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Chapter 1

Introduction

Formal verification is intended to use formal methods of mathematics in or-
der to prove or disprove correctness of a component of some computer system
with respect to its specification. The correctness of all components of a system,
however, does not directly imply the correctness of the whole system. The inter-
action of the system components’ specifications may become a tough challenge,
especially if different levels of abstraction are involved. The goal of the pervasive
system verification is the formal verification of the entire computer system as a
whole. This includes hardware verification, verification of compiler, operating
system, and applications on the source code level and developing a model which
reflects the interaction between those levels.

In the frame of the Verisoft project [21], which aims at the pervasive formal
verification of an entire computer system, the so called academic system was
built and large parts of it were successfully verified. This system consists of
hardware (32-bit RISC processor with the DLX instruction set and devices [20])
on top of which runs a micro kernel [9], a simple operating system [4], and
applications. The top-level software of this system is implemented in the C-
like language CO [12]. Specifications and proofs in the Verisoft project are
done in several abstraction levels (Fig. 1.1) and results are then transferred
from the higher levels to the lower ones with the help of meta theorems [1,18].
The interactive prover Isabelle/HOL [19] is used in the frame of the project to
formalize proofs and definitions.

In order to be able to argue about correctness of the programs on the source
code level, one needs to show that a generated binary is correctly compiled with
respect to its CO program. Correctness of a simple non-optimizing compiler of
the CO language in the scope of pervasive system verification has been shown
in [12]. The goal of this thesis is to integrate garbage collection routines to the
CO0 compiler and establish its correctness with respect to new specification.

1.1 Goals and the Strategy

The CO language allows dynamic memory allocation with the use of the new
operator. However, for safety reasons it does not allow to free the allocated
memory manually. Thus, memory usage of CO programs without special memory
management is not optimal. Integration of a garbage collector into the compiler
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Figure 1.1: Semantic layers in Verisoft

can solve this problem.

Garbage collection, as a form of automatic memory management strategy, is
a routine, which attempts to reclaim blocks of memory that will never be used
by the application again. A garbage collector (GC) is able to distinguish such
unused parts of memory and return them to the free memory. This process is
completely invisible for the user program and allows to avoid dangers, hidden
in the manual memory deallocation and explicit pointer handling.

GC itself is nothing else than a set of CO procedures together with special
data structures, stored in the global memory of the CO program. These data
structures (GC interface) contain information related to stack frames and data
types of the program and form a communication interface, which is used by
the garbage collector to obtain all the information it needs for correct memory
deallocation.

By correct garbage collection we understand the following:

e memory blocks occupied by unreachable variables are freed (or marked to
be free). Unreachable variables are the variables which cannot be accessed
from the program by some pointer path;

e memory blocks occupied by reachable variables keep the data they contain;

e pointers in the program point to the same variables that they have pointed
to before garbage collection.

The goal of this work is an integration of the garbage collection specification
into the compiling specification of a simple, non-optimizing CO compiler from
[12] and proving correctness of the compiler with GC. Note, that in this thesis
we deal only with the compiling specification of a compiler and do not address
the issue of generating a trustworthy executable version of the compiler.

The specification of the garbage collector routine was done by E.Petrova
in the Hoare logic environment for Isabelle/HOL [18]. Correctness of the CO
implementation of the garbage collector in the Hoare logic approach has also
been shown. At the Hoare logic level the hardware memory is considered as a set
of arrays of natural numbers and the program is not aware of the memory layout
of the assembly machine. The compiler specification and verification, however,



has been done at the level of the small-step semantics. Thus, the garbage
collection specification from the Hoare logic level (which is built upon big-step
semantics) has to be transformed to the small-step semantics or directly to the
assembly level. In the frame of this thesis we perform this transfer manually in
paper-and-pencil manner. It could be done formally with the help of a meta-
theorem, but this is presently still very hard to do [1].

In order to integrate GC into the compiling specification of the CO compiler
we have to:

e specify new transition function for the case of dynamic memory allocation
at the CO level,

e change the code generation algorithm of the compiler for the case of dy-
namic memory allocation,

e add the global variables of the GC to the list of program global variables,

e specify the result of the GC routine execution based on the Hoare logic
specification done by E.Petrova at the machine level.

In order to prove correctness of the compiler with the integrated GC we need
to:

e provide several new assumptions on the compiler and user program (re-
strictions),

e define a new consistency relation, which preserves properties used by GC
(e.g. that node headers contain correct data),

e show that the step-by-step simulation relation still holds.

The major effort is to prove the step-by-step simulation theorem for the case
of dynamic memory allocation. The garbage collector works directly with the
memory of the hardware machine. It moves memory blocks in the heap memory
from one place to another and changes the values of the pointers, which point
to the heap. After all these operations pointers to the heap point to the same
heap nodes as they did before and all program variables keep their old values.
Thus, on the CO level execution of the memory allocation statement with and
without GC is almost the same.

1.2 Restrictions

For correct garbage collection the following restrictions have to be put on the
compiler:

e 1o pointers to the heap in the list of GC global variables. The GC interface
consists of variables located in the global memory just after the global
variables of the program. During garbage collection, values of pointers to
the heap located in the program global memory are changed. The values
of the pointers located in the GC part of the global memory, however,
cannot be changed by the garbage collector since this part of the memory
is not "seen” by GC. If the GC would store pointers in the global memory,
they could have wrong values after GC. However, our GC implementation
does not store such pointers;



e all variables are initialized by default. In the compiler specification from
[12] local variables are not automatically initialized by the compiler. How-
ever, the interface of the copying garbage collector, used in the frame of
this thesis, has no information whether a variable has already been initial-
ized or not. Uninitialized variables contain arbitrary data and uninitialized
pointers my cause GC to see heap nodes which do not exist. Thus we have
to require that all variables are initialized automatically;

e if in the program there is a pointer to the heap, it should point to the
top-level variable (i.e. pointers to the element of an array or a structure
on the heap are not allowed). The restriction is introduced due to chosen
implementation of the GC algorithm.

1.3 Outline

The rest of the paper is organized in chapters:

e In Chapter 2 we briefly describe the formal semantics of the CO language
and the VAMP assembly semantics. We also introduce the simulation
theorem, which is used to establish a connection between C0O and assembly
levels in the compiler specification.

e In Chapter 3 we give the formal specification of a simple, copying garbage
collector on the Hoare logic level. We also provide correctness criteria and
describe the structure and some basic properties of GC interface.

e In Chapter 4 we integrate the garbage collector into the compiler. At first
we give the memory layout for the program generated with the CO compiler
with the garbage collector. Then, we specify GC interface data structures
inside small-step semantics and define a new transition function for the
memory allocation statement. We continue with the extended simulation
relation, where we add properties necessary for correct garbage collection.
As a next step we define the low-level correctness of the code, generated
with the new compiler based on the Hoare logic correctness from Chapter
3. Finally, we show high level correctness for the compiling specification
of the compiler with GC.

e We conclude in Chapter 5 with summary and future work.



Chapter 2

Basics

In this chapter we introduce some notation and describe basic concepts which
are used in the remainder part of the thesis. These concepts were developed
by D.Leinenbach and W.J.Paul in the frame of the Verisoft project. More
information about definitions and descriptions given in this chapter can be found
in [12].

2.1 Notation

The set of boolean values is denoted by B, the set of integer numbers by Z, the set
of all natural numbers (including zero) by N, the set of identifiers by S. By Z,,
and N,, we denote sets of integer and natural numbers which can be represented
with w bits, i.e. Z, = {—2¥"1 ...,2*"1 — 1} and N, = {0,...,2% — 1}. The

notation
[nla=[n/d]-d

denotes the smallest multiple m of d such that m is greater than or equal to n
(meaningful for d > 0).

Integer division is denoted by %, unsigned modulo operation by a mod,, b.
The predicate a | b checks whether a divides b.

Record component ¢ of a record r is accessed by r.c and updated with the
value v by r[c := v]. A new record may also be composed on the fly by writing
[c1 =v1,00 =va,. .., Cp = Uy

Logical implications of the form (a Ab) = ¢ are denoted by an inference rule

a b
P

We use inference rules for definitions of predicates. Note, that everything which
is not covered by rules explicitly does by default not fulfill the predicate.

In definitions and lemmas we often omit quantifiers V and 3 for free variables
to keep formulas concise. For example, the definition

a-1=1» 1 €L
albd

should be read: for all a and b, a divides b if there exists i € Z, s.t. a -7 =b.



We use 3 to denote existence of the unique entity. Hilbert’s choice operator
is denoted by e . The expression € x. P(z) returns an arbitrary value of z, s.t.
the property P(x) is satisfied. By ¢ we denote the unique Hilbert’s choice, i.e.
€ y. P(y) returns some value of y, such that P(y) is satisfied and for all z not
equal to y the property P(z) does not hold.

Intervals of natural numbers are denoted as ranges. A range (a : b) contains
all numbers i, s.t. a <14 < b. Notation ¢ € (a : b) means a < i < b and notation
b C a - that range b is completely contained in range a. A pair of values a and b
is denoted as (a,b). We use fst :: (t1,t2) — t1 and snd :: (t1,t2) — t2 to extract
first and second component of the pair respectively. Sometimes we also denote
ranges by pairs of start address and length. Such ranges are called disjoint iff

r1 X ro = (fst(r1) > fst(ra) + snd(re) V fst(ra) > fst(r1) + snd(r1)).

The predicate bij :: (t1 — t2) — B tests whether an input function is bijective.

Abstract data types. Abstract data types are used to formalize terms which
are built recursively by a set of so-called constructors. The abstract data type
for lists whose elements are of type ¢ is denoted by type t list with two con-
structors nil :: list and cons :: Z X list — list.

t list = nil | cons(t,t list)

In order to find out whether specific constructor was used to build some element
of an abstract data type we use a recognizer. For example recognizer is_nil(l)
is a predicate which returns true iff [ is built using the nil constructor.

In the specification of the compiler from [12] partial functions are widely
used. They are simulated by the option type t option.

t option = None | Some(x),

where the constructor None models an undefined value and Some(z) a defined
value x :: t. We use abbreviation ¢ for ¢ option and |x] for Some(x). In order
to convert a value y of an option type back to a base type we use a function
the :: t option — t.

the(y) x if y = |z
e = .
4 undef if y = None

Lists. We abbreviate the empty list nil by [ ] and cons(h, t) by h#t. To create
a list on the fly we use notation [aj, az, ..., a,]. Functions hd :: t list — t and
tl :: t list — t list compute head and tail of the list respectively. Function I[p, n|
returns n elements of the list [ starting from position p. The length of list [ is
computed with |I].

Function map :: (t1 — t2) X t1 list — to list maps function f :: t; — to on a
list of type t1 list

map(f,[]) =[]
map(f, hittl) = f(h)#map(f, )

The set of all elements of list [ is denoted by {I}. Access to the i—th element
of the list [ is denoted by !!i and is defined only if ¢ < |I|. If we use lli in



lemmas and proofs we automatically assume ¢ < |I|. By I[i := v] we denote
update of the i—th element of the list [ with the value v. Notations a € [ and
a ¢ | are used to state that a is or is not an element of the list {. The predicate
distinct(l) checks whether the elements of the list [ are pairwise distinct and
the function replicate(n, a) generates a list consisting of n copies of element a.
Concatenation of two lists {; and I3 is denoted by [; oly. Concatenation of n lists
- by [l1,1l2,...,1,]. Function concat :: t list list — t list performs concatenation
of an array of lists into one list. We overload the addition operator to add a
single number to every element of the list.

op + : Nlist x N — N [ist
[J+d=1[]
(h#tl) +d = (h+ d)#(tl + d)

We define the function map-of :: (t1,t2) list X t; — to; which finds the first
element of the list of pairs, whose first component equals the second parameter
of the function and returns the second component of this element.

map-of ([],z) = None

{LbJ ifa=ux

map-of ((a, b)#t, x) map-of (t,z) else

2.2 The CO Programming Language

There exists a large variety of programming languages nowadays. Some of them
have limited functionality. The scope of others is almost unlimited. Variety
of language features makes the language more flexible and ease the program
development process. Yet, they also make axiomatization and creation of the
language model more complex or even impossible.

One of such widely used languages is ANSI C. However, because of the
complex semantics of the C language the use of all C features encourages an
error prone programming style. Thus, it is much easier to verify applications
on the source code written in a safe and secure programming language similar
to Pascal [13]. Such a language was developed by Leinenbach and Paul in the
frame of the Verisoft project and is called the CO programming language [12].

The simplicity of CO allows to construct a formal model of the language and
use it in the verification processes. More over, CO shares with ANSI C a lot of
features and syntax details.

2.2.1 Language Restrictions

The CO programming language is a restricted version of the ANSI C language.
Specification of CO can be found in [13,17]. Below is a sketch of the major
restrictions :

e no pointer arithmetic;
e no function pointers;

e all functions must return a value, functions cannot return void;
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e the last statement in a function is the return statement and it is the only
return statement in the function;

e initialization of a variable during declaration is not possible;

e no declarations of variables after the first statement of a function (all
declarations should be located in the very beginning of the function);

e function calls and side-effects inside expressions are prohibited;
e 1o pointers to local variables;
e the size of arrays must be statically fixed at the compile time;

e 10 void pointers, all the pointers should be typed.

2.2.2 Type System and Statements

The type system of CO0 is limited to four basic ANSI C types (int, unsigned int,
char, bool) and 3 complex types (array, pointer, and structure).

In the CO language there are six basic types of statements: assignment,
conditional, procedure call, loop, return, and allocation of dynamic memory.
Additional information on the CO language can be found in [16].

2.3 Formal CO Small Step Semantics

2.3.1 Types and Type Name Environment

In CO there are four basic types, a structure type, an array type, and a pointer
type. We represent CO types formally by the abstract data type ty.

ty = Boolr | Inty | Chary | Unsignedr
| Stro(S x ty list)
| Arrp(N X ty)
| Ptro(S) | Nullp

To support self-referencing pointers (e.g. in structures for list elements which
contain a pointer to list elements) we introduce a level of indirection for pointers.
They do not point directly to a type but to a type name. Type names are
mapped to their types using so-called type-name environment:

tenv = (S,ty) list

2.3.2 Statements

In the CO small-step semantics we model statements by the data type stmit.
Statements are tagged with identifier sid, which is used to determine where the
statement was originally placed in the program rest (we omit these identifiers if
they are not explicitly used ).
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stmt = Skip
| Comp(stmt, stmt)
| Ass(expr, expr, sid)
| PAlloc(expr,S, sid)
| SCall(S, S, expr list, sid)
| Return(expr, sid)
| Ifte(expr, stmt, stmt, sid)
| Loop(expr, stmt, sid)
| Asm(asm list, sid)
| XCall(S, expr list,expr list, sid)

The first two statements are called structural statements. Skip is an empty
statement and Comp(stmt,stmt) is a sequential composition of two statements.
Assignment is represented by Ass(expry,exprs). PAlloc(e,t,) stands for dy-
namic memory allocation of an instance of the type ¢,,. The pointer to the newly
allocated memory will be assigned to e. Function calls to a function f are repre-
sented by SCall(vn, f,[e1,...,e,]), where e1,. .., e, are passed parameters and
vn is the variable where the return value of the function will be stored. Return
statements with return expression e are represented by Return(e). Ifte(e, s1, s2)
stands for conditional execution, Loop(e, s1) - for a while loop. A call to a se-
quence of inline assembly instructions a is modeled by Asm/(a).

The so-called XCAlls [12] are used in order to change the additional extended
state component, which was introduced to the CO model in order to make it pos-

sible to deal with inline assembly code accessing devices. XCall(f, [e1, ..., en], [p1,---

represents the XCall f with input parameters pi,...,p, and left expressions
€1,...,¢e, (the parts of the CO state that can be changed by the XCall). In the
C0 semantics the effect of the XCall is defined axiomatically.

