nu”)[tl’lis = O?ﬁ g V(g)}7§/7 (H7 P7 07 m? V(§)7 I? V? g? F)

o ¢ dom(H) classof (0) = ¢ fields(c) = f
(H,P,V,z :=new ¢; 5, F) — (H[o+ (M.nul)[f — null]], P, V[z + 0],3, F)

V(g)=o classof(0) = ¢
o¢ P repH(o)QP\repE(P) classc --- {--- invariant I; --- }
8" = H(0)[(f1)state — H(H(0)(f1))] - [(fn)state — H(H(0)(fn))]
H, P, (Ag.null)[this — o], (Ag.L)[this — S’] F I ~ true

(H,P,V,pack, g; 5,F)

l
(H[o — S'], PU{0},V,3))

V(g)=o classof (0) = ¢ o€ P\ rep"I_}(P)
(H,P,V,unpack, g; 5,F) — (H,P\ {0}, V,3))

H,P,V I e~ true
(H,P,V,if (e) {51 } else { 52 } 5, F) — (H,P,V,51 5, F)

H,P,V I e~ false
(H,P,V,if (e) {51 } else { 52 } 5, F) — (H,P,V,52 5, F)

Figure 3: Statement execution
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The sort of object references
The sort of program values
The sort of field names

The sort of class names

The sort of interface names
The sort of object states
The sort of labels

The sorts are defined inductively as follows:

Each base sort is a sort
If 51 and sy are sorts, then the following are sorts as well:

— the powerset sort P(s7)

— the partial function sort s; — sg

The signature consists of:

Function symbols for dealing with sets: emptyset, insert, contains, union,
diff.

Function symbols for dealing with partial functions: dom, apply, update.

A symbol for the null value: null. (This symbol belongs to the sort of the
program values, not the object references. The null value is not an object
reference.)

Function symbols that tell whether a program value is of a particular type:
isbool, isint, isobj.

Function symbols for casting program values: val2bool, bool2val, val2int,
int2val, val2ref, ref2val.

For each class name ¢, a function symbol ¢

For each interface name I, a function symbol I

A function symbol that denotes the class of an object reference: classof.
For each field name f, a function symbol f

For each operator op, a function symbol opterm,,,

Function symbols for dealing with object states: os_apply, os_update.

12



e For each inspector method r, a function symbol inspfunc,. If r has n
parameters and mentions m parameters in its reads clause, then the arity
of inspfunc, is 2 +m + n.

e Binary function symbols valid0,, validl,, valid2,, valid3. ., and valid,, for
each class or interface 7 declared by the program, and for each inspector
method r declared by 7, that take an object reference and an object state
and return a boolean, and a ternary function symbol reachable that takes
a heap, a packed set, and a committed set and returns a boolean.

4.1.3 Interpretation

Throughout, we interpret the logic using a fixed interpretation 7, which is
as expected. If an argument is outside of the natural domain of a function,
the function returns an arbitrary but fixed value of the range sort (fixed in
the sense that for a given argument list, the interpretation of a given function
symbol yields a fixed result value). For example, [J(val2ref)(null) returns some
object reference.

For an inspector method

inspector r(p) reads T; requires ep; { return eyoqy; }

the interpretation J (inspfunc,.)(S, S1,...,Sm,0,v1,...,0,) is the unique value
v such that

0,0, (Ag.null)[this — o,p — 7], (Ag.L)[this — S, T — S| F epoay ~» v

or null if no such value exists.

J (reachable)(H, P,C') is true if and only if for each object reference o in
the domain of H, either the class ¢ of o is not declared by the program or
both 1) for each field f declared by ¢, if H(o, f) is an object reference then
H(o, f) € dom(H), and 2) if o € P then H (o) is a valid object state for o (i.e.,
(0, H(0)) is in valid).

4.1.4 Theory

Let ¥ be some finite axiomatization of J. We use X to attempt to prove the
verification conditions. Note: we do not require ¥ to be complete since no
complete finite (or even computable) axiomatization of our interpretation exists
(since it includes the natural numbers).

For each class

class c implements I { ... invariant er; ... derived_invariant eq; ... }
the theory includes an axiom

Yo, S e valid2.(0, S) = classof (0) = ¢ = ev(er)[o/this, S/thisstate]

13



and an axiom
Yo, S evalid.(0,S) = classof (0) = ¢ = ev(eq)[o/this, S/thisstate]
For each interface
interface I { ... dynamic_invariant ep; ... }
the theory includes an axiom
Vo, S e valid; (0, .5) = classof (0) < I = ev(ep)[o/this, S/thisgstate)

We axiomatize the inspector method functions as follows.
For each inspector method

; requires ep; { return e; }

m )

inspector r;(z1,...,x,) reads zy,,..., Tk
declared by class ¢ the theory contains the axiom

(VS751,...,Sm,O,Ul,...,Un L]
classof (0) = c Avalid3. ., (0, 5) =
isobj(vg, ) Avalid3. .., (vk,, S1) A -+ Alisobj(vg,, ) Avalid3. .., (v
ev(ep) =
inspfunc,. (S, S1,...,Sm,0,v1,...,0,) =
ev(e)[o/this, S/thisstate, V/D, S/Tstate))

Sm) =

m?

Note that if an inspector method is declared by an interface and implemented
by more than one class, then the theory contains multiple axioms for the same
function symbol; however, the axioms are consistent since they have mutually
exclusive premises, in particular the premise saying that the class of the receiver
object equals the inspector method’s declaring class.

For each two consecutive validity levels wvalidA and wvalidB, we have the
axiom:

Vo, S e validB(o, S) = validA(o, S)

The theory includes the following axiom:

VH, P,C e reachable(H, P,C) = (Voe o € P = valid(H(0)))

4.2 Expression validity and value

We use ve(e) to denote the expression validity verification condition of expression
e (i.e., the logical formula that denotes the validity of e), ev(e) to denote the
logical term that denotes the value of e, and es(e) to denote the logical term that
denotes the object state carried by e. Their definitions are given in Figure 4.
es(e) is defined only for stateful expressions e.

The free variables of these formulae and expressions are included in

{H,P,C,H P° C°Y U {g, gstate | g € X U {this, result}}
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ve(e.inv) = ve(e) A isobj(ev(e))
ev(e.inv) = (ev(e) € P)
ve(e. commztted§ = ve(e) A isobj(ev(e))

(ev(e) € €)

ev(e.committed

ve(g) = true ev(g) =g
Ve( state) = true ev(gstate) =g es(gstate) = Ystate
ve(op(er,...,en)) =ve(er) A--- Ave(ey)
ev(op(ey,...,e,)) = opterm(op,ev(ey), ..., ev(e,))
ve(e. fheap) = ve(e) A isobj(ev(e)) A classof (ev(e)) = declaringClass(f)
ev(c fieap) = H(ve(e))(/)
ve(e.f) = ve(e) A classof (ev(e)) = declaringClass( f)
ev(e.f) = es(e)(f)
ve(e. fstate) = ve(e) A classof (ev(e)) = declaringClass(f)
ev(e. fstate) = es(e)(f)
es(e fstate) = es( ) fstatc)
ve(heap(e)) = ve(e) Aisobj(ev(e)) Aev(e) € P
ev(heap(e)) = ev(e)
eS((heap( e)) = H(ev(e))

(

(

(
ve(e.r-(e1,...,e ))

ve(e) A ve(el) - Ave(en) A classof (ev(e)) < T
A ev(ep)|
ev(e)/this, ev(€) /D, es(e)/thissate, es(€r, s - - -y ek, )/ (Pkys -« Dk, )])

ev(ers(e1,...,en)) =

inspfunc, (es(e), es(eg, ), - - ., es(ex,, ),ev(e),ev(er),...,ev(e,))

where type 7 declares inspector r(z1,...,2,) reads Ty, ,..., T, ; -

ve(old(e)) = ve(e)[H'/H, P°'4/P,C°" /(]
ev(old(e)) = ev(e)[H®/H, P4/ P, C°4/C]
ve(forall{z in (e : e2); e3}) =
ve(er) A ve(ez)
A(Vneev(e;) <nAn <evie) = ve(es)n/x])
ev(forall{z in (e; : e9); e3}) =
(Vneev(er) <nAn <ev(ea) = ev(es)[n/z])
ve(forall{x in object; e}) = (Vo e ve(e)[o/x])
ev(forall{z in object; e}) = (Vo e ev(e)o/x])
ve(forall{z in object_state,,.;; e} =
(Vo, S e valid3epei(0, S) = ve(e)[o/x, S/ Tstate)])
ev(forall{z in object_state,,,.;; ¢} =
(Vo, S e valid3cper (0, S) = ev(e)o/z, S/ Tstate])
e(e; 7 ea 1 ez) =ve(er) A (if ev(vy)then ve(vs) else ve(vs))
ev(e; 7 es : ez) = (if ev(vy)then ev(vy) else ev(vs))
es(e; 7 eg : 63) (if ev(vy)then es(vy) else es(vs))