2.3.3 Function Table

A function table contains information about all functions in a CO program. A
single function p is modeled by the record funcT with four components:

e p.body :: stmt: the body of the function,
e p.params :: (S X ty) list: parameters of the function,
e p.rtype :: ty: the return type of the function,

e p.lvars :: (S x ty) list: the list of local variables of the function.

A function table is modeled by the type functableT = (S x funcT) list,
where each pair contains a function name and a record of type funcT.

2.3.4 Configuration of the CO Small-Step Semantics

In the small-step semantics configuration of the CO program stores information
about the current state of the program; it consists of the memory configuration
and the program rest. The memory configuration stores information about the
variables and program rest contains statements which still have to be executed.

12
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Figure 2.1: Structure of a g-variable of an array type.

Generalized Variables

Program variables are modeled by so-called g-variables. We distinguish local,
global, and heap g-variables. Global and local g-variables are identified by
their name (and the frame number for local g-variables). Heap g-variables are
identified by their position in the corresponding symbol table. G-variables are
represented by the following data type.

guar = guargm (S)
| gvary, (N,S)
| gvars;, (N)
| gvarg.(gvar,N)
| gvarg, (gvar,S)

The inductive case defines g-variables for structure and array access. If g is
a g-variable of structure type then gvars.,.(g,n) is also a g-variable, representing
structure component with the name n. If g is a g-variable of array type then
the i-th array element gvara,,(g,1) is also a g-variable. Note, that a g-variable
with the simplest type has the most complicated structure (Fig. 2.1).

We call r the root of g-variable ¢ iff it is the highest ancestor of g. The
function root, :: gvar — gvar computes the root of a given g-variable.

root 4 (guargm (x)) = gvarg,(x)
root g (guaryy (i, ) = gvary, (i, z
rooty(guarym (1)) = guarym (i

T‘OOt!] (gvaTarr (9, 1)) = TOOtg (g

rooty(gvarsir(g,c)) = rooty(g

)
)
)
)

The set suby :: gvar — gvar contains all sub variables of a given g-variable.
Initially, the set contains the g-variable itself.

g € subgy(g)

For the cases of an array and a structure the set is constructed in the following

13



way.

h € suby(g)
guarar(h,i) € subg(g)

h € suby(g)
guarsy-(h, ) € suby(g)

Memory Frames

We use a memory model in the style of [15], which stores the memory content as
a mapping from addresses (natural numbers) to memory cells. A single memory
cell stores the value of a variable of an elementary type.

meellcg = Int(Z) | Nat(N) | Char(Z) | Bool(B) | Ptr(gvar U {L})

Consecutive sequences of memory cells can store values of aggregate types.

Each memory frame contains not only memory content, but also list of vari-
ables of the frame together with their types and keeps track of the set of variables
which are already initialized. We use the record m frame to represent memory
frame m.

e m.ct :: N — mcellcg: The content of the memory frame. Technically infi-
nite. In the compiler without GC this mapping is used only for addresses
smaller than the size of the memory (which can increase dynamically for
the heap memory). However, in the presence of the GC the size of all
variables really located in the heap memory might be smaller then size of
variables located in the heap memory frame (variables are never removed
from the memory frame). This mapping is defined only for variables,
which are currently present in the heap memory.

e m.st :: (S x ty) list: A list of all variables of the memory frame together
with their types (so called symbol table of the frame)

o m.init :: S set: The set of variables which are already initialized. Our ver-
sion of GC cannot distinguish initialized variables from uninitialized ones.
Thus, we require that compiler never leaves any variables uninitialized and
this set always contains all g-variables of the program.

The base address of a variable x in a symbol table is zero if x is the first
variable in the symbol table. Otherwise, it is defined inductively as the sum of
the size of the first variable and the base address of z in the tail of the symbol
table. The function ba, :: (S x ty) list x S +— N, computes the base address of
a variable.

The type of a variable x in the symbol table st is computed by the function
type, = (S X ty) list x S ty, .

Memory Configuration

The memory configuration of the CO small-step semantics consists of three parts:
a memory frame for the global variables, a memory frame for the heap variables,

14



and a list of memory frames and return destinations for the local variables.
It stores information about the variables of a CO program and their values.
Formally memory configuration mc consists of three components.

e mc.gm :: mframe: The memory frame for the global variables.

e mc.lm :: (mframe x gvar) list: Stack of local memories. Memory frames
store values of local variables and g-variables store return destinations
of stack frames (after execution of the procedure, return value will be
assigned to its return destination g-variable).

e mc.hm :: mframe: The memory frame for nameless heap variables.

Local memory frames are abbreviated in the following way.

Imyop(me) = medm!(|me.dm| — 1)
Im;(mc) = melmli
For the symbol tables of the global memory, of the local memory frames,
and of the heap memory we will use the following abbreviations.
gst(me) = me.gm.st
Istiop(me) = lmyop(me).st
Isti(mc) = Im;(me).st

hst(me) = me.hm.st

Symbol Configuration

Frequently in this thesis it is sufficient to have only the symbol tables of all
memory frames available. Thus, we introduce a record type symbolconf for the
symbol configuration of a program.

e sc.gst :: (S X ty) list: The symbol table of the global memory frame.

e sclst (S x ty) list list: A list of symbol tables for the stack of local
memories.

e sc.hst (S x ty) list: The symbol table of the heap memory frame.

We refer to the symbol configuration of the memory frame mec by sc(me). For
every local memory frame there exists a corresponding function in the function
table ft. Symbol tables of the local frame and the corresponding function in ft¢
are equal. The function stbl;(ft,4) returns a symbol table of the i — th function
in ft.

Program Rest and Program Configuration

The program rest contains program statements which still have to be executed.
It is initialized with the body of the main function and can shrink or grow
during execution of the program. Formally we represent the program rest by a
C0 statement of type stmt.

A configuration ¢ of the C0O small-step semantics is formalized by the record
confeoo:

e c.mem :: memconf: The memory configuration of the program.

e c.prog :: stmt: The program rest.
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Some Functions on G-Variables

Let te be a type name environment and sc a symbol configuration. For simplicity
reasons we will often omit constant parameters like te and sc if their meaning is
clear from the context. Note, that symbol configuration and type environment
remain constant during program execution

The type of a g-variable is obtained by means of inductive function ty, :
symbolcon f x gvarT +— ty. For the base case we get the type directly from the
corresponding symbol table.

tyg(sc, gvargm(x)) = typey(sc.gst,z)
tyy(sc, gvary, (i,x)) = type,(sc.lstli,x)
tyy(sc, gvarpm(i)) = snd(sc.hstli)
For the case of an array and a structure we use the following definitions.
. t if ty,(g) = Arre(n,t),
tyq(sc, gvar 1 = :
Ya(s¢, gvarar (g, 1)) {undef otherwise

by (56, guara(g, 7)) {the(map-of(c, x)) if ty,(g) = Stre(e),

undef otherwise

The predicate elemgy(sc, g) returns true iff a g-variable g is of a simple
type. We also use predicates ptrgypar (S, g), arrgpar (8¢, g), $trgvar(sc, g) to check
whether g is of a pointer, an array, or a structure type respectively.

P guar (5S¢, g) = Jon. tyy(sc, g) = Ptro(vn)
arrgpar(sc, g) = 3t n. tyy(sc, g) = Arrp(n,t)
Strgvar (sc, g) = 3scl. tyy(sc, g) = Stro(scl)

We define the memory name of a g-variable by the type memname. A
memory name is either gm for the global memory, hm for the heap memory, or
Im(7) for i—th frame of the local memory. Function mem, :: gvar — memname
returns the memory name of a g-variable.

We distinguish named g-variables (global or local) and nameless g-variables
(heap).

namedy(g) = (memgy(g) = gm V Ji.memy(g) = Im(i))

The base address of a g-variable is obtained by means of the function ba, ::
symbolconf x gvarT — N. For global and local top-level g-variables it calls
function ba,. For the case of a top level g-variable gvary,, (i) it returns the sum
of sizes of all g-variables in the heap symbol table with indices smaller than i.
For the array access gvarg,(g,1) it returns bagy(g) + i - size,(t) if g is of array
type. For gvars,(g, ) it returns bagy(g) + the(bay(scl, x)) if ty,(g) = Strr(scl).

The value of a g-variable g is defined by

valueg (mc, g) = MCmemy(g) [bag(sc(mc), g)a sizey (tyg(sc(mc), g))]v

where mc is a memory configuration and memgy(g) is memory name of g (i.e.
gm, hm, or Im(i)). Function mecyla,l] reads the content of the memory with
name n in the range from a to a + 17— 1.
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2.3.5 Execution of CO Programs

Execution of a CO program starts from the nitial configuration of the program.
Values of global and heap variables are initialized with default values.
For updating the memory of a CO configuration we use function

memupd :: memconf X gvar x (N — mcellcg) — memconf

which updates g-variable g with value v :: N +— mecellcg. Partial updates
of uninitialized variables are not allowed in C0. In the compiler with GC we
require all g-variables to be initialized by default. Therefore, the memory update
operation is always successful. Execution of a CO program is modeled by the
transition function of the CO small-step semantics, which maps the current CO
configuration to its successor configuration or to None (in the case of an error).

dco i tenv X functableT x confco — confcol

The transition function is defined by induction on the program rest. If pro-
gram rest consists of a compound Comp(sl, s2) statement, transition function
is applied recursively to statement sl. Otherwise, the program rest consists
of a single indivisible statement and we apply dco to this statement without
recursion.

In this thesis we focus on the heap memory allocation statement. Semantics
of this statement for the compiler with GC is given in Section 4.3.

2.3.6 Valid CO Configurations

Not every possible CO configuration, which could be built according to the defi-
nition from Section 2.3.4, is reasonable. L.e., every reasonable CO configuration
should satisfy a number of rules, which are built based upon language semantics.

Definition 2.1 (Valid type). We call basic type ¢ valid iff it belongs to a set of
basic types. Pointer type is valid iff the type name is defined in the type name
environment. Structure type is valid iff the list of components is not empty and
all component names are pairwise distinct and components are of valid type.
Array types are valid if they are not empty and the element type itself is a valid

type.

t € {Boolr, Inty, Charr,Unsignedr, Nully} tn € map(fst, te)
validy,(te,t) validy,(te, Ptrp(tn))
scl # (] distinct(map(fst, scl)) Vsc € scl. validy(te, snd(sc))

validy,(te, Strr(scl))

0<n validy,(te,t)
validy,(te, Arrp(n,t))

Definition 2.2 (Valid type name environment). Type name environment
te is valid iff all type names in it are pairwise distinct and types are valid.

distinct(map(fst,te)) V(tn,t) € te. validy,(te,t)

te € validieny
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Definition 2.3 (Valid symbol table). Symbol table st is valid iff all types of
all variables in it are valid and variable names are pairwise distinct.
distinct(map(fst, st)) V(vn,t) € st. validy,(te,t)
st € validg(te)

Configurations which satisfy all validity rules are called valid configurations.
In a valid configuration all symbol tables and the type environment are valid
and a number of other properties hold. Function

conf, :: tenv X functableT — confco set

defines the set of all possible valid CO configurations. The formal definition for
conf,, can be found in [12].

The set of valid g-variables is computed by the function gvars,,(sc). A top-
level named g-variable is valid iff its name is present in the global or local symbol
tables of the symbol configuration sc. A top-level heap g-variable gvarp,, (i) is
valid iff ¢ < |sc.hst|. For an element of an array gvarg.(g,i) we require that the
parent g-variable g is of an array type Arrr(n,t) and is itself a valid g-variable
and the index of an element ¢ is less than n. For the structure component
gvarsy-(g, cn) we require that the parent g-variable g is of type Stro(scl), that
the component name is defined in the structure and g is itself a valid g-variable.

2.4 VAMP Assembly Semantics

The target language of the verified CO compiler is the assembly language of the
microprocessor VAMP. The VAMP is a formally verified DLX-like processor
[2,3,7,8] based on the proofs from [14] and [11]. Correctness of the VAMP
assembly model with respect to the VAMP Instruction Set Architecture (ISA)
level for user programs has been shown by A.Tsyban. In this section we describe
only the memory model of the assembly semantics and omit the ISA model.

2.4.1 Memory Model

Memory cells of the VAMP assembly semantics are modeled axiomatically with
the type mcellysm, functions cell2int :: mceellysp, — Z, int2cell :: Z — mcell gsm,
and the following axioms:

cell2int(int2cell(m)) = m
int2cell(cell2int(i)) = i

Data from a single memory cell is read as an integer number. Registers
in the VAMP assembly model also store data as integers. In the frame of
this thesis, however, we often want to interpret register and memory values as
natural numbers. For this purpose we use conversion functions i2n :: Z — N
and n2i :: N — Z, which simulate numerically the conversion from integers to
bit vectors and then to naturals and vice versa.
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i +232 ifi<0
ion(i) — {z—i— e <

i otherwise
%i(n) n—232 if 231 <p <232
n2i(n) =
n otherwise

Note, that these conversions make sense only if the converted number is in
the range of 32-bit numbers. In the VAMP assembly model we require, that all
numbers stored in the memory of assembly machine and in registers are in the
range of 32-bit integers. For the functions given above the following properties
follow from the definitions:

|
~.

—23t < < 28 = n2i(i2n(i))
i2n(n2i(n)) = n

2.4.2 Configuration

A configuration of the VAMP assembly semantics is modeled with the record
d :: confasm, which consists of the following components:

e program counters: d.dpc :: Bsa, d.pcp :: Bso,

e register files for general purpose and special purpose registers d.grp ::
Zss list, d.spr :: Zss list,

e word addressed memory: d.mm :: N — mcell gsp,.

Note, that for registers we use types with bounded domains and therefore do
not need to implicitly restrict their values. In Isabelle/HOL, however, we have
to consider these additional restrictions.

The set of valid VAMP configurations is defined by the predicate con fosm,/
con fosm — B:

|d.gpr| = 32 |d.spr| = 32 Va. — 23 < cell2int(d.mm(a)) < 23!
con fosmy/(d) '

We use predicates unchngdpem(m, m’, a,b) and memchngd,em(m, m’, a,l)
to state that assembly memory in range (a,b) is not changed and that memory
is changed only in the range (a,a 4 [) respectively. Function readgqtq(m, a,l)
reads the content of [ consecutive memory cells from memory m starting at word
address a. We use one more notation for memory read function:

b
m[b,l] = readgaiq(m, 7 0).

Transition function dqsm :: confosm — confesm is defined in the following
way:
dasm (d) = exec(d, currinstr(d))

where exec :: confasm X instr — confqsm is a function which executes single
VAMP assembly instructions and currinstr :: confqsm — instr calculates the
next instruction to be executed in configuration d.
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2.4.3 Execution of Assembly Code

Verification of the compiler specification is done by induction on the program
rest on CO level. On every step one single CO statement is executed. However,
for a single CO statement there is a number of VAMP assembly instructions that
are generated. Eventually, execution of these command will result in some new
assembly configuration d’. We use the predicate

t,dest

d d

rangec,rangeq

to state that the VAMP assembly machine started in configuration d reaches
in ¢ steps a configuration d’ with d’.dpc = dest and d'.pcp = d'.dpc + 4 using
range. and range, as code range and address range, respectively. Moreover, in
the predicate we require that the code stays unchanged and that no interrupt
generating events occur.

By the predicate asmp,c(d, range.,il) we denote the preconditions for as-
sembly execution, where range. is the code range and il is a list of assembly
instructions. The predicate requires that d is a valid VAMP assembly configu-
ration, that dpc is a multiple of four, that pcp points to the next instruction,
that the instruction list il is stored in the memory of d starting at address d.dpc,
that il is completely located within the code range, and that the code range fits
into 32-bit addresses.

2.5 Simulation Theorem

Simulation theorem is the top level correctness theorem for the compiling spec-
ification of the CO compiler. In this section we give only an overview of the
simulation relation and do not provide the formal proof of the simulation theo-
rem.

2.5.1 Simulation Relation

The simulation relation plays the role of the compiler correctness criteria. The
compiler correctness proof ensures that the compiled code preserves the simu-
lation relation between the CO and the assembly machine and thus shows the
same behavior as the original CO program. In the compiler without garbage
collection the simulation is defined via the predicate consis, which connects a
C0 configuration ¢ with an assembly configuration d. The predicate requires the
variables of the CO program to be stored correctly in the assembly memory and
the control flow of the CO program to be properly represented in the assembly
machine. We give the formal definition of the consistency relation for the com-
piler with GC in Sec. 4.4. Here we give some basic definitions which are used
in the simulation relation of the old compiler.

Reachable G-Variables

Reachability of g-variables is one of the key concepts in the compiler correctness
definition. We require only for reachable g-variables that their data is stored
correctly in the assembly memory of the machine.
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Below we give another definition for a pointer g-variable. In the compiler
without GC a pointer g-variable can have not only a pointer type, but also
can be of the type Nullp. The garbage collector, however, does not consider
variables of the Nullr type to be pointers and treats them the same way as
integer or natural g-variables (because their values are fixed to the null pointer).
Nevertheless, our goal was to change the existing simulation relation as little
as possible (keep old consistency criteria almost unchanged, while adding new
relations concerning the garbage collector). Thus, we left the pointer definition
in the simulation relation unchanged, while proving the correctness separately
for the normal pointers and Nullp pointers.

Definition 2.4 (Pointer g-variables). Let te be a type name environment,
sc a symbol configuration, and g a g-variable. We define the pointer g-variable
in the following way.

is_gvarp(sc, g) = (ptrgvar(sc, g) V tyg(sc, g) = Nully)

Definition 2.5 (Reachable nameless g-variables). We introduce the pred-

icate 1"echthble’g“‘"“LelBSS :: memconf — gvar set, which defines the set of reach-

able g-variables in the heap memory. In the base case heap g-variable g is
reachable if there exists some named g-variable z, which points to g.

x € gvars,/(sc(mc))
namedg(z) is_gvary(sc(me), x) initializedy(me, )
g € gvars /(sc(me)) —namedgy(g) valueg(me, x) = Ptr(g)
g € reachableemeless (mc)

The induction case distinguishes two cases: when g is reachable via some other
reachable nameless g-variable, or when ¢ is a sub g-variable of a reachable
nameless g-variable.

he 7“6achable;mmeleSS (me) is_gvary(sc(me), h) initializedgy(me, h)

g € gvars /(sc(mc)) —namedgy(g) valueg(me, h) = Ptr(g)

g€ reachable;mmeless (me)

nameless

h e reachableg

(mC) g < Subg(h) g e gvars\/(sc(mc))
g€ reachable;ameless (me)

Definition 2.6 (Reachable g-variables). We call a g-variable reachable, if
it belongs either to a set of reachable nameless g-variables or is a valid named
g-variable. Formally we define

g € reachable} ™ (mc)

g € reachabley(mc)

g € gvars /(sc(mc)) namedg(g)

g € reachableg(mc)
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Allocation Function

The simulation relation consis which we define in Sec. 4.4 is parameterized with
the allocation function alloc :: gvar — (N x N); which maps a g-variable to a
tuple of natural numbers. The first number represents the allocated address
and the second - the allocated size of the g-variable. For global variables these
numbers are constant during program execution; for local variables they are
constant during local procedure execution. For heap variables we have to keep
track of their actual position in the heap. The allocated address of heap variables
may change with every execution of the memory allocation statement. The
return values of the allocation function are fixed with the help of the simulation
relation.

Structure of the Simulation Relation

Here we give the basic structure of the compiler simulation relation. The central
statement of the simulation relation is that all reachable g-variables of the CO
configuration are properly stored at their allocated address in the assembly
configuration. In order to make the compiler correctness statement inductive,
however, we need a number of other properties to be added to the simulation
relation. For example we require that the compiled code has not been changed
and that all stack frames are properly represented. Integration of a garbage
collector to the compiler also adds a number of properties to the simulation
relation.

The top level definition of the simulation relation consis of the compiler
without GC contains three predicates:

® CONsiScode: code consistency. Requires that the compiled code is stored
at address progbase in the assembly configuration;

e consis.: control consistency. Requires that the program counters of the
assembly machine point to the start address of the code which has been
generated for the first statement of the current program rest and that
return addresses of all stack frames are correct;

e consisq: data consistency. States that reachable g-variables are correctly
stored in the assembly machine, some auxiliary information about stack
and heap is stored correctly, and the allocation function for named g-
variables is correct. This is the central statement of the simulation relation
and showing that data consistency holds on the induction step is the major
challenge in the frame of this thesis.

We give the formal definition for data consistency and introduce additional
(garbage collector) top-level predicate to the simulation relation in Sec. 4.4. We
do not focus on code and control consistency, since the proof of these predicates
is largely based on the low-level garbage collection correctness, which is not
covered in the thesis.

2.5.2 Simulation Theorem

The formal statement of the simulation theorem is quite complex and we do
not present it here. Generally speaking, the simulation theorem states that for
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every step of a CO program the assembly machine executing the compiled code
will reach an equivalent state, i.e. the state where the simulation relation consis
holds.

The proof of the theorem is done by induction on the step number i of the
CO0 machine. For the base case i = 0 we have to show that the initialization code
of the compiler correctly sets up an assembly configuration which is consistent
with the initial CO configuration. For the induction step we perform a case
distinction on the next statement in the program rest. With the presence of the
GC, the basic structure and the proof methodology of the simulation theorem
has not changed. The only statement whose treatment has changed significantly
is the dynamic memory allocation statement (PAlloc).
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Chapter 3

Garbage Collector

In this chapter we provide specification for the copying garbage collector and
data structures of the GC interface. Implementation of GC interface data struc-
tures was developed by M.A. Hillebrand and D. Leinenbach and formal speci-
ficaion of the data structures was done in the frame of this thesis (Sec. 4.2).
Specification on the Hoare logic [5,10,17] level was developed by E.Petrova.
The copying garbage collection algorithm was proposed by C. J. Cheney
in 1970 [6]. For this algorithm the heap of the program is divided into two
disjoint parts: to-space and from-space. In every moment only from-space is
observed and considered as a heap by the program. During garbage collection all
reachable nodes are copied from the from-space to the to-space in BFS-fashion
and the spaces are switched (from-space becomes to-space and vice versa).

3.1 GC Interface

GC interface is a set of variables and data structures located in the global mem-
ory of the program. The data structures are initialized by the compiler during
the program compilation and remain constant during the program execution.
Global memories of the program and the garbage collector do not overlap and
the program does not access GC interface.

3.1.1 Data Structures Specification

For correct execution of the garbage collection routine GC needs to distinguish
reachable nodes from unreachable ones and to know the location of the reachable
nodes in the heap memory. The required information is obtained with the help
of two implementation tables: the type table and the pointer table. Those tables
contain static information about all pointers in the global and local memories
of the program. In the type table we store allocated sizes of types and frames
and number of pointers present in a type or a memory frame. In the pointer
table we store displacements of pointers from memory frames and types.

A single element tt of the type table represents either a type from the pro-
gram type environment or a memory frame (global or local). Tt is modeled with
the record ty;; with three components:
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e tt.st :: N: start index of the respective sub-array of ¢t in the pointer table.
If there are no pointers in the type or in the frame, then the value of tt.st
is undefined,

e tt.num :: N: the length of the respective sub-array of ¢t in the pointer
table. Is equal to the number of pointers in the type or in the frame,

e tt.asz :: N: allocated size of the type or of the frame in words.

An element pp of the pointer table represents a single pointer. It is modeled
with the record ty,, with two components:

e pp.woff :: N: displacement of the pointer inside the memory frame or
inside the memory allocated for the type (depending on whether the re-
spective element ¢t of the type table represents a frame or a type) in
words,

e pp.idxy, : N: index of the type of the pointer in the type table. This
field is not used in the garbage collection routine. It is only used on the
initialization stage, when type and pointer tables are being constructed.
The construction of T'T" and PP tables is not covered in this theses.

Note, that here and below displacements and allocated sizes of types and
memory frames are given in words. In this model of the garbage collector we
require that variables are correctly aligned in the memory. Thus, all allocated
sizes and displacements are divisible by the word length (four bytes).

Type and pointer tables are modeled as lists of ty; and ty,, elements re-
spectively.

TTtype = tytt list
PPyype = typy list

Later on in this thesis we denote instances of the types T7}yp. and PPiype
by TT and PP. We also use notation PP; and 77} instead of PP'i and TT'j.

The first element of the TT table represents global memory frame. The next
|ft] elements represent local frames from the function table ft :: functableT.
The last |te| elements of the T'T table represent types from the type-name
environment te :: tenv (Fig. 3.1). Garbage collection is meaningful only if the
function table is not empty (at least function main is present there) and the type
environment is not empty (if type environment is empty, there are no pointers
in the program, the heap memory is not used and garbage collector is never
called).

3.1.2 GC Constants

In this section we define several data entities, which are considered as constants
by the garbage collector. Some of these entities are program dependent and are
fixed by the compiler on the initialization stage.

Definition 3.1 (Frame header offsets). The garbage collector stores some
data in the frame header of local memory frames. The displacement of the field
in the frame header of the local frame, which keeps the index of the frame in
the TT table (a link to the T'T table) is represented by the constant offpr :: N
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PP table
TT table index wo// | idey
entity st num | asz 0
/ -
glob_frame sto ngy
no
ft[0] sty n sty
Stl + 1
sty +ny
ft[k - 1] Stk Nk
te[0] Stp+1 | Mg+l Stat1
8tn+1 +1
Stp1 + Npy1
te[m — 1] Slitm | Ntm

Figure 3.1: Structure of the TT and PP tables, where k = |ft| and m = |te|.

. Le. local frame [ with the allocated word base address ba,, stores this link at
address ba,, + offrr. The displacement of the field in the header which keeps
the start address of the previous stack frame (previous stack pointer) is denoted
by offpsp :: N. In the frame of this thesis we use the following definition.

offpsp = 2
OﬁTT =4

Definition 3.2 (Node header size). If the program is translated by compiler
with the garbage collector each node on the heap has a header which stores
information used by GC routines for correct garbage collection (Sec. 3.2.3). We
represent the size of this header in words by the constant AUXg;,. :: N. In the
frame of this thesis we define

AUXgize = 2.

Definition 3.3 (Number of functions). We represent the number of func-
tions in the program, including the main function, by the constant numy :: N.
For the function table ft we define

numys = |ft| +1

The value of the null pointer in memory is defined by the constant N Ptr = 0.
Below is the list of other constants used by GC. We instantiate these con-
stants in Sect. 4.2.

e HHS :: N - size of the half heap of the program memory in words; the
size of the whole heap memory is defined as HS =2- HHS,

e MW :: N - size of a word in bytes (fix it with 4 later in the thesis),
e LMS :: N - size of the local memory stack in words,
e GMS :: N - size of the global memory in words,

o ['HS :: N - size of the local frame header in words.
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3.1.3 Properties of GC Interface

In order for GC to perform correctly several properties of GC interface should
hold. These properties were formulated by E.Petrova and are included in the
precondition of the GC routine specification in Sec. 3.2.

Definition 3.4 (Pointers inside frame). For every pointer from the PP table
offset woff should be less than the allocated size of the frame where this pointer
is located.

inframep,s(I'T,PP) =Vij. je (ITT;.st:TT;.st+TT;.num—1) A
i <|TT| — PP, .woff <TTj.asz
Definition 3.5 (Size is positive). Allocated size of all types and frames in

the T'T table cannot be negative. Moreover, for local frames and types it should
be greater than zero.

asizepos(IT,PP) = Vi. i=0—TT;.a52>0A
y4 ( Y )
ie(1:|TT|—-1) — TTi.asz >0

Definition 3.6 (Link to pointer table is correct). The sub-array of pointers
describing an element of the T'T" table has to fit in the PP table.

plinkinsige(TT, PP) =Vi. i < |TT| — TT;.st + TT;.num < |PP)|

Definition 3.7 (No pointers in frame header). The offset of the first pointer
located in the local memory, as well as the allocated size of the local memory
frame, should be greater than offrr.

wo , =Vi. 1€ (1:nums—1) —

7,.(TT,PP) =Vi. i€ (L:num;s—1)
(TT;.num >0 — PPrr, se.woff > offrr) A
(TT;num =0 — TT;.asz > offrr)

Definition 3.8 (Offsets are ordered). Offsets of pointers from one type or
one memory frame are ordered.

woff pra(TT,PP) =Vijk. i<|TT|Aje (TT;.st:TT;.st+ TT;num—1) A
ke (TT;.st :TT;.st+TT;num—1) ANk <j
— PP.woff < PPj.woff
Definition 3.9 (Correct interface). Now we combine the above properties
of the GC interface into one predicate. Additionally, we require that length of
the T'T table is greater than the number of functions in the program, i.e. that
at least one type is present in the type environment.
inframepss(I'T, PP) asizepos(TT, PP)
plinkipsige(TT, PP) woff ,o(TT, PP)
woff ,rq(TT, PP) |TT| > num;y
correctye; (TT, PP)

The above property follows from the interface construction. We present
the implementation model for the type and pointer tables and prove predicate
correctge; in Sec. 4.2.
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3.2 GC Specification

In this section we present the specification of the CO heap memory allocation
procedure with garbage collection done by E.Petrova. This specification de-
scribes the behavior of a simple copying garbage collector. In the frame of this
thesis we do not fix the exact implementation of the garbage collector and the
use of any routine satisfying the given specification is appropriate.

3.2.1 Basics

The allocated address of the heap in bytes is denoted by abasepcqp :: N. We use
f :: B to denote which half of the heap is currently utilized by the program. If
f = False then program is using the first part of the heap (from abasepeap to
abaseneap + HHS - MW). Otherwise the second part of the heap is used (from
abaseneap + HHS - MW to abasepeqp + HS - MW). The part of the heap used
by the program is from-space. The remainder part is to-space.

Definition 3.10 (Points to heap). We distinguish a pointer to the heap from
other pointers with the help of the predicate p2h :: N x N — B.

p2h(a) = abasepeqp < a < abasepeqp + HS - MW

Definition 3.11 (Half heap start). Displacement of the currently used half
of the heap with respect to heap base address is calculated by the function
Stige » B — N.

0 otherwise

{HHS if f

Definition 3.12 (Index in half heap). To test whether some heap index hi
belongs to the from- or to-space we use the following predicates.

hie (HHS:HS—1) if f

) rom\.J hi) = . .
ngrom(f, hi) {hz < HHS otherwise

hi < HHS if f

ineo(f, hi) =
ingo(f, hi) {hie(HHS:HS—l) otherwise

We also define predicate in:, to test whether a number belongs to the to-
space including the border-index.

hi< HHS if f

niol(f, hi) =
ingor (f, hi) {hiG(HHS5HS) otherwise

The garbage collector routine considers local, global, and heap memories of
the compiled program as arrays of natural numbers. In order to distinguish a
memory cell from other natural numbers in the frame of this thesis we introduce
type mcell;.

meell; = N

We also use type mem; to represent local, global, and heap memories of the
program.
memy; = mecelly list
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3.2.2 Abstract Stack

Definition 3.13 (Displacement of the frame). Local memory LM consists
of local memory frames. The displacement of the local frame in the local memory
LM is computed from the information stored in 77" table. Function displ fqme ::
TTiype X memy X N — N is defined by induction on the ordinal number of the
frame in the local memory stack. Function fidrr i@ TTiype X memy x N — N
returns a link to the TT table stored in the local memory frame (we define the
function later in this section). For the induction case the displacement of the
(i + 1)— th frame is calculated as the sum of the displacement of the i—the
frame and the allocated size of the i—th frame.

displ prame(TT, LM, 0) 0
displprame(TT, LM ,i+1) = displframe(TT,LM,i) +

TTtidgrr(TT, LM i)-057Z

The memory cell in the local memory LM with displacement
displframe (TT, LM, ’L) —+ OﬁTT

stores a link to the 77" table for the :—th memory frame. Note, that every mem-
ory frame in the program memory stack has a respective function in the function
table ft. Thus, for every frame a link to a corresponding record in the 7T table
can be provided. The value of this link is denoted by fidrr(TT, LM, ).

fidTT (TT, LM, ’L) = LM!(diSplj'Tame (TT, LM, ’L) + OﬁTT)

In an analogous way we use function fidpsp(TT, LM,1i) to get the value of the
previous stack pointer.

fidpsp(TT, LM, i) = LM(displ frame(TT, LM i) + of fpsp)

We model the stack of the local memories of the program with help of the
list of displacements of memory frames inside local memory:

stack :: N list.