<

Figure 4: Expression validity, expression value, and expression state
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4.3 Continuation validity

We use vs(3, Q) to denote the continuation verification condition of continuation
5 with respect to postcondition Q. It is defined in Figure 5.
The free variables of these formulae are included in

{H7 Pa Cv H01d7P01d7001d} U {gagstate | g eEXU {this}}

4.4 Program validity

Definition 7. The closure close(¢) of a verification condition ¢ is ¢ after sub-
stitution of null for all logical variables of the form g, where g is a program
variable, that appear free in ¢.

Definition 8. An invariant e declared by a class ¢ is valid if it is a valid
expression under the condition that the rep fields of this hold object references
and their states are valid.

I
Yo,S e
classof (0) = ¢ A valid0. (0, S) =
ve(e)[o/this, S/thisstate]

Definition 9. An inspector method header
inspector r;(p) reads T; requires ep;
declared by a type T is valid if the precondition is a valid expression:

YF
Yo,S,7,5 e
classof(0) <X 7 Avalid3, ., (o, 5)
N isobj(vy, ) Avalid3; ., | (vk,,S1) A -+ - Aisobj(vg,, ) Avalid3, ., (vk,,, Sm)
3
close(ve(ep)[o/this, S/thisgate, D/P, S /Tstate])

Definition 10. The body of an inspector method
inspector r(p) reads T; requires ep; { return e; }
declared by a class c is valid if the body is a valid expression:

YF
Yo,S,7,5 e
classof (0) = c Avalid3, ., _, (0, 5)
A isobj(vg, ) Avalid3, ., (v, ,S1) A--- Aisobj(vg,, ) Avalid3,,., _ (vk,,, Sm)
\
close(ev(ep)[o/this, S/thisate, /D, S /Tstate))
3

close(ve(e)[o/this, S/thisgate, U/D, S /Tstate))

16



vs(return e;, Q) = ve(e) A Qlev(e)/result]
vs(z :=e; 5,Q) = ve(e) Avs(5,Q)lev(e)/x]

vs(g1.f :=go; 5,Q) =
g1 7 null A classof (g1 ) = declaringClass(f) A g1 ¢ P
A vs(s, Q)[H[(g1, f) — ga]/H]

)

vs(call z := g;.m(3); 3,
gt 7 null A classof (g;) < declaringType(m) A ev(ep)[g:/this, §/P]
A vee(eall z := ¢g..m(7); 35,Q)
where m = --- m(p) requires ep; modifies M; ensures eq; - -

vee(ecall z:= g.m(g); 5,Q) =
(VH',P',C" v,
(dom(H) C dom(H') A v, € dom(H")
A ev(eq)|gs/this, §/p, v, /result,
H//H, P//P, CI/C, H/HOld, F)/})old7 C/cold]
A (Voeo € dom(H) Ao ¢ CP*® Ao ¢ {ev(M)[g,/this,g/p, H' /H]}
= (H'(o)=H()AN(oeP)=(0ceP)AN(oeC')=(0oe())))
= (reachable(H, P,C) = vs(3,Q))[v./z,H'/H, P'/P,C"/C])
where m = --- m(p) requires ep; modifies M; ensures eq; - -

vs(z :=new ¢; 35,Q) =
(Vo e classof(0) = c Ao ¢ dom(H) No¢ PNo ¢ C
= vs(5,Q)lo/z, Hlo — O[] - null]/H])