To establish the connection between stack and local memory LM we introduce
an abstraction relation Stack, which fixes the following properties:

e stack contains at least one frame,

the displacement of the last frame fits into |LM|,

the program stack pointer points to the last frame from the stack,

e stack!i contains the displacement of the i-th frame from the local memory
stack,

the previous stack pointer of the i—th frame points to the (i—1)—th frame.
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Definition 3.14 (Stack). Here and below, ss and sp are stack start address
and program stack pointer, respectively. We define predicate Stack :: TTyype X
N x N x mem; x (N list) — B in the following way:

|stack| > 0
displ prame(TT, LM, |stack|) < |LM|
sp = ss+ (displ prame(TT, LM, |stack| — 1)) - MW
Vi < |stack|. stackli = displframe(TT, LM, ) A
fidpr(TT,LM,i) € (1 : numy —1) A
(i >0 — fidpsp(TT, LM, i) = ss + stack!(i — 1) - MW)
Stack(TT, ss, sp, LM, stack)

3.2.3 Abstract Heap

Analogously to Def. 3.13 we define the displacement of a node in the heap
memory HM.

Definition 3.15 (Displacement of a node). Function displyode :: TTiype X
memy X Nx N — N is defined by induction on the ordinal number of the node in
the heap memory. Analogously to the frame displacement definition, function
fidrr it TThype X memy X N — N returns a link to the TT table stored in the
node header. The size of the node header is not included into the allocated size
of the node and we have to add it explicitly. Offset st denotes the start index
of the current half of the heap (either 0 or HHS).

displyode(TT, HM , st,0) = st
displypode(TT, HM ;st,i+ 1) =  displyode(TT, HM i) + AUX ;e
+T T vidrr (TT,HM i)-0SZ

The link to the TT table for the i—th node is obtained by the function
nidTT.
nidpp(TT, HM i) = HMdisplyoqe(TT, HM , i)

The second word in the node header is called the forward pointer. It is used
by the garbage collector implementation to store some auxiliary information
during execution of the GC routines. The function nidy,.q(TT, HM i) obtains
the forward pointer.

nid oa(TT, HM i) = HM!(displpoge(TT, HM i) + 1)

The program heap is modeled with the help of the list of displacements of nodes
inside the heap memory (Fig. 3.2), which we call an abstract heap. Here and
below in this thesis we denote the abstract heap by

xs :: N list.

The connection between abstract heap xs and the heap memory HM is estab-
lished by the abstract relation HalfHeap.

Definition 3.16 (HalfHeap). Let nhi :: N be the last index in the heap
memory used by the program. We require that the i—th element in the abstract
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heap memory HM

TT link
forward pointer

‘ ‘ ‘ i-th node
- node content

abstract heap zs

Figure 3.2: Single node in the program and abstract heap.

heap zs contains the displacement of the :—th node in the heap memory HM,
the T'T link of the i—th node points to some element in the type table, and
the forward pointer in the node points to some address inside the heap memory
(technical requirement of the used GC implementation). Moreover, we require
that nhi equals the displacement of the last node plus the size of the node and
this address lies in the to-space of the heap memory. Formally, we define the
predicate HalfHeap :: TTyype x memy X B x N x (N list) — B in the following
way:
nhi = displypode(TT, HM, stia.(f), |zs|)
inor(f,mhi)
Vi < |xs|. x8li = displpoae(TT, HM, stia. (f), 1) A
nidrr(TT,HM,i) € (1: |[TT|—1) A
nida(TT, HM i) < |HM |
HalfHeap(TT, HM, f, nhi, xs)

3.2.4 Roots and Reachable Nodes

The garbage collector uses information from the PP table to find all reachable
variables in the program. Pointers located in the local or global memory are
called root pointers or roots. GC reads displacements of the root pointers
directly from the PP table. After that, if a pointer in roots points to some
heap node n, GC finds a link to the T'T table stored in the node header of
n. From the TT table GC gets access to all pointers of node n and performs
the next step of pointer traversal. If some pointer points to a global variable v
(pointers to local variables are not supported by C0 language), then GC does
not need to handle it explicitly since all pointers in v are already present in the
roots set.

In this section and later in this thesis we omit constant parameters T'T" and
PP in the definitions.

Definition 3.17 (Pointer offsets extraction). Function ptrs.g (i) extracts
displacements of all pointers for the i—th element of the TT table.

ptrsegy (1) = map(off , PP[T'T;.st, TT;.numl)
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Definition 3.18 (Pointer content extraction). The content of pointers for
the i—th element of the TT table from memory M is extracted by the function
ptrsent(M, i, st). Extraction is performed starting from the memory index st
(e.g. st can be equal to the start index of some local frame inside the local
memory LM ) and is based on the pointer offsets information.

Ptrsent (M, i, st) = map((Az. M[st, | M| — st)lz), ptrsom (7))

Definition 3.19 (Global roots). We define function r00tsg, @ TTiype X
PPiype x mem; — N list which extracts the content of the global roots from
the memory.

T00tS g (GM ) = ptrscn:(GM,0,0)

Definition 3.20 (Local roots). Function r00ts;,; (TT, PP, LM, st) extracts
content of the roots of a single memory frame with displacement st.

100t Simi (LM, st) = ptrsens (LM, LM!(st + offrr), st)

The content of the roots of the whole local memory stack is obtained by the
function roots;, (LM, stack).

roots;m (LM, stack) = concat(map(Ai. 100t Sym; (LM, stack!i), (0 : |stack|—1))
Later on in this thesis we denote the set of program roots by roots,,.
T00tS ), = T00tS gy (GM) 0 100t S11, (LM , stack)

Definition 3.21 (Content of heap pointers). The following function ex-
tracts the content of pointers for the node i in the abstract heap xs.

nentpers(HM i, x8) = ptrsens(HM , HM(xs!i), xsli + AUX;z¢)
Definition 3.22 (Address node). The predicate nodeqqar (s, a, i) states that
address a is the start address of the node i in xs.
i < |xs] a = abasepeqp + (x5l + AUXgie) - MW

nodeqqdar (s, a,t)

Definition 3.23 (Node edge). Predicate edge,oqe states that there exists a
pointer in the node ¢ which points to the node j.

a € set(nentpirs(HM i, s)) p2h(a) nodegddar (s, a,1)
edgenode(HMu xs, 7;7 ])

Now we can define the set of all reachable heap nodes in the program.

Definition 3.24 (Reachable nodes). The set of reachable nodes is defined
inductively. For the base case node n is reachable iff some pointer from the list
of roots points to n.

x € roots p2h(x) nodegqar (s, ,n)
n € RN(HM ,roots,xs)

For the induction case node with index j is reachable iff there exists some node
1 which contains a pointer to node j.

1 € RN(HM ,roots,xs) edgenodc(HM , xs,1, )
j € RN(HM,roots, xs)
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Figure 3.3: Abstract heap before and after garbage collection.

Definition 3.25 (Roots). We use predicates

Roots(roots, xs)
heap-Roots(HM , xs)

to denote that every pointer to the heap points to some node from the abstract

heap zs, i.e. there are no pointers to fields of structures or elements of the array.
The first predicate establishes the given above property for pointers in roots.
The second one for all pointers to the heap located in the heap nodes. We omit
formal definition of these predicates here.

3.2.5 Isomorphism

After garbage collection the non-pointer content of the local and global memories
is not changed. The non-pointer content of a reachable heap node also remains
unchanged, but the node itself is moved to a new place. We denote the abstract
heap after garbage collection by xs’. The order of the nodes in the new heap
in general differs from the order of the nodes in the initial one. This happens
because the garbage collection algorithm is not intended to preserve order of
the nodes on the heap. The new order is defined with the help of a bijective
permutation function F. If some node with index ¢ in the abstract heap is
reachable, then after garbage collection this node has index F'(i) on the heap
xs’ (Fig. 3.3). In this section we define the isomorhpism relation on the heap
which describes the impact of the garbage collection to the heap and to the
roots.

We introduce two functions which extract some content for the i—th element
of the T'T table from the memory M starting from the offset st.

nhptrsen: (M, i, st) :: meelly list

noptrsent (M, i, st) :: meelly list
The first one extracts pointers which do not point to the heap. The second
extracts the whole content from st to T7;.asz except pointers. The formal

definition of these function involves filtering and is analogues to Def. 3.18. We
omit it here.

Definition 3.26 (Content extraction). The following two functions extract
pointers which do not point to the heap and the non-pointer content from the
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node ¢ respectively.

nentpnpirs(HM 6, 28) = nhptrsen (HM , HM ! (x81), vsli + AUX;z¢)
NNt noptrs(HM 1, 28) = noptrsens (HM , HMV(zs!i), xsli + AUXgize)

We define analogous functions for the global and local memory frames.

gmentpnpers(GM) = nhptrse, (GM,0,0)
gmentpoprs(GM) (GM,0,0)
Imicent,ppirs (LM, st) = nhptrsen (LM, LM (st + offrr), st)
Imicent optrs (LM, st) = noptrsent (LM, LM (st + offrr), st)

= noptrSent

The functions which perform the given above extractions for the whole local
memory LM are defined as follows.

Imentpnpers(LM, stack) =

concat(map(Ni. Imicnt,ppirs(LM , stackli), (0 : |stack| — 1))
Imentpopirs(LM , stack) =

concat(map(Xi. lmicnt,oprs (LM, stack!i), (0 : |stack| — 1))

Now we have all we need to establish equality of the node content before
and after garbage collection. Here and below by HM', LM', GM', xs', f', etc
we denote memories and other entities after garbage collection is performed.
Note, that some entities, e.g. abstract stack stack, remain unchanged during
garbage collection.

Definition 3.27 (Node content equality). The following predicate estab-
lishes content equality of the heap nodes before and after garbage collection
(everything except pointers to the heap remains unchanged).

Vi ERN(HM ,roots,zs). HM!(xs!i) = HM'!(xsli) A
nentpnptrs(HM i, x8) = nentppptrs(HM, F(i), xs") A
nentpoptrs(HM i, 25) = nentpoptrs(HM , F(i), xs")

contenteq(TT, PP, heapygse, roots, HM HM' zs,25', F)

Definition 3.28 (Reachable equality). Let roots’ be the set of program roots
after garbage collection. One of the basic properties of the garbage collector
ensures that the set of the reachable nodes remains unchanged during garbage
collection. L.e. if some node i is reachable before garbage collection, then node
F(i) is reachable after it. Formally we define it in the following way.

RN(HM',roots' xs") =

map(F, RN (HM ,roots, xs))
reachableeq(roots, roots’, HM HM' xs,28', F)

Isomorphism on the set of the program roots is defined by the predicate

* / /
180morphyoots(roots, roots’, xs, xs', F).
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Figure 3.4: Structure of the isomorphic relation.

It requires that every pointer in roots which points to some heap node before
garbage collection points to the same heap node (w.r.t. F) after garbage collec-
tion. Predicate

is0moprhpeap(roots, roots’, HM , HM' xs,xs', F')

establishes an analogues property for pointers to the heap located in reachable
heap nodes. We do not give formal definition for the given above predicates in
this thesis.

Definition 3.29 (Isomorph). We combine the given above isomorphism def-
initions in one predicate. Generally speaking, this predicate describes the per-
mutation function F', which defines the order of the nodes on the heap after
garbage collection (Fig. 3.4).

contenteq(roots, HM , HM', xs, xs', F')
reachable.y(roots,roots’, HM, HM', xs, xs', F)
i50morphyoots(roots, roots', xs, xs', F)
is0moprhpeap(roots, roots’, HM , HM', xs, xs', F')
Isomorph(roots,roots’', HM, HM' x5, x5, F)

3.2.6 Garbage Collection

First we define the predicate which establishes the equality of the content of
local and global memories after garbage collection.

Definition 3.30 (Memories equality). Everything in local and global mem-
ories except pointers to the heap is not changed.

gmentpoptrs(GM) = gment oprs(GM")

gmentunptrs(GM) = gmentppprs(GM')
Imentnptrs(LM , stack) = Imentpppers (LM, stack)
Imentnptrs(LM , stack) = Imentpppers (LM stack)

memcontq(GM, GM', LM, LM’, stack)

From these definitions we can also derive the equality of local frame headers.
However, for simplicity reasons, we introduce a separate predicate which states
the mentioned property.
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Definition 3.31 (Stable frame headers).

Vi < |stack|. LM [stacki, FHS] = LM'[stack!i, F HS]
fheaderssgape (LM, LM, stack)

Let us denote the set of memory components of the program by m,,.
me = {GM, LM, HM}

Further, we denote the set of variables of the GC interface, which are not
changed during garbage collection by inf,

infa = {TTa PP7 S8, 5P, heapbase}a

where ss is the start address of the stack of local memories and sp is a current
program stack pointer.

Now we can define the result of the garbage collection routine. The sketch of
the heap memory transformation is shown on Fig. 3.5. After garbage collection
the following properties hold:

e lengths of the memories remain unchanged,

e all pointers in roots and in the reachable heap nodes point to some element
in the new abstract heap xzs’ (Def. 3.25),

e the abstract heap s’ is connected to the new heap memory HM' via the
HalfHeap predicate (Def. 3.16),

e the abstract stack stack is connected to the new local memory LM’ via
the Stack predicate (Def. 3.14),

e function F' is a bijection and isomorphic relation on the heap holds with
respect to F' (Def. 3.29),

e all nodes in the new heap are reachable,
e to-space and from-space are switched,

e the content of local and global memories which does not contain pointers
to the heap remains unchanged (Def. 3.30),

e the content of local frame headers remains unchanged (Def. 3.31),
e forward pointers in the heap nodes do not point to to-space (technical

requirement for the used implementation of the garbage collector).

Definition 3.32 (GC result). Let xs and stack be the abstract heap and the
stack of the program respectively . Further, let nhi :: nat be the value of the
pointer to the next free heap location (next heap index pointer) and F' :: N — N
be a permutation relation. By roots!, we denote the set of program roots
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Figure 3.5: Heap memory before and after garbage collection.
after garbage collection, i.e. roots), = 100tsgm(GM') o roots;, (LM, stack).

We define the result of the GC execution in the following predicate.

HM| = |HM||LM| = |LM']  |GM|=|GM
Roots(rootsgm (GM'), zs") Roots(roots;, (GM', stack), zs")
heap_Roots(HM', zs")

HalfHeap(TT, HM', f' ,nhi’, xs") Stack(TT, ss, sp, LM’ , stack)
bij(F) Isomorph(roots,,,roots,, , HM , HM' xs, xs', F)
RN(HM',roots.,,xs'") = (0 : |xs'| — 1) =00
memcontq(GM, GM', LM, LM', stack) fheadersgsiapie (LM, LM’ stack)
Vi < |zs'|. =ingo(f',nidpwa(TT, HM' 7))
ge-per formed(infy, mq,m. ,nhi,nhi’, f, f’, stack,xs, xs', F)

3.2.7 Memory Allocation

In this Section we formalize the result of the redefined memory allocation pro-
cedure (new function). We distinguish three cases:

e there is enough memory on the heap for allocation of the new variable and
no garbage collection is needed,

e before garbage collection there is not enough memory on the heap, but
after the call of GC routine the freed space is enough for the allocation of
the new variable,

e cven after garbage collection there is not enough heap space for the new
heap variable allocation.

The GC routine is called in the second and the third cases. Thus, garbage
collection is performed even if the new heap variable cannot be allocated after
its run.
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Precondition

Here we define the precondition for the correct execution of the garbage collec-
tion and redefined memory allocation routines.

Definition 3.33 (Collect garbage precondition). The precondition for the
garbage collection routine is defined in the following way.
Roots(roots g (GM), xs) Roots(rootsym, (LM, stack), xs)
heap_Roots(heappgse, HM , xs) HalfHeap(TT, HM, f,nhi, zs)
Stack(TT, ss, sp, LM, stack) Vi < |xs|. —ing(f, nidswa(TT, HM 1))

collectpre(infy, My, nhi, f, xs, stack)

Definition 3.34 (Memory allocation precondition). Precondition for the
redefined new function includes predicates defined in Def. 3.33 and Def. 3.9.
Additionally, we set requirements on the valid ranges of some addresses and
lengths of the memories. We require that the size of the first frame in the 77T
table equals the size of the GM memory and the last local frame is located
inside LM memory. Type and pointer tables need (|7T|-3 + |PP|-2) - MW
bytes in the global memory for storage. We want stack start ss to be greater or
equal than the interface data storage size. Let asz :: nat be the size of the new
variable in words, ¢;4 be the index of the type of the new variable (i.e. variable
to be allocated) in the T'T table. Formally we define the memory allocation
precondition in the following way.

correctye; (TT, PP) collectpre(infs, me,nhi, f, xs, stack)

(asz + AUXize) € N3o tig < |TT] TT;,,.0a8z = asz
(abasepeqp + HS - MW) € Ny 55+ LM - MW < abasepeaqp ss < sp
|GM|=GMS |LM| =LMS |HM|=HS MW | ss MW | sp
(sp — ss)
4
(ITT|-3+ |PP|-2)- MW < ss

neWpre (info, My, nhi, f,asz,tiq, xs, stack)

TTy.asz = |GM]| +TTtidpr (77, LM, |stack|—1)-a5% < |LM|

Postcondition

The result of the call of the modified new procedure in the case of memory
allocation without garbage collection is expressed in a predicate

allocpost(info, Mo, mL, f,nhi,nhi’,zs,asz, res, t;q).

In this case local and global memories remain unchanged, and the next heap
index pointer is increased by the size of the new variable (asz). The region
in the heap memory which corresponds to the newly allocated variable is filled
with zeros. The link to the T'T table t;4 is written to the header of the new
node. The remaining part of the heap is unchanged. The resulting pointer res
equals the start address of the new allocated node, i.e.

res = heappgse + (nhi + AUXgi50) - MW.
We do not focus on the case of memory allocation without garbage collection in

this thesis and omit formal definition of the above predicate.
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Definition 3.35 (Unsuccessful gc). In the case of unsuccessful garbage col-
lection the new heap variable cannot be allocated and we return a null pointer
as the result of memory allocation.

ge_per formed(infy, mq, m. ,nhi,nhi’, f, f’, stack,xs, zs', F)
res = N Ptr

ge-failure(infy, my,m. ,nhi,nhi’, f, f', stack, xs,xs’, F,res)

Definition 3.36 (Successful gc). In case of a successful garbage collection the
new heap variable is allocated. We denote the state of memory M and variable
a after allocation of the new heap node by M’ and a”’. Thus, we distinguish
three states: the initial one, the state after garbage collection is performed,
and the state when the new variable is allocated. The value of the next heap
index pointer nhi” is increased by the size of the new variable (asz). The new
heap memory region is filled with zeroes and the address of the new variable is
assigned to res. Additionally, we require that all relations included in Def. 3.32
also hold for the new memories and new abstract heap zs”. Let t;y be a link
to the TT table for the new heap variable. We define the result of successful
garbage collection in the following way.

ge_per formed(infy, my, m. ,nhi,nhi’, f, f', stack,xs,zs', F)
res = heappase + (nhi + AUXgize) - MW
H"[(nhi + AUX;z. ), asz] = replicate(asz,0) H'"'nhi" = t;q
nenteq(HM', HM” | 2s") xs" = xs’ o [nhi’] nhi” =nhi+ asz + AUXize
Roots(roots g, (GM"), zs") Roots(roots;, (GM", stack), xs")
heap_Roots(HM" , xs"") HalfHeap(HM" | f' nhi" xs")
Isomorph(roots,,,roots,, HM, HM"  xs, xs" F)
RN(HM' roots',zs") = (0 : |ws'| — 1)
IM" = LM  GM"=GM'  |HM"|=|HM'|
Vi < |xs"|. =ing(f',nidswa(TT, HM" 1))

ge_ok(infy, my,m.,ml2 nhi,nhi’,nhi", f, f', stack, vs,xs', xs" | F,asz, ti,res)

Definition 3.37 (Size of the nodes). In order to distinguish cases when
garbage collection is or is not successful we define the following predicate, which
calculates the size of all reachable nodes on the heap.

rnodesgize(TT, PP, heapyase, HM , roots, xs) =

E TTnidTT(HM,zs,i) .asz+ A UXsize
i€ERN(TT,PP,heappgse, HM ,roots,zs)

Definition 3.38 (Memory allocation postcondition). Now we can define
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the postcondition of the memory allocation routine.

nhi+ AUXgize + asz < stige(f) + HHS — 18" = xso[nhi] A f' = f A

"

. o
allocpost(info, me, my, f,nhi,nhi", xs, asz,res, tiq)

nhi+ AUXsize + asz > stig.(f) + HHS A
rnodesgize(TT, PP, heappase, HM ;roots, xs) + AUXgize + asz < HHS —

geok(infs, mg, ml,ml, nhi,nhi’,nhi", f, f', stack, xs,xs', xs" | F,asz, ti,res)

rnodessize(TT, PP, heapyase, HM , roots, xs) + AUX e + asz > HHS —

ge_failure(infy, mqy, my, nhi,nhi” | f, f', stack, xs, xs', F,res)

. / i 3 -/ -/ / / i .
NeWpost (N fo, Mo, i, My, nhi,nhi’,nhi”, f, f', stack, s, xs', xs"  asz, ti, res)

Correctness criteria

Correctness criteria for the redefined memory allocation routine is expressed in
Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.1 (Correct garbage collection). Let m, represent the program
memories before execution of the new procedure and m/ represent memories
after execution of the procedure. Further, let nhi, nhi”’ be values of the program
next heap index pointers, f and f’ denote the half heap used by the program
before and after procedure execution. Then, the following relation holds.

NeWpre (info, Mo, nhi, f,asz,tq, xs, stack) =
xs’ xs” nhi’ m. .

NeWpost (info, Mo, ml, miy, nhi,nhi’,nhi”, f, f', stack, zs, xs', xs"  asz, ti, res)

Proof. The lemma has been proven in the Hoare logic environment by E. Petrova
for a particular implementation of GC. We do not provide the proof in the frame
of this thesis. O
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Chapter 4

Compiler with a Garbage
Collector

In this chapter we consider the formal specification and verification of a simple
compiler with garbage collector. The basic definitions and concepts about the
compiler are taken from [12]. We mainly focus on the integration of the garbage
collector into the compiler and do not provide the full compiler specification
here.

The garbage collector is nothing else than a set of procedures together with
some specific variables located in the global memory of the program. During
compilation, these procedures are compiled in the same way as regular pro-
gram functions and are added to the program’s function table. Variables of
the garbage collector are placed in the global memory just after regular global
variables of the program. Assembly code, generated for the memory allocation
statement, is replaced with a function call to the main GC routine.

4.1 Memory Layout

The memory layout for the program generated by the CO compiler with the
garbage collector is inherited from the memory layout of the original compiler.
It consists of four major areas: the part with the program code, global memory
frame, stack of local memories, and the heap. The basic memory layout is
depicted on Fig. 4.1.

The program code part of the memory starts from the address progbase,
which is a parameter of the compiler and remains constant during compilation.
The size of the program code is computed with the function csizey,o4(te, gst, ft),
which calculates the size of all functions from the function list (including the
main function) and the size of the initialization code in words. Behind the
program code there is an unused space of size bubble.,q., which is reserved for
later use.

The global memory frame starts at the address abase g, (te, ft, gst(m)), which
is calculated in the following way.

abasegm (te, ft, gst) = progbase + 4 - csizeprog(te, gst, ft) + 4 - bubblecoge
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Figure 4.1: Memory layout of the compiler with GC.
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We divide the global memory into two parts: one containing the program’s
global variables and one for the global variables of the GC. From the compiler
view all variables located in the program or GC part of the global memory are
treated equally. Thus, we have to require that a user program does not change
the GC part of the global memory.

Formally, we divide the symbol table for the global memory frame gst (Sec.
2.3.4) into two parts:

o gsty(gst) = (S x ty) list represents variables located in the program part
of the global memory,

o gstgc(gst) : (S x ty) list represents variables of the GC interface.

Let gcijengtn be a constant, denoting the number of variables belonging to
the GC interface and gst be the symbol table of the global memory frame. Then
we define

gstp(gst) = gst[0, |gst| — gcitengin]
gStgc(QSt) = gSt[|gSt| - gCilengtha gcilength]

For the program symbol configuration sc and memory m we also use the
following notation.

sc.gst, = gst,(sc.gst)
sc.gstge = gstge(sc.gst)
gstp(m) = gstp(gst(m))
gstge(m) = gstge(gst(m))

Behind the global memory a free space of the size bubblegy,, follows. The
local memory stack starts at the address abase;, (te, ft, gst(m),0). We give the
formal definition for this predicate later in this section. Each local memory
frame starts with the frame header, which occupies five words (in the original
compiler without GC the frame header occupies 3 words). The meaning of these
fields is given in Table 4.1. The program heap starts at the address abasepeap
(another input parameter to the compiler). The local stack grows from the
bottom up and its size is limited (only) by the start address of the heap. In the
compiler with the garbage collector the heap is divided into two parts of the
equal size. All variables are allocated only in one half of the heap, the second
stays inactive until the next garbage collection is performed. The size of the
active half of the heap is bounded by the constant asizeyji, . The size of the

whole heap equals
maxr __
heap —

max

asize asizeppeqp * 2-

The used part of the heap is composed of the set of heap nodes. By a heap
node we understand a top-level heap g-variable together with its node header.

The base address of the global memory, the first unused address on the heap,
and the base address of the current stack frame are stored by the compiler in
the registers rspase; Thiops Tl frame, respectively.
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Table 4.1: Frame Header Layout

Offset | Field Name Field Meaning

0 return address address, where to jump after execution of
the function is finished

4 return destination address, where to store the result of the
function

8 previous stack pointer | start address of the previous stack frame

12 frame size allocated size of the frame

16 TT link stores the index of the corresponding en-
try in the TT table of the GC

4.1.1 Allocated Size

We define the function which calculates the number of bytes needed to store an
instance of the type in the target machine, i.e. the allocated size of a type.

The function algn :: ty — N calculates alignment of a type in the memory.
This function was introduced to the compiler specification in order to enable
compatibility with the memory layout, where some basic types occupy a single
byte. In our model, however, all simple types occupy one word and, thus, are
automatically aligned. Alignment of any valid type in the compiler specification
with GC equals four.

The function asize; :: ty — N calculates the allocated size of a type in bytes.
For all simple types the allocated size equals four. For an array and a structure
the allocated size is defined in the following way.

asize(Arrp(n,t)) =n-[asize(t)]agn()
asizey(Stre(scl)) = displ, (0, scl, fst(last(scl))) + asize:(snd(last(scl)))

For the structure case the allocated size is calculated as the sum of the
displacement of the last component and its allocated size. Function

disply, : N x (S x ty) list xS — N

calculates recursively the displacement of a component (a structure component
or a variable from the symbol table) starting from some initial displacement
(first parameter to the function). Note, that functions displ, and asize; are
defined simultaneously and recursively call each other. For details see [12].

The size of a symbol table (local or global) is calculated by the function
asizes (S x ty) list x N — N simply as the sum of the allocated size of
the last variable and its displacement. The second parameter of the function
denotes the size of the frame header (0 for a global frame and 20 for a local
frame), i.e. initial displacement of the first variable in the frame.

The allocated size of a memory is computed in the following way. Let hs be
the frame header size of the memory m.

astzZemenm mframe x N — N

asizemem(m, hs) =asizes(m.st, hs)

The given above function calculates the allocated size of the local or global
memory frames. Computing the allocated size of the heap is more complex.
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Due to the garbage collection unreachable heap nodes are (sometimes) removed
from the heap. The heap symbol table at the CO small-step layer, however,
remains unchanged during garbage collection, i.e. variables are never removed
from the symbol table. Thus, we need to distinguish the g-variables present in
the heap memory of the assembly machine from others. We call such variables
alive and introduce a predicate which tests whether a g-variable is alive.

alivel = gvar — B
alive ::aliveT
The compiler specification from [12] does not allow to define the alive pred-

icate based on the CO configuration. Thus, we keep it as a parameter to the
simulation relation just like we do with the allocation function (Sec. 2.5).

Definition 4.1 (The set of alive variables). Let hst be the heap symbol
table and alive be the alive function. We define the set of indices of alive
top-level heap variables.

alive;qg (hst, alive) = {i € N | i < |hst| A alive(guarym(i))}

Definition 4.2 (Allocated size of the heap). The allocated size of the heap
equals the sum of sizes of all alive heap variables and their headers.

alive
heap

Zi € alive;g,(sc.hst,alive). 4 - AUXsize + [asizey(snd(sc.hstli))]4

asizef e (se, alive) =

Lemma 4.1 (Allocated size of the heap is a multiple of four). Let sc be
the program symbol configuration. The allocated size of the heap is a multiple

of four.
alive

4 | asizep gy (sc, alive)

Proof. The proof follows directly from the definition. O

4.1.2 Displacements of Variables and G-Variables

The displacement of an element of an array is defined as the displacement of
the array plus the allocated size of the preceding array elements. For the dis-
placement of a part of a structure we use the function displ, from the previous
section.

Definition 4.3 (Displacement of a g-variable). The function displ, :
symbolconf x gvar — N computes the displacement of some g-variable with
respect to its root g-variable.

displg(sca gvaTgm (.’I]))
d’LSplq (SC, guarym (27 ,’E))
disply(sc, guarym (1))

disply(sc, guararr(g,1)) = disply(sc, g) + 1 - asizei(tyq(sc, gvarerr(g,1)))

|
o o o

For the structure case let type ty,(sc, gvars- (g, cn)) be some structure Strp(scl).

disply(sc, guarsyy(g,cn)) = disply(sc, g) + displ, (0, scl, cn)
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Displacement of the top-level variable with the name n in the symbol table
sc with the frame header size hs is computed by the function displ,(hs, sc,n).
Note, that only named variables’ displacements can be computed in the men-
tioned way. For the heap variables we do not compute displacements in the
symbol table at all.

4.1.3 Base Address

Definition 4.4 (Base address of the local frame). We define the base
address of a local memory frame by induction on the ordinal number of the
frame in the local memory stack. Let te be a type name environment, ft be a
function table, and sc the current symbol configuration.

abasem (te, ft, sc,0) =abasegm (te, ft, sc.gst) + [asizeg(sc.gst,0)]a
+ 4 - bubble g,
abaseyy, (te, ft, sc,i + 1) =abasey, (te, ft, sc,i) + [asizes(sc.lstli, 20)]4

For simplicity reasons we use notation abasey,(te, ft,sc.gst) for the base
address of the first local memory frame abase;, (te, ft, sc,0).

Now we can define the allocated base address of the named g-variables in
the memory. Here and below, we sometimes skip constant parameters te and
ft in the definitions.