where fields(c) = f

vs(pack, g; 5,Q) =
isobj(g) A classof(g) =cAg ¢ P
A ISObJ<H<g?f1)) A H(g7f1) € P\ CA---A ISObJ(H(ga fn))
A H(g, fn) € P\ C Aev(e)lg/this, H(g)/thisstate]
A (reachable(H, P,C) =
vs(5, Q)P U{z})/P (CUL{H(g, f1),-.., H(g, [n)})/C]
where m =--- class ¢ --- { --- invariant e; --- } ---
and f1,..., fn are the rep fields of class ¢

vs(unpack, ¢; 5,Q) =
isobj(g) A classof(g) =cAge P\ C
Avs(s, QP \{g})/ P, (C\{H(g, f1),..., H(g, [n)})/C])

where f1,..., f, are the rep fields of class ¢
vs(if (e) {51 } else { 52 } 5,Q) =
ve(e) A (ev(e) = vs(51 35,Q)) A (—ev(e) = vs(352 35,Q))

Figure 5: Statement validity

17



Definition 11. A derived invariant e declared by a class c¢ is valid if it is a
valid expression and it is true under the condition that the receiver is valid.

Y
Yo,S e
classof(0) = ¢ =
ve(e)[o/this, S/thisgate] A (valid3. ., (0,S) = ev(e)[o/this, S/thisgate])

Definition 12. A dynamic invariant e declared by an interface I is valid if it
18 a valid expression under the condition that the receiver is valid.

Y F
Yo,S e
classof(0) < I =
ve(e)[o/this, S/thissate)

Definition 13. A class ¢ correctly implements an interface I if the dynamic
inwvariant e declared by I holds for valid objects of class c.

YF
Yo, S e
classof(0) = ¢ Avalid3. ., (0, 5) =
ev(e)[o/this, S/thisstate]

Definition 14. A mutator method header

mod mod,

mutator m(p) requires ep; modifies e]'°°, ..., e'°%; ensures eq;

declared by a type 7 is valid if the precondition, the modifies clause items, and
the postcondition are valid expressions.

SH
VHed, pold cold [T P .C,0,7,v,
classof (0) = ¢ A reachable( H°!d, Pold (C°ld) A reachable(H, P, C')

I

close(ve(ep)[o/this,v/p, HO'/H, P4/ P C°/C))
A

(close(ev(ep)[o/this, v/p, HO'4 /H, P°'4 /P C°4/C))

¢
close(ve(e°d)[o/this, v/p, H'Y/H, P4/ P,C°4 /(1))
N

A
close(ve(emd)[o/this, v/p, HO'Y/H, P4/ P,C°1 /(1))

A\
close(ve(eq)[o/this, T/D, v, /result]))
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Definition 15. The effective postcondition post(o.m (7)) of a call 0.m(v) of a
mutator method with header

mutator m(p) requires ep; modifies e’j“(’d, cee egl‘)d; ensures eq;

s given by:

post(o.m(v)) =
close(ev(eq)[o/this, T/P, result /result])
A
(Vp € dom(H°') e
P ¢ Cfold
A
p # close(ev(ef°d)[o/this, v /p])
A

A
p# cIose(ev(eglljd)[o/this, /D))
H(p) = H(p) Ap ¢ C A (p € P) = (p € PY)

Definition 16. The body of a mutator method

mutator m(p) requires ep; modifies 4 emd; ensures eq; {5}

g Cp 3

declared by a class c is valid if the body is a valid continuation with respect to
the postcondition.

YF
VH,P,0,7 e

classof (0) = ¢ A {0,7} C dom(H)UBUZU {null}
A reachable( Ho, peld (Cold) A reachable(H, P, C)

A\

close(ev(ep)[o/this, v/D])
I
close(vs(3, post(0.m(%)))[o/this, v/p, H/H'Y, P/ P14, C/C°))

Definition 17. The main routine 5 is valid if it is a valid continuation.
Y+ close(vs(s, true)[0/H,0/P,0/C])

Definition 18. A program is valid if all invariants, method headers, method
bodies, derived invariants, and dynamic invariants are valid, and all classes

correctly implement the interfaces mentioned in their implements clause, and
the main routine is valid.
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5 Soundness

Lemma 1. If R e : confined, then the value of e depends only on the states
carried by the variables in R.

Lemma 2. If e is a rep expression with respect to R, then the state carried by
e depends only on the states carried by R.

Lemma 3. The theory X is true.
JEX

Lemma 4. If an expression is valid in a given context, its evaluation does not
get stuck, and the value yielded equals the interpretation of the expression’s value
term, and the state yielded, if any, equals the interpretation of the expression’s
state term.

For a stateful expression e:

H,P,H',P',V,Vs E ve(e)

I
H,PH P,V VsF
e~ J(ev(e),H,P,H P V,Vs),J(es(e),H,P,H', P", V, Vs)

For a stateless expression e:

H,P,H', PV, Vs E ve(e)

¢
H,P,H' P V.VstFe~ J(ev(e),H,P,H P V,Vs))

Proof. By induction on the structure of e, and case analysis on the form of
e. O

Our dynamic semantics is behaviorally equivalent to that of Java, except
that programs might get stuck more often. The most important peculiarity
about our dynamic semantics is that the object states of the rep objects of a
packed object o are cached in the state of 0. However, this does not impact
behavior.

Definition 19. A program state

g = (vaa‘/;§7 (thlaolamla@l?xlaV17§1)'
e (HnaPn70n7mna§n;xnaVnagn) . <>)

s valid if all of the following hold:

e PsV1: each activation record’s continuation’s verification condition holds
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with respect to the activation record’s postcondition.

J,H, P,V E vc(s, post(o))
A
J, Hy1, P, V1 E vee(call 1 := 01.m1(77); $1, post, (o))
A\

AN
J,H,,P,,V, Evcc(call z,, := 0,.my,(V,); Sp,post,, (o))

e PSV2: each packed object is valid

Yo € P evalid(o, H(0))

e PSV3: the object states cached in a packed object are up-to-date

Vo € P, f € repfields(classof (0)) ® H(0)( fstate) = H(H(0)(f))

Lemma 5. A walid program’s initial state is a valid state.
Proof. Follows immediately from validity of the main routine. O

Lemma 6. FEzxecution steps of a valid program transform valid states to valid
states.

Proof. Prove that the execution step preserves the validity of each activation
record, by case analysis on the continuation’s first statement. Program state
validity conditions PSv2 and Psv3 are established by pack operations and main-
tained by field write operations. O

Lemma 7. All states reached by a valid program are valid states.

Proof. By induction on the length of the execution. Combines Lemma 5 and
Lemma 6. O

Lemma 8. Valid states are not stuck.

Proof. By case analysis on the first statement of the top activation record’s
continuation. Uses Lemma 4. O

Theorem 1. Valid programs do not get stuck.

Proof. By combining Lemma 7 and Lemma 8. O
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6 Examples

In this section we show a number of example programs.
The operators used in the examples are as follows. Note: the interpretation
of an operator for an argument list outside of its domain is null.

Name Syntax Domain Interpretation
true true {0} () — true
eq €1 = €9 VxV ('Ul,’UQ) — (’Ul = ’Ug)
not —-e B (b) — (—b)
and e1 N\es BxB (bl,bg) — (bl A\ b2)
instanceof, e instanceof ¢ 1% (v) — (v € O Aclassof (v) = ¢)

Note: the example in Figures 13 and 14 uses a set-valued rep field perms; this
feature is not part of the formalized system. Also, classes Map and MapFactory
are omitted.
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class Cell implements {
5
rep;
invariant true;
inspector getX ()
reads;
requires true;
{ return thisstate.z; }
derived_invariant true;
mutator setX (value)
requires —this.committed A this.inv;
modifies this;
ensures —this.committed A this.inv o CellF. .
A heap(this).getX o, () = value; ;f_'_ioflew eltbactory;
{ call ¢! := cf.createCell(y);
y := heap(c1).getX o ();
if (y=0) { } else { y:=null.getX .;;(); }

unpack,; this;
this.z := value;
pack,; this;

return null; Y =5
i call ¢2 := cf.createCell(y);
} — 10.
} y b bl

call c1.setX (y);

if (heap(cl).getX co() = 10) { }
else { y := heap(null).getX o.;(); }
if (heap(c2).getX g () =5) { }
else { y := heap(null).getX o.;;(); }
return null;

class CellFactory implements {
rep;
invariant true;
derived_invariant true;
mutator createCell(value)
requires true;
modifies;
ensures result instanceof Cell
A —result.committed A result.inv
A heap(result).getX o, () = value;

c:=new Cell;
c.x = value;

pack, ¢
return c;