Definition 4.5 (Base address of g-variables). The allocated base address of
a g-variable ¢ is defined by case distinction on the location of the root g-variable
of g.

abasegy(sc, guargm (x)) =abasegm (te, ft, sc.gst) + displ, (0, sc.gst, x)
abasey(sc, guaryy, (i,x)) =abasey, (te, ft, sc,i) + displ, (20, sc.lstli, x)

abasey(sc, guarqr(g,1)) =abasey(sc, g) + i - asizey(tyy(sc, gvare r(g,1)))
For the structure case let ty,(sc, gvarsy-(g,cn)) be equal Stro(scl).

abasey(sc, guarq,(g,1)) =abasey(sc, g) + displ, (0, scl, cn)

4.1.4 GC Constants

We instantiate the constants introduced in Sec. 3.1. The size of a word is fixed
to 4.
MW =4

The size of the local frame header F'HS equals 5 words (Tab. 4.1).
FHS =5

The size of the half heap HH S equals aszepy,, divided by the word length. By
the size of the local memory stack LM .S we understand the maximal possible
size of the stack (remains constant during the program execution). The size of
the global memory frame is also constant and is equal to the size of the symbol
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table of the global frame. Let te be a type name environment, ft be function
table, and sc the current symbol configuration.

asizetar

HHS — hheap
4
LMS — (abasepeqp — abasey, (te, ft, sc.gst))

4
GM S = [asizeg(sc.gst,0)]4

4.1.5 Assembly Memory: Arrays Representation

On the Hoare logic level, memory is represented as a set of arrays of natural
numbers (Sec. 3.2). On the assembly level, however, we have a single mapping
d.mm :: N — mecell,s,. Thus, we have to divide this single machine memory
into parts, corresponding to global, local, and heap memories of the program.
Moreover, the global memory is represented by two arrays: one for the program
global memory (seen by the garbage collector as GM array) and one for the GC
global memory (which is not processed by the GC explicitly). Additionally, we
have an array for the code part of the assembly memory, which is not accessed
by GC and is not changed during garbage collection. Note, that in spite of the
fact that the GC part of the global memory is not processed by the garbage
collector explicitly, it is still changed during garbage collection. This occurs,
because some of the variables in the GC interface are not constant and are
changed every time when the garbage collector is called.

Definition 4.6 (Memories extraction). We present the set of functions
which extract certain portions of memory cells from the assembly memory:
gmP,. gmd<. codey,, 1My, him,. All the functions, with the exception of code,,,
return arrays of natural numbers and are of type

con fosm X symbolconf x tenv x functableT — N list.

For the code extraction we do not need to convert memory cells to natural
numbers since this part remains completely unchanged during garbage collection
and memory allocation.

codey, 2 con fosm X symbolconf x tenv X functableT — 7Z list
We define the extraction functions in the following way.
gm? (d, sc) =map(i2n, d.mmabase gy, (te, ft, sc.gst), asizes(sc.gst,, 0)])
gm?7(d, sc) =map(i2n, d.mmlabaseym(te, ft, sc.gst)
+asizeg(sc.gsty, 0), asizes(sc.gstye, 0)])
coden, (d, sc) =d.mm[progbase, 4 - csize,,oq(te, sc.gst, ft)]
Imu, (d, s¢) =map(i2n, d.mmlabase;, (te, ft, sc.gst),
abaseneap — abaseyy (te, ft, sc.gst)])
hmy, (d) =d.mmlabaseneap, asizeypay)]
Definition 4.7 (Local memory extraction). The part of the memory con-

taining the i—th local memory frame is extracted by the function lmi,,(d, sc, 7).

Imin (d, sc,i) = map(i2n, d.mmlabase;y (te, ft, sc.gst, i), asizes(sc.lstli, 20)])
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Definition 4.8 (Heap g-variable extraction). Let alloc be the current g-
variable allocation function. We define the function hmg,,(d, g, alloc), which
extracts that part of the heap memory which contains g-variable g.

hmgm(d, g, alloc) = map(i2n, d.mm][fst(alloc(g)), snd(alloc(g))])

In the remaining part of the thesis we use the following notation for memory
extractions.
GM® = gmP, (d, sc)
GCM® = gm3°(d, sc)
LMY = Im,,(d, sc)
HM? = hm,, (d)

Now, we define functions which extract some values from frame and node
headers.

Definition 4.9 (TT link for frames). The following function extracts the
index of the i-th local frame in the T'T" table from the frame header.

readsiq(d, sc,i) = i2n(d.mm(abase, (te, ft, sc.gst, i) + offrr - 4))

Note that the order of the local frames in the type table is defined by the
order of respective functions in the function table ft. Thus, if the index of the
i-th local frame in the T'T table is j then the respective function has index j— 1
in ft. We obtain this index by the function read snyum

read fnum(d, sc, 1) = readyiq(d, sc,i) — 1

Definition 4.10 (7T link for a node). Let alloc be the current g-variable
allocation function. The following function extracts a T'T link for a top-level
g-variable g from the node header. This link is stored at the beginning of the
node header. The allocation function applied to g returns the start address of
the content of the node. Thus, we have to subtract the size of the node header
from the returned value to get address where the T'T" link is stored.

readniq(d, g, alloc) = i2n(d.mm(alloc(g) — AUXsize - 4))

From the T'T link we can easily get the index of the type of the node (type
of the root g-variable) in the type environment te. The function ready;q returns
this index.

readiiq(d, g, alloc) = ready,iq(d, g, alloc) — numy

4.2 GC Interface

On the CO level GC interface (Sec. 3.1) is nothing else than a set of variables
located at the end of the global memory of the program.
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4.2.1 GC Variables

The value of the constant gcijengin depends on the implementation of the GC
and is not fixed in the frame of this thesis. However, we require that all variables
described in this section are present in the global symbol table. This gives a
lower bound on the value of gcijengin. The garbage collector implementation
used in the frame of the thesis requires the following variables to be present in
the GC part of the global memory:

® gcgm :: N: pointer to the global memory of the program. C0 semantics
supports pointers to g-variables only. Thus, we use natural type N to
model pointers to some memory regions located in the GC interface. Note,
that use of natural numbers instead of pointers here also allows us to
distinguish ”real” pointers, which are considered by the garbage collector,
from ”fake” pointers, which point to some memory regions and do not
produce any reachable heap nodes;

® (Cheap :: N: pointer to the program heap;

® (Csiack - N: pointer to the stack of local memories of the program;
o gerr i TType: type table;

e gcpp i PPyy,.: pointer table;

e gcy i B: from-space indicator (flag);

® gcppi 2 N: value of the next heap index pointer of the program. Our im-
plementation of the GC reads the next heap index from the global memory
rather than directly from the next heap index register of the assembly ma-
chine. Thus, we have to keep next heap index values in memory and in
the register consistent.

First we define functions which test whether some g-variable with index ¢ in
the GC global memory of the program symbol table sc is one of the GC vari-
ables. The functions test whether the name of the g-variable in the symbol table
matches the searched variable name. Since variable names in the global memory
are unique, there can be only one index i which satisfies the requirement.

is_gmpir(sc, te,i) = (fst( )
is_heappr(sc,te, i) = (fst( )
is_stackpi(sc, te, i) = (fst( gcl) -
is TT (sc,te, i) = (fst(sc.gstyeli) =" gci TT”)
is_PP(sc,te,i) = (fst( )
is_f(sc,te,i) = (fst( )
( ) = (fst( )

is_nhi(sc,te,

Now we define functions of the type (symbolconf x tenv — gvarT) which
return g-variables belonging to the GC interface from the global symbol table

49



of the program.

GUgm (sc, te) = sc.gstyc!(e 1. is_gmpr(sc, te, 7))
GUheap (s, te) = sc.gstyel(e i. is_heappir(sc, te, 1))
GUstack (8¢, te) = sc.gstyel(e i. is_stackp(sc, te, )

gurr(sc,te) = sc.gstyel(e i. isTT(sc, te,i))

gupp(sc, te) = sc.gstyc!(e 1. is_PP(sc,te,1))
guy(sc,te) = sc.gstyel(e . is_f(sc, te,i))

gUnni(sc,te) = sc.gstyel(e i. is-nhi(sc, te, 1))

However, an entity of the type gvarT does not immediately give us the
value of the variable. Thus, we define a set of functions which read values of
GC variables from the memory. Such a function for the global memory pointer
is given below.

valgm :: memconf x tenv X functablelT — N

valgm (me) = i2n(cell2int(valuey(me, gvgm (sc(me), te))!0))

For the case of T7T and PP arrays, entities of type TTiyp. and PPy, are
constructed inductively, i.e. every single value from the tables is read separately
and then the values are combined into variables of the mentioned types.

In the remainder part of the thesis we use the following notation for the
values of GC variables in the CO configuration c.

TT = valpr(c.mce)
PP =walpp(c.mc)

nhi® = val,p;(c.me)

Type and pointer tables remain constant during garbage collection and memory
allocation. Thus, by 7T and PP we understand their values in the initial
configuration c.

4.2.2 Program Pointers

Here we give definitions used in the formalization of the type and pointer tables
of the GC interface in the next section. We define functions, which extract
displacements of pointers in words from a type or a symbol table and count the
number of pointers.

By the displacement of a pointer inside some complex type ¢ we understand
the displacement of the pointer variable in the variable of type ¢ allocated in
some memory m. The displacement is computed as the sum of the allocated sizes
of all types before the respective pointer type in the structure of the complex
type t. For example in a type

t = Str([(n1, Intr), (ne, Arre(m x Boolr)), (ns, Ptror(ng))])

the displacement of the only pointer with the type Ptry(ny) is computed as the
sum of the allocated sizes of an integer and m boolean variables. Note, that a
complex type may contain several instances of the type Ptry(ny) with different
displacements.
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Definition 4.11 (Displacements of pointers in a type). The function
ptrsy =ty — N list extracts pointer displacements from a single type. A
variable of the Nullp type is considered as a non-pointer variable. For the base
case we define

ptrsi(Ptrp(tn)) = [0]
ptrst(t) = []7

where t € {Boolr, Intr, Chary, Unsignedr, Nullr}.
For an array we extract displacements from the type of a single element and
add the allocated size of the preceding part of the array.

ptrs(Arrp(n, t)) = concat(map(Ax. ptrsy(t) + x - %et(t), (0:n—1)))

For the structure case we define an additional function ptrsg, @ N x (S x
ty) list — N list, which extracts pointers from a list of structure components.
In this function we use an additional parameter i :: N, which accumulates the
size of all components before the current one in the structure.

ptrss (i, [1) =[]
. . . asize(t
ptrss (i, (en, t)#xs) = (ptrsi(t) + 1) o ptrsg, (i + Tt()’ xs)
ptrsg(Strp(cts)) = ptrss (0, cts)
Definition 4.12 (Displacements of pointers in a symbol table). We de-
fine the function, which extracts pointer displacements from a symbol table st
of some memory frame with the frame header size hs. For this purpose we use

the function ptrsg,. to extract pointers from a list of components of a symbol
table.

hs
ptrssi(st, hs) = ptrsstr(z, st)

Arrays of pointers, which are produced by the functions ptrss:(st, hs) and
ptrs.(t) are called pointer displacement arrays of symbol table st and type ¢,
respectively.

Definition 4.13 (Number of pointers in a type). The function cptrs; :
ty — N calculates number of pointers in a type. Analogously, the function
eptrsgse = (S X ty) list — N calculates number of pointers in a symbol table of
the memory frame.

eptrsy(t) = |ptrs(t)]
eptrsg(st) = |ptrsse(st, 0)]

Below we give some basic properties of the ptrs; and ptrs, functions.

Lemma 4.2 (Number of pointers in an array). The number of pointers in
a type Arrr(n,t) is equal to the number of pointers in a type ¢ times length of
the array.

|ptrsi(Arre(n,t))| =n - [ptrsi(t)]
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Proof. We omit the simple proof of this lemma here. O

Now we give several properties on the pointer displacement arrays of a given
type or a symbol table. Note, that here and below access of an element in the
list as!i is valid iff condition i < xs holds.

Lemma 4.3 (Pointer displacement less size of type). Displacement of a
pointer in a type ¢ is less than the allocated size of the type.

asize(t)

V. validy,(te, t) = ptrs,(t)!j < 1

Proof. This lemma is proved by induction on the type ¢t. The proof in Isabelle
is somewhat complicated, since we have to deal with the mutual recursion in
the definition of ptrsg,. and formulate separate condition for the structure case,
but nevertheless straightforward. O

Lemma 4.4 (Pointer displacement less size of symbol table). Displace-
ment of a pointer in a symbol table st is less than allocated size of the symbol
table.

asizes:(st, hs)

Vj. st € valids,(te) A hs | 4 = ptrss(st, hs)lj < 1

Proof. The proof is done by the structural induction on the symbol table st.

The base case is trivial. For the induction step we have st = (nq, t1)#xs.
Case (j < cptrsi(t1)). We use Lemma 4.3 to conclude the goal.
Case (j > cptrsi(t1)). Use induction hypothesis, definitions of asizeg, and

ptrsg. functions to conclude the proof. The correctness follows from the fact
that the allocated size of the symbol table equals the sum of the allocated sizes
of all variables present in the symbol table.

O

Lemma 4.5 (Ordered pointer displacements). Displacements of pointers
in a type t are ordered, i.e. displacement with index i is less then displacement
with index 7 if ¢ is less than j.

Vi j. validy,(te,t) N i < j = ptrs,(t)li < ptrs,(t)!j

Proof. This lemma is proved by induction on the type ¢. The correctness follows
from the inductive construction of ptrs;. O

Lemma 4.6 (Ordered pointer displacements). Displacements of pointers
in a symbol table st are ordered.

Vi j. st € validgi(te) A hs | 4 AN i < j = ptrss(st, hs)li < ptrss(st, hs)lj

Proof. The proof is done by structural induction over the symbol table st. We
use Lemma 4.5 and properties of the ptrsg recursive construction to conclude
the goal on the induction step. O
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Now we present a set of lemmas, which connect displacements in complex
types with displacements in the respective sub-types of the complex types. We
use these lemmas in the proofs in Sec. 4.2.3.

By the following lemma we establish a connection between some pointer
displacement in an array and in a single element of the array.

Lemma 4.7 (Single element - array). Displacement of a pointer in an array
of the type Arrr(n,t) equals displacement of a pointer in a type ¢ plus the sum
of the allocated sizes of all elements before the one, where the pointer is located.
Let p be the the index of some pointer displacement in the ptrs;(Arry(n,t))
array, k be the number of elements in the array before the one where the pointer
is located, and j be displacement of the pointer inside an element of the array.

p=k-cptrsi(t) +7 N j <cptrsi(t) A p < eptrsy(Arrp(n,t))
asize(t)

= ptrsi(Arrp(n,t)p = ptrs:(t)j + k - 1

Proof. The proof is simple and follows directly from the definition of the ptrs;
and properties of concat function. O

Lemma 4.8 (Array - single element). For every pointer displacement with
index p in the array type Arry(n,t), which is equal to the size of k array elements
plus some displacement m less than the size of a single element, there exists a
respective displacement with index j in a single element of the array and this
displacement is equal to m. This lemma is the the opposite direction for Lemma
4.7.

asizey(t)
4
= 3j. m = ptrs;(t)lj A p=Fk-cptrsi(t) +j

asize(t)

ptrs (Arrr(n,t))lp=m+k - Am < A validyy(te, t)

Proof. From p < |ptrs,(Arrr(n,t))| we use Lemma 4.2 to find ¢ and k1, s.t.
p=ky-cptrsg(t) + 1 Ak <n Ai<cptrsgt).

We instantiate the existential quantifier in the goal with i and assume k1 = k.
We conclude the goal by applying Lemma 4.7. The subgoal k1 = k is shown by
contradiction analyzing cases k1 < k and k; > k. O

Lemma 4.9 (Structure component - structure). Displacement with index
p of a pointer in a structure of the type Strr(cts) equals displacement with index
j of a pointer in a component of the structure, where this pointer is located,
plus allocated size of all components before this one in the structure.

cts =cto[(n,t)] oxs A p=cptrsg,(ct) +j N j < cptrs(t)
= ptrs,(Strr(cts))lp = ptrs,(t)!j + asize,(Strr(ct))
Proof. The proof is done by induction on the list of structure components cts.