Figure 6: A class specified using an inspector method, and a client program
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interface Array {
inspector getLength() reads; requires true;
inspector get(indez)
reads;
requires isint(indez) A 0 < indez A indezx < thisstate.getLengthA,u,_ay();
dynamic_invariant isint(thisstate.getLengthA”uy()) A0 < thisstate.getLengthA,u,_ay();
mutator set(indez, value)
requires isint(index) A 0 < index A index < heap(this).getLength()
A—this.committed A this.inv;
modifies this;
ensures —this.committed A this.inv
A forall{i in (0 : heap(this).getLength 4,,,,());
heap(this).get 4,,,, (i) = (i = index ? value : old(heap(this).get 4,,,,(i)))};

}

class Array, implements Array {
elemo;

elemn_1;

rep;

invariant true;

inspector getLength() reads; requires true;
{ return n; }

inspector get(index)

reads;
requires isint(indez) A 0 < indez A index < thisstate.getLengthAmwn 0
{ return index = 0 ? thisgtate.elemo : -+ : index = n — 1 ? thisstate.-elem,—1 : null; }

mutator set(indez, value)

requires isint(indez) A 0 < index A indezx < heap(this).getLength ., ()
A—this.committed A this.inv;

modifies this;

ensures —this.committed A this.inv
A heap(this).getLength y,.,, () = old(heap(this).getLength .y, ()
A forall{i in (0 : heap(this).getLength 4,4, ());

heap(this).get 4,y (i) = (i = indez ? value : old(heap(this).get ., (4)))};

unpack 4, this;
if (index = 0) { this.elemg := value; } else { }

if (index = n — 1) { this.elem,_1 := value; } else { }
pack,,, this;
return null;

Figure 7: Array example
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class ArrayFactory implements {

rep;

invariant true;

mutator createArray(length)
requires isint(length) A 0 < length;
modifies;
ensures result instanceof Array A —result.committed A result.inv;

A heap(result).getLength y,,,, () = length;

if (length = 0) { r := new Array,; PacK 4,4y T }else { }

if (length = M) { r := new Array,;; PackK gy, T }else { }
if (length > M) { call d := this.createArray(length); } else { }
return r;

mutator arraycopy(src, srcPos, dest, destPos, length)
requires src instanceof Array A isint(srcPos) A dest instanceof Array A isint(destPos)
Aisint(length)
A —src.committed A src.inv
A —dest.committed A dest.inv
A 0 < srcPos A 0 < length A0 < destPos
A srcPos + length < heap(src).getLength 4,4, ()
AdestPos + length < heap(dest).getLength 4,.,,();
modifies dest;
ensures —dest.committed N dest.inv
A heap(dest).getLength 4,,,, () = old(heap(dest).getLength 4,4, ())
A forall{i in (0 : heap(dest).getLength 4,,,,());
heap(dest).get 4,4, (1) =
(destPos < i Ai < destPos + length 7
old(heap(src).get 4., (i — destPos + srcPos)) : old(heap(dest).get 4,,4,(4)))};

if (0 < length) {
if (srcPos < destPos) {
i := destPos + length — 1;
v := heap(src).get(srcPos + length — 1);
call r := dest.set(i,v);
length := length — 1;
call r := this.arraycopy(src, srcPos, dest, destPos, length);
} else {
v := heap(src).get g, (sTcPos);
call r := dest.set(destPos,v);
srcPos := srcPos + 1; destPos := destPos + 1; length := length — 1;
call r := this.arraycopy(src, srcPos, dest, destPos, length);

}
} else { }

return null;

}
}

Figure 8: Encoding of arrays in the formal program syntax of this paper. The
program contains a class Array,, for each n where 0 < n < M. If the argument
to a call of method createArray is greater than M, the call does not return.
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class ArrayList implements {
elems;
count;
rep elems;
invariant thisgtate.elems instanceof Array A isint(thisstate.count)
A 0 < thisgtate-count A thisgtate.count < thisstate.elemsstate.getLengthATmy();
inspector getCount() reads; requires true;
{ return thisggate.count; }
inspector getltem(index)
reads;
requires isint(indez) A0 < index A index < thisstate-getCount suyrist ()3
{ return thisstate.elemsstate.get,ﬁm/(indea:); }
derived_invariant isint(thisstate.getCount 4,4y1i5:()) A 0 < thisstate.getCount y,q,ris ()
mutator add(x)
requires —this.committed A this.inv;
modifies this;
ensures —this.committed A this.inv
A heap(this).getCount 4,4, () = old(heap(this).getCount 4,,pyr::()) + 1
A forall{i in (0 : old(heap(this).getCount 4, 4y1:5:()));
heap(this).getltem 4,1 (i) = old(heap(this).getltem 4, i (4)) }
A heap(this).getltem 4,15 (0ld(heap(this).getCount 4, 4,1 () = 3

unpack 4,415 this;

e := this.elemspeap;

n := this.countyeap;

this.count := n + 1;

if (heap(e).getLength 4,,,, () < this.countheap) {
f = new ArrayFactory;
¢ := 2 X this.countyeap;
call a := f.createArray(c);

z:=0;
call r := f.arraycopy(e, z, a, z,n);
this.elems := a;
e:= a;
} else { }
call r := e.set(n, z);

return null;

Figure 9: ArrayList example
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class ArrayListFactory implements {
rep;
invariant true;
derived_invariant true;
mutator createArrayList(zs)
requires zs instanceof Array A —xs.committed N xs.inv;
modifies;
ensures result instanceof ArrayList A —result.committed A result.inv
A heap(result).getCount 4,15 () = heap(zs).getLength 4., ()
A forall{i in (0 : heap(zs).getLength 4,.4,());
heap(result).getltem 4,15 (1) = heap(zs).get 4,4, (1) };

r:= new ArrayList;

n := heap(zs).getLength 4,4, ();
f := new ArrayFactory;

call e := f.createArray(n);

z:=0;
call d := f.arraycopy(zs, z, e, z,n);
r.elems := e;

r.count := n;

paCkArmyLm T3
return r;

}

af := new ArrayFactory;
:= 3; call zs := af.createArray(n);
= 0; v:=1; call d:= zs.set(s,v);
= 1; v:=2; call d := zs.set(i,v);
:=2; v:=3; call d:= zs.set(i,v);
alf := new ArrayListFactory;
call list := alf.createArrayList(zs);
i:=0; v:=5; call d:= zs.set(i,v);
if (heap(list).getltem 4,,4,1:5(0) = 1) { } else { call d := null.createArray(z); }

Figure 10: ArrayList example
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class SecurityPermission implements Permission {
flags;
rep;
invariant isint(thissgate.flags);
inspector getFlags() reads; requires true; { return thisgiate.flags; }
inspector isSubsetOf (other) reads other;
requires isobj(other) A classof (other) = classof (this); {
return (thisstate-flags & ~otherstate-flags) = 0;

derived_invariant
isint(thisstate . 9etF1ags securityPermission ()
A forall{p in ObjeCt*StateSeum'ztme'mzaa'L'un;
thiSState'iSS,U‘bSEtOfSecum'tyPewnisswn (pstate) =
((thisstate - 9eLFIAgS socurityPermission () & ~Pstate-9etFLags souritypermission () = 0)};
mutator setFlags(flags)
requires —this.committed A this.inv A isint(flags);
modifies this;
ensures —this.committed A this.inv A heap(this).getFlags s.cyritypermission () = flags;
{ unpacks. ., itypermission this; this.flags := flags; pacKs.cyritypermission this; }
mutator copy()
requires —this.committed A this.inv;
modifies;
ensures isobj(result) A classof (result) = classof (this)
A forall{p in object_state__; classof(p) = classof (this) =
heap(checkvirtual(result)).isSubsetOf g.c,ritypermission (P) =
heap(this). isSubsetOf guyiypermission (1)}

¢ := new SecurityPermission;
f := this flagsyeap:

c.flags := f;
paCkSccurzinarmzssinn [eH

return c;

}

class SecurityPermissionFactory implements {
rep;
invariant true;
derived_invariant true;
mutator createSecurityPermission(flags)
requires isint(flags);
modifies;
ensures result instanceof SecurityPermission A —result.committed A result.inv
A heap(result). getFlags s, uypomission) = flags:

p := new SecurityPermission;
p-flags := flags;
PacK.cyrityPermission Pi

return p;