The correctness follows from the properties of the ptrs; and ptrsg,. functions.
O
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Lemma 4.10 (Structure - structure component). For every pointer dis-
placement with index p in the structure type Strp(cts) there exists a respective
displacement with index j in some structure component. This lemma is the
opposite direction for Lemma 4.9.

cts = cto[(n,t)] oxs A ptrs,(Strr(cts))p = asize(Strp(ct)) +m
A m < cptrsg(t) A validy,(te,t)
= 3j. m = ptrsi(t)!lj A p = ptrsg,(ct) + j

Proof. The proof is analogues to Lemma 4.8 and we omit it here. O

Lemma 4.11 (Symbol table - type displacements). For every pointer
displacement with index k in type t there exists a respective displacement with
index m in the ptrsg(st, hs) array of a symbol table st containing type t.

c € conf (te, ft) A st € validg(te) A hs | 4 A stli= (n,t) Nk < cptrs(t)
displ,(hs, st,n)

= Im. ptrsg(st, hs)lm = cptrs,(t)k + 1

Proof. The lemma is proven by induction on the symbol table st. The base case
is trivial. In the induction step st = (nq,t1)#xs.

Case (i = 0). We instantiate the existential quantifier with & and using defini-
tion of ptrsg derive the goal.

Case (i #0). We use the induction hypothesis for the (i — 1)-th element of xs
and the frame header size hs + asize;(t1). We get

disply,(hs + asize(t1), xs,m)

Imy. ptrsg(xs, hstasize(tr))my1 = eptrs, (t)k+ 1

We instantiate the existential quantifier with my + cptrs:(t1) and derive

ptrsse((na, t1)#xs, hs)!(m1 + cptrs(t1))
h
= (ptrsi(t1) + ZS) o ptrssi(xs, hs + asizey(t1)) (cptrsi(t1) + mq) Def. 4.12

= ptrsg (s, hs + asizey(t1))mq
disply,(hs + asizei(t1), zs,n)
+ 4
disply(hs, (n1,t1)#xs,n)
4

= cptrs(t)k Ind. hyp.

= cptrs(t)k + Def. of displ,

O

4.2.3 Displacements: Types vs. G-Variables

In order to be able to argue about program g-variables using information about
pointer displacements in some type we need to connect displacement of a pointer
in a type with the displacement of a respective pointer in the allocated top-level
g-variable (or a symbol table). Though the connection seems to be obvious, it
is not easy to establish it formally. Recursion is used both in the definition of
the g-variable and the type of a g-variable. The direction in which recursion

54



is performed, however, is opposite. (Sec. 2.3.4 and Fig. 2.1). This creates
additional difficulties in the induction proofs.

The following lemma connects the displacement of some pointer g-variable
in its root with the displacement in ptrs; array of the type of the root g-variable.

Lemma 4.12 (G-variable - type displacement). For every displacement
of a pointer g-variable x (w.r.t. its root g-variable) there exists a respective
displacement in the pointer displacement array of the root g-variable of x.

c € conf (te, ft) N x € gvars /(sc) A ptrgpar ()

displ
= Im. ptrsi(tyy(sc,rooty(x)))m = disply(sc, z)

4
Proof. The proof of the lemma is done by structural induction on z. We prove
an auxiliary lemma to make the induction proof possible (Lemma 4.13). [l

Lemma 4.13. For every displacement of a pointer g-variable = (w.r.t. its root
g-variable) there exists a respective displacement in the pointer displacement
array of the root g-variable of x. Moreover, if x is an array or a structure, for
every displacement with index %k in the pointer displacement array of the type
of = there exists a respective displacement in the pointer displacement array of
the root g-variable of x.

c € conf (te, ft) A x € gvars /(sc) =
 disply(sc,x)

) A

(ptrgvar () — Im. ptrsi(tyy(sc, rooty(x)))m

(@rrgoar (x) V strgyer(x) — Im. ptrs(tyy(sc, rooty(x)))lm

disply(sc,x)
— )
Proof. The proof is done by induction on z. In the base case x is a top-level
g-variable and rooty(z) = x. It follows to disply(sc, z) = 0 and we conclude the
goal. In the induction step x is either an element of the array g or a structure
component of the structure g. We perform a case split on the type of x.

= ptrsy(tyy(sc, x))k +

Case (x = gvarqa r(g,i)). The first conjunct of the goal is proved with the help
of the second conjunct in the induction hypothesis with g in place of x. We get

disply(sc, g)

4
Both z and ¢ have the same root g-variable, i.e. rooty(g) = root,(x). Moreover, ©
is a pointer g-variable, thus its displacement is present in array ptrs,(ty,(sc, g))
at the position 7. We derive

Vk. 3m. ptrs(tyy(sc, rooty(g)))'m = ptrs,(tyq(sc, g))k +

Im. ptrs,(tyg(sc, rooty(z)))!m

displ
= ptrsi(tyy(sc, g)(i - eptrs(tyy(se, z))) + %‘%’g) Ind. hyp.
disply(sc, g)

1 Lemma. 4.7

= ptrsi(tyy(sc, )10 + i - asizey(ty,y(sc, x)) +
disply(sc, g)

1 x is a pointer

=041 - asize(tyy(sc,x)) +

_ disply(sc,x)

4 Def. of displ,
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In the second conjunct we have a case when z is itself an array or a structure.
To prove it we also use the second conjunct from the induction hypothesis. We
instantiate the universal quantifier with @ - eptrs,(tyq(sc, «)) + k and derive

Im. ptrs.(tyg(sc, rooty(z)))im =
disply(sc, g)
4
disply(sc, g)
4

ptrs(tyq(sc, )i - eptrse(tyy(sc, x)) + k) + Ind. hyp.

= ptrsi(tyy(sc, )k + i - asize(tyy(sc, x)) + Lemma 4.7

disply(sc, )

= ptrs,(tyy(sc, z))k + 1

Def. of displ,
Case (x = gvars(g,i)). The proof is analogues to the first case. We use
Lemma 4.9 in place of Lemma 4.7 and find structure components sc and xs which
fulfill the equality scl = sco|[(n,t)]oas where [(n,t)] is the structure component
of the g-variable x in the structure g with the type tyy(sc, g) = Strr(scl). The
universal quantifier is instantiated with eptrsg (ct) + k.

O

Lemma 4.12 states that if there exists some pointer g-variable z, then its
displacement is present in the pointer displacement array of the type of the root
g-variable of . We also need to formulate the other direction of this lemma.
Le. for every displacement in the ptrs; array there exists a respective pointer
g-variable. The proof of the lemma (Lemma 4.16) is a bit tricky and requires
an auxiliary Lemma 4.14.

Lemma 4.14. Let some pointer displacement d, belonging to array ptrs; of
the root g-variable, be in allocation range of the g-variable x. Then in the
pointer displacement array of the type of = there exists an element equal to the
difference between d and displacement of x (w.r.t. to its root g-variable).

c € conf (te, ft) N x € gvars /(sc) N d € ptrs(tyy(sc,rooty(x)))

disply(sc,x)  asizei(tyq(sc, )
T x

disply(sc, x)

= d-
4

€ ptrs,(tyq(sc, z))

Proof. The proof is done by the structural induction on z. In the base case
rooty(x) = = and the proof is trivial.
For the induction step we have two cases.

Case (x = gvarq(g,i)). We use the induction hypothesis for displacement d
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and derive
_ disply(sc, g)

d 1 € ptrs(tyy(sc, g)) Ind. hyp.
=d-— displg4(sc, 2) i- aSith(t) € ptrs(tyq(sc, g)) Def. of displ,
= Im. ptrsi(ty (e, g))'m = d — displgisc, x) . asiz:t(t)

=3j.d- w = ptrsy(tyy(sc, x))j Lemma 4.8

_ disply(sc, x)
4

Case (x = gvarst,(g,1)). The proof is very similar to the first case with Lemma
4.10 in place of Lemma 4.8.

=d € ptrs;(tyy(sc, z))

O

Lemma 4.15 (Zero displacement). If the pointer displacement array of an
elementary g-variable g contains only a single zero element then g is a pointer.

elemgy(g) A ptrs,(tyg(sc, g)) = [0] = ptrgvar(9)
Proof. The proof follows directly from the definition of ptrs;. O

Lemma 4.16 (Type - g-variable displacement). If the displacement of an
elementary g-variable x is present in the ptrs; array of the root g-variable then
x is a pointer. Note, that this lemma does not hold for complex g-variables,
because a complex g-variable can have the same displacement as the pointer
sub g-variable.

c € conf (te, ft) N x € gvars /(sc) A elemgy(g)

A disply(sc, )
4

= ptrgpar ()

€ ptrs;(tyg(sc, rooty(x)))

Proof. We use Lemma 4.14 with d = %(50’1) and get

0 € ptrs,(tyg(sc, z))

Finally we apply Lemma 4.15 and use the fact, that the ptrs; array of an
elementary g-variable contains at most one element. O

Now we formulate analogous lemmas to Lemma 4.12 and Lemma 4.16 for
the ptrsg function. We omit the detailed proof of these lemmas here. Let sc be
the program symbol configuration and st be some symbol table from the symbol
configuration containing g-variable z.

Lemma 4.17 (G-variable - symbol table displacement). For every dis-
placement of a pointer g-variable x there exists a respective displacement with
index m in the displacement array of the symbol table containing x.

c € conf (te, ft) N x € gvars /(sc) A ptrypar(z) A fs |4

A st € validg(te) A stli = (fst(rooty(x)),tyy(sc, rooty(x)))
_disply(sc, x) 4 displ,(hs, sc, fst(rooty(x)))
B 4

= Im. ptrsq(st, hs)lm
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Proof. The proof of this lemma requires application of Lemmas 4.12 and Lemma
4.11. O

Lemma 4.18 (Symbol table - g-variable displacement). If the displace-
ment of an elementary g-variable z (w.r.t. to the start of the symbol table) is
present in the ptrsg array of the symbol table containing x, then x is a pointer.

c € conf (te, ft) N x € gvars /(sc) A elemy(g) N fs |4

A st € validg (te) A stli = (fst(rooty(x)),tyy(sc, rooty(x)))

N disply(sc, x)

4
= ptrgpaer ()

+ disply, (hs, sc, fst(rooty(x))) € ptrss,(st, hs)

Proof. The proof of this lemma requires application of Lemma 4.16 and the
connection between ptrsg; and ptrs; arrays. We omit the proof here. O

4.2.4 Data Structures Formalization

In order to prove correctness of the compiler, we need to argue about the struc-
ture of the T'T" and PP tables introduced in Sec. 3.1. In this section we develop
a formal model of these tables based on the information from the function ta-
ble, symbol table of the global memory frame, and the type environment of the
program.

Correctness Criteria

Definition 4.14 (Length of the pointer table). The length of the pointer
table can be computed from the given type table. We define the function which
adds values of all fields num in the T'T table.
|TT|—1
lengthpp(TT) = Z TT; num
i=0

Definition 4.15 (Start of the 7T element in the PP table). The function
startpp i1 TTiype X N — N computes the start index of the i—th 7T element in
the pointer table.

startpp(TT,i) = lengthpp(TT]0,1])

The following definitions state that type and pointer tables contain correct
information about a single memory frame. Let hs :: N be the frame header size.
Further, let st :: (S x ty) list be the symbol table of the i—th memory frame in
table TT.

Definition 4.16 (Correct T'T data for a frame). We require that field asz
of a T'T record is equal to the allocated size of the frame in words, field num
contains the number of pointers in a frame and field st is equal to the start
index of the corresponding part of the PP table.
[asizesi(st, hs)]a

4
TT;.num = cptrsg(st)
(TT;.num > 0 — TT;.st = startpp(TT,17))

framerp /(i,st, TT, PP, hs)

TT;.asz =
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Definition 4.17 (Correct PP data for a frame). We require that the k-th
record in the respective part of the PP table equals the k-th pointer displace-
ment in the i—th frame.

Yk < cptrsgi(st). PPrp, sk woff = ptrss(st, hs)k
framepp (i, st, TT, PP, hs)

Now we use Def. 4.16 and Def. 4.17 to obtain the interface specification for
the local and global memory frames.

Definition 4.18 (Correct global frame). Let gst :: (S x ty) list be the
symbol table of the global memory frame in the current program configuration.
framerr,/(0,gst, TT, PP,0) framepp,/(0,gst, TT, PP,0)
framey /(gst, TT, PP)

Definition 4.19 (Correct local frames). We require that framerp , and
Jramepp , properties hold for symbol tables of all functions from the program
function table ft.

Vi < |ft|. framepr, (i, stbly(ft,i), TT, PP,20)

framepp, (i, stbly(ft, i), TT, PP,20)
frame, /(ft,TT, PP)

In an analogues way we define the correctness criteria for the parts of type
and pointer tables corresponding to the program type environment te.

Definition 4.20 (Correct TT data for a type). Let i be the index of the
type t in the type table T'T.

[asize(t)]a
4
TT;.num = cptrs(t)
(TT; num > 0 — TT;.st = startpp(TT,1))
typerr (i, t, TT, PP)

TT;.asz =

Definition 4.21 (Correct PP data for a type). Let ¢ be the index of the
type t in the type table T'T. We require that the k-th record in the respective
part of the array PP equals the k-th pointer displacement in the type t.

Vk < eptrsi(t). PPrr, stk woff = ptrs:(t)k
typePP\/(iv ta TT) PP)

Definition 4.22 (Correct type environment). The number of frames in the
program equals | ft| + 1. We require that the next |te| elements of the array TT
fulfil correctness criteria for the types.

Vi < |te|. typepr, /(i + | ft| + 1, snd(teli), TT, PP)

typepp /(i + | ft| + 1, snd(teli), TT, PP)
typee/(te, ft,TT, PP)
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Finally, we combine Def. 4.18, Def. 4.19, and Def. 4.22 into one predicate.

Definition 4.23 (Correct GC interface). For the global symbol table gst
correct GC interface is defined in the following way.

framegy /(gst, TT, PP) frameg /(ft,TT, PP) typese/(te, ft,TT, PP)

|TT| = |ft| + |te| +1  |PP| = lengthpp(TT)
gci/(te, ft,gst, TT, PP)

Note, that all input parameters to the predicate gci,, are fixed during pro-
gram compilation and are not changed during program execution.

Correct Interface Proof

In this section we use the correctness criteria from Def. 4.23 to derive predicate
correctye; (Def. 3.9) from Sec. 3.1.

Lemma 4.19 (Correct interface).

c € conf /(te, ft) A gci/(te, ft,gst, TT, PP) A te # [ |
= correctye;(TT, PP)

Proof. We divide this lemma into 5 sub-lemmas (one for each predicate in
correctye;(TT, PP)) and prove them separately.

1. inframepys(TT, PP): use Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 to conclude the
proof;

2. woff ,.(TT, PP): to prove this property we formulate an additional lemma'

which states, that every displacement in ptrsg is greater or equal than
frame header size divided by four;

3. plinkinsiae(TT, PP): correctness follows from the definition of function
startpp and the fact that |PP| = lengthpp(TT);

4. asizepos(I'T,PP): from the valid configuration and definitions of allo-
cated size from Sec. 4.1.1 we derive that allocated size of a type or a local
frame is greater than zero and allocated size of the global frame is greater
or equal zero;

5. woff ,.q(TT, PP): use Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6 to conclude the prop-
erty.

The last conjunct in correctye; is |TT| > numy, i.e. [TT| > |ft|+1. This follows
directly from the definition of gci /(te, ft,gst, TT, PP).
O

Note, that we require the type environment to contain at least one element. If
the type environment is empty, then the program does not contain any pointers,
the heap is always empty and heap memory allocation is never performed.