}

interface Permission {
inspector isSubsetOf (other) reads other;
requires isobj(other) A classof (other) = classof (this);
dynamic_invariant true;
mutator copy()
requires —this.committed A this.inv;
modifies;
ensures isobj(result) A classof (result) = classof (this)
A forall{p in object_state__; classof(p) = classof (this) =
heap(checkvirtual(result)).isSubsetOf p,,mission (P) =
heap(this).isSubsetOf pyppimmion (p) }:

Figure 11: Permission example
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class PermissionCell implements {
permission;
rep permission;
invariant thisgtate.permission instanceof Permission;
inspector contains(p) reads p; requires p instanceof Permission;

return classof (thisgtate.permission) = classof (p)
? Dstate-15SubsetOf pornicsion (thiSstate . permissiong i) : false;

}

class PermissionCellFactory implements {
rep;
invariant true;
derived_invariant true;
mutator createPermissionCell(p)
requires p instanceof Permission A —p.committed A p.inv;
modifies;
ensures result instanceof PermissionCell A —result.committed A result.inv
A forall{q in object_state__; ¢ instanceof Permission =
thisstate. CONLAINS permissionCell (dstate) =
(classof(q) = classof (p) A Gotate-15SubSELOF pormission (Potate))

c:=p.copy();
cell := new PermissionCell;
cell.permission := c;

Packpermissioncen cells
return cell;

}

spf := new SecurityPermissionFactory;

f=1

call p := spf.createSecurityPermission(f);

cf := new PermissionCellFactory;

call ¢ := cf.createPermissionCell(p);

if (heap(c).contains permissioncen (heap(p))) { } else { call r := null.createPermissionCell(); }

Call T i= p'SEtFlu‘gSPermlssmn(f);
if (—heap(c).contains permissioncei(heap(p))) { } else { call r := null.create PermissionCell(); }

Figure 12: PermissionCell example
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class PermissionSet implements {
map, perms;
rep map, perms;
invariant thisstate.map instanceof Map
A forall{k in value;
thisstate - MaPgiate- cONLAINS pap (k) =
classof (thisstate - MaPspate- g€ty (k) =k
A thisstate - MaPggate- 9t ap (k) € thisstate.perms};
inspector contains(p) reads p; requires p instanceof Permission;

return thisscate . MaPstate . CONLAINS prqp (classof (p))
? pstate'iSS“bsatofl’ervmssion(thisstat&pe’”msstate[thisstate~mapstate-getMap (classof(p))])
false;

mutator setPermission(p)
requires —this.committed A this.inv
A p instanceof Permission A —p.committed A p.inv;
modifies this;
ensures —this.committed A this.inv
A forall{q in object_state__; ¢ instanceof Permission =
heap(this).contains permissionset (dstate )
= (classof (q) = classof (p) ? gstate-i5SubSELOf pprmission (Pstate)
old(thisstate. cONtaIns permissionset (4)) }:

unpack pe,missionser this;

if (heap(this.mapyeap)-contains g, (classof(p))) {
s 1= this.permsyeap \ {P};
this.perms := s;

call ¢ := p.copy();

s := this.perms U {c};
this.perms := s;

m := this.map;

call r := m.set(classof (p), c);
PaCK pepnissionse: this;

}

class PermissionSetFactory implements {
rep;
invariant true;
derived_invariant true;
mutator createPermissionSet()
requires true;
modifies;
ensures result instanceof PermissionSet A —result.committed A result.inv
Aforall{p in object_state__; resultstate.CONtAINSPermissionSet (Pstate) = false;

s := new PermissionSet;
mf := new MapFactory;
m := mf.createMap();

s.map 1= m;
p = 0;
s.perms 1= p;

PACK porissionset S
return s;

Figure 13: PermissionSet example
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sf := new PermissionSetFactory;
call s := sf.createPermissionSet();
spf := new SecurityPermissionFactory;

f=1
call p := spf.createSecurityPermission(f);
call r := s.setPermission(p);

if (heap(s).contains permissionset(heap(p))) { } else { call r := null.create PermissionSet(); }

call r := p.setFlags(f);
if (—heap(s).contains permissionset(heap(p))) { } else { call r := null.createPermissionSet(); }

Figure 14: PermissionSet client
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