1Lemma frame_header_size_le_ptrs_displ_stbl
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4.3 Transition Function

In this section we define the new CO transition function for the compiler with
the garbage collector. We are interested only in the heap memory allocation (i.e.
execution of the PAlloc statement), since definition for transition function for
all other CO statements is identical to the definition in the original compiler [12].

4.3.1 Memory Allocation

In order to distinguish the case when there is not enough heap memory avail-
able in the hardware machine (in the CO machine heap memory is infinite), we
introduce predicate availpeqp = (tenv x memconf x ty) — B. It returns true,
if there is enough heap memory available to allocate a new object of a given
type. We do not interpret availpeqp inside CO semantics, i.e. it is an input pa-
rameter to the CO transition function. Thus, the CO machine is independent of
the amount of available memory in a concrete machine. Later in this section we
give a concrete instance of this predicate.

The transition function for the new heap memory allocation statement con-
sists of two parts. In the first part we assign new values to the global variables
of the GC and in the second part we perform memory allocation itself. We
introduce an additional transition function to cover the first part of memory
allocation and integrate it into the CO transition function dco (Sec. 2.3.5).

Available heap
Analogously to Def. 4.2 we define the size of all reachable nodes on the heap.

Definition 4.24 (The set of reachable heap variables). Let hst(mc) be
the heap symbol table of the memory configuration me. We define the set of
indices of the reachable top-level heap variables.

reachiqz(mec) = {i € N | i < |hst(mc)| A gvarpm(i) € reachableg(me)}

Definition 4.25 (Reachable heap size). The size of the reachable part of the
heap equals the sum of sizes of all reachable heap variables and their headers.

reachable

asizeygay " (me) =

Z 4 AUXsize + [asize(snd(hst(me)li))]4

i€reach;q, (mce)

Definition 4.26 (Available heap). The predicate availpeqp(te, me,t) returns
true iff the size of the reachable heap plus the size of the type ¢ and the size of
the node header fits into the half heap size.

asizezg‘;h“ble(mc) +asize(t) + AUXize - 4 < asizeypon,

availpeqp(te, me,t)

Definition 4.27 (Reachable g-variables alive). The predicate reachqiive
holds iff all alive g-variables in the memory configuration mc are reachable.
This property is always satisfied after garbage collection is performed.

reachqiive (Me, alive) = Vg. alive(g) — g € reachabley(mc)
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GC Transition Function

Let memupd :: memconf x gvar x (mcellcg list) — memconf, be a function
which updates a g-variable with a new value (we skip the definition of memupd
function here).

Definition 4.28 (GC variables update). We introduce the function
updatege; :: memconf x B x N — memcon f

which sets the new values for the variables located in the GC part of the global
memory. Namely, the next heap index and the from-space flag are updated with
nhiye 2 N and f,q 2 B respectively. Let mc’ be a memory configuration after
update of the nhi variable, i.e.

mc’ = |memupd(me, goar,n;(sc(me), te), [Nat(nhiya)])]-

We define the function updateg.; in the following way.

update ge;(me, foal, Nhive) = |[memupd(mc’, gvar(sc(me), te), [Bool( fyal)])]

Now we need to calculate the new values of the next heap index and the
from-space flag from the current CO configuration and the size of the type we
want to allocate. The value of f remains unchanged in the case when the
garbage collection is not performed (i.e. there is enough space for allocation
without garbage collection) and is reversed in all other cases. The value of the
next heap index nhi is changed in one of the following ways:

e is increased by the size of the type we allocate: if there is enough heap
space for allocation without garbage collection;

e is equal to the size of the reachable heap before allocation plus the size of
the type we allocate: if there is not enough heap space for allocation with-
out garbage collection, but enough after garbage collection is performed;

e is equal to the size of the reachable heap before allocation: if there is
not enough heap space for allocation even after garbage collection is per-
formed.

Definition 4.29 (New values of GC variables). Let f = gvary(sc(mce), te)
be the current from-space indicator and availpeqp be the predicate which tests
whether a new variable can be allocated on the heap. Functions upd; and
upd,p; calculate the new values of the next heap index and from-space variables,
respectively. By predicate no_gc_needed(me, t, f) let us denote the case when

valppi(me) + AUXgipe - 4+ asizey(t) < stig.(f) -4+ asizZephoap-
We also use the following notation:

nhiy = stigz(—f) -4 + aSiZeze“‘;h“ble(mc) + AUXize - 4+ asizey(t)

ea

nhiy = stige(~f) - 4+ asizejus " (me)
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Update functions are defined in the following way.

f no_gcmeeded(me,t, f)

d ) =
upds (me, ) {—.f otherwise

nhi+ asizei(t) no_ge-needed(me,t, f)
updnni(me, t, availpeap) = S nhiy availpeqp(te, me,t)

nhis otherwise

Definition 4.30 (GC transition function). Let us denote the value of upd(c.mem, t)
by fuar and by nhi,e the value of upd,pi(c.mem,t, availpeqp). Then we define

the GC delta transition function as an update of the memory configuration of

the CO machine ¢ with the values f,, and nhi,,. The program rest of the
configuration is not changed.

dge(te, ft,c,t) = [c[mem := updategye;(c.mem, fuar, nhiva)]] -

CO0 transition function

Now we consider the second part of the PAlloc(e;,t,) statement - allocation of
the new heap variable. In the case if there is enough heap memory, allocation
of the new variable is done in two steps:

1. Heap memory is extended by new (nameless) variable of the given type;

2. a pointer to the newly allocated variable is created and is assigned to the
left expression e;.

In the case if there is not enough heap memory for allocation, we skip the
first step and assign a null pointer in the second. The requirement in both cases
is that the left expression e; can be evaluated to some g-variable and that the
type name t,, is defined in the type name environment.

Definition 4.31 (Heap extension). We introduce the function extendpeap ::
(memconf xty — B) x memconf x ty — memcon f which adds a new initialized
variable to the heap, i.e. performs step 1 of the allocation. Let m be the old
memory configuration and ¢ the type of newly allocated variable. Then we define
the new memory configuration m’ = extendpeqp(availpeqp, m,t) in the following
way.

The base address of the new variable equals the abstract size of the old heap
memory of the CO machine, i.e b = Z'jfé(m)l*l sizeg(snd(hst(m)!y)). If there
is enough heap memory available, i.e. availpeqp(te, m,t) = true, the new heap
memory is defined by

st := hst(m) o [(undef,t)]

r_
o’ = m.fum ct :=m.hm.ct([b, sizey(t)] := initya ()]0, sizei(t)]) |’

where init,q(t) returns some initial value of the given type. Otherwise, if
availpeqp(te,m,t) = false, we set hm' = m.hm.

The second step of memory allocation is defined as follows.
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Definition 4.32 (Memory allocation). Let p be a pointer, which points to
the newly allocated variable, i.e.

) Ptr(gvaram(|hst(c.mem)|)) if availpeqp(te, c.omem,t)
| Per(L) otherwise

Let ¢ be a CO configuration with the updated values of GC variables, i.e. ¢ =
dge(te, ft,c,t). The new memory configuration mc’ is defined in the following
way.

|mc’ | = memupd(extendpeap(availpeap, c.mem,t), g, [p).

Let the program rest of the CO configuration consists of a statement for
allocation of new heap memory, i.e. c.prog = PAlloc(e;,ty), where t, is type
name of the type t. The new CO configuration is defined in the following way.

Scolte, ft ) = {C [ prog = Skip } J |

mem := mc’

4.3.2 Extended Alive Function

During garbage collection unreachable variables are removed from the heap. Af-
ter memory allocation (if it is successful) another reachable top-level g-variable
is added to the heap. In both cases we have to change the current alive function.
The possible changes to the alive function are:

e the new alive function returns true for the new heap variable and does
not change its value for old variables: if allocation is successful without
garbage collection;

e the new alive function returns true only for the new heap variable and all
variables reachable in the old configuration: if there is not enough heap
space for allocation without garbage collection but enough after garbage
collection is performed;

e the new alive function returns true only for variables reachable in the old
configuration: if there is not enough heap space for allocation even after
garbage collection is performed.

To model these situations we introduce two functions.

alivege :: memconf — alivel

alivegy :: memconf x aliveT x N — alivel

The first one reflects the impact of the garbage collection on the alive function.
The second - extends the current alive function with the new heap variable
(heap extension occurs only if allocation is successful).

Definition 4.33 (Alive function after GC). After the garbage collection
all reachable nameless g-variables are alive. Unreachable variables are removed
from the heap.

nameless

" (me)

alivege(me)(g) = g € reachable
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Definition 4.34 (Extended alive function). Let ¢ be the index of the newly
allocated heap variable in the heap symbol table.

alivea(me, alive, i)(g) = alive(g) otherwise

{true g = guarym, (i)

In case of successful garbage collection (when the variable is allocated after
it) we need to apply alivey. and alive,; functions consequently to get the new
alive function function.

4.3.3 Extended Allocation Function

Analogously to the alive function we have to distinguish three different updates
of the allocation function alloc:

e if the memory is allocated with the garbage collector then alloc is just
extended with the new heap g-variable;

e if the garbage collection is performed but the variable is not allocated,
then the second component of the allocation function for reachable heap
g-variables remains unchanged and the first component is assigned some
new value, which denotes the new position of the g-variable on the heap;

e if the garbage collection is performed and a new variable allocated, then
both described changes are applied to alloc function.

In order to define the new allocation function formally we introduce a func-
tion which computes the displacement of some top-level g-variable in the new
heap of the assembly machine (after garbage collection is performed). In order
to find out the position of some heap node in the new heap memory, we need
to find a position of the respective node in the abstract heap xs and apply the
permutation function F' (Sec. 3.2.5), which defines the order of the nodes af-
ter garbage collection. This gives us the position of the i—th node in the new
abstract heap xs’ and the new displacement of the node in the heap is equal
to xs'!F(i). The new abstract heap s’ and the permutation relation F are
obtained from the postcondition of the heap allocation routine (Sec. 3.2.6).

First, we introduce a function which finds the element in the abstract heap
which corresponds to some heap g-variable.

Definition 4.35 (G-variable in the abstract heap). Let xs be the pro-
gram abstract heap and alloc be the program allocation function. The function
gvarpiq(xs,alloc, g) finds an element in xs with the same displacement as dis-
placement of root,(g). Note, that in the abstract heap we store displacement
of a node (i.e. top level g-variable with the header). The allocation function
alloc, however, returns address of a g-variable without node header, i.e. address
of the first node content word. Thus, we have to subtract AUXj;,. from the
displacement of the top-level g-variable in order to get the displacement of the
heap node.

fst(alloc(rooty(g))) — abasepeap
4

-4 UXsize

guarpiq(xs,alloc, g) = € i. xsli =
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Definition 4.36 (G-variable in the new heap). Let s and zs’ be abstract
heaps before and after garbage collection respectively and F' be a permutation
function. The function displ,. computes the displacement of the root g-variable
rooty(g) in the heap after garbage collection is performed.

displyc(zs, s’ alloc, F)(g) = xs'\F (gvarpq(xs, alloc, g)) + AUX gz

Definition 4.37 (Allocation function after GC). In order to keep GC
specific parameters (xs and F) out of the top-level specification we introduce
the function dgy. :: gvar — N as an input parameter. This function returns the
displacement of a g-variable in the new heap. Later on we instantiate it with
displyc(zs,xs’,alloc, F). Let alloc be the allocation function before garbage
collection. We define the allocation function after GC in the following way.

allocg(sc, alloc, dge)(g) =

alloc(g) namedg(g)
(abasepeap + dge(g) - 4 + disply(sc, g), asize(tyy(sc,g))) otherwise

Now we extend the allocation function with an entry for the new heap vari-
able which contains its allocated base address and size.

Definition 4.38 (Extended allocation function). Let i be the index of the
newly allocated heap variable in the heap symbol table and b the allocated
base address of the new heap variable in the heap memory. Let alloc be the
allocation function before the variable allocation (i.e. after execution of the last
CO0 statement or after garbage collection). Then, we define the new allocation
function in the following way.

allocgt(sc, alloe,i,b)(g) =

(b + disply(sc, g), asize(tyy(sc,g))) 100ty (g) = guarym,(i)
alloc(g) otherwise

In case of successful garbage collection (when the variable is allocated after
it) we need to apply allocy. and alloc,, functions consequently to get the new
allocation function.

4.4 Simulation Relation

In this section we give the formal definition for the modified simulation rela-
tion of the compiler simulation theorem (Sec. 2.5). The simulation relation
presented here is a modified and extended version of the relation from [12]. In
the frame of the thesis we want to keep the structure of the original simulation
relation unchanged as much as possible in order to reuse lemmas and proofs
done in [12]. Thus, we leave all three basic predicates (code consistency, control
consistency, data consistency) unchanged with the exception of the small change
in the register consistency relation (part of the data consistency) and add a new
predicate for the garbage collector consistency (GC consistency). In the global
sense, however, this might not be the best solution, because some conditions
in the GC consistency predicate are the modified versions of conditions in data

66



consistency. Thus, applying more changes to the data consistency might make
the structure of the GC consistency predicate simpler.

In the compiler with the garbage collector the consistency relation consis
has four new parameters:

e alive :: aliveT: the heap alive function, which distinguishes variables
currently present in the heap memory from the deleted ones;

e f :: B: from-space flag. Indicates which part of the heap is currently in
use by the program;

e zs :: N list: abstract heap of the program. Contains displacements of
nodes inside the heap memory;

e stack :: N list: abstract stack of the program. Contains displacements of
memory frames inside local memory.

All four introduced entities are initialized with some values at the first step
of execution of the CO machine and are then extended and modified on every
step of the machine execution.

The only indispensable parameter here is the alive function. All the other
parameters, in principal, can be removed from the simulation relation. We
keep them for simplicity reasons due to the Hoare logic definition of the GC
result (Chapter 3). The from-space flag f is stored in the GC part of the
global memory and can be obtained from there. The abstractions xs and stack
are nothing else than lists of displacements of some entities in the memory of
the assembly machine, and can be constructed on every step of the CO machine
execution with the help of other parameters of the simulation relation. However,
these manipulations would make the proofs much harder, while not making the
specification much simpler.

We start from the top-level definition and then go down in order to show
the structure of the relation before we present its formal definition. The overall
structure of the simulation relation is depicted on Fig. 4.2.

Definition 4.39 (Consistency). Let te be a type name environment, ft a
function table, ¢ a CO configuration, d a configuration of the VAMP assembly
machine, alloc an allocation function, alive an alive function, and f be the from-
space indicator. We say that ¢ and d are consistent if they fulfill the predicate
consts which requires code consistency, control consistency, data consistency,
and GC consistency.

consiscode(te, ft,c,d) consisq(te, ft, ¢, alloc, alive, f,d)

consisc(te, ft,c,d) consisge(te, ft,c, alloc, alive, f,d, xs, stack)

consis(te, ft,c,alloc, d, alive, f,xs, stack)

Code consistency requires that the compiled code is stored at the address
progbase in the assembly configuration. Control consistency specifies values of
program counters and return address of stack frames. The latter requirement
is formally defined with the predicate consis,q(te, ft,c,d). We do not give the
formal definitions for code and control consistencies here, but focus on the data
and GC consistency relations instead.
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Figure 4.2: Overall structure of the simulation relation.

4.4.1 Data Consistency

Below we define data consistency using several auxiliary definitions.

Allocation Consistency. Here we fix properties of the allocation function.
We require that the second component of the allocation function returns the
allocated size of a g-variable and the first component returns the base address
of a named g-variable. We cannot fix the absolute position of the heap g-variable
in the memory, instead we require that variables are allocated above heap base,
sub g-variables are properly placed relatively to their root g-variables, and that
nameless g-variables with different roots do not overlap in the assembly memory.
The last condition is not automatically fulfiled with the presence of the garbage
collector, since it does not argue about node headers (in the compiler without
GC heap nodes do not have headers). The predicate nodesyouip, which is defined
later, fixes the problem.

Definition 4.40 (Named allocation consistency). Predicate consis?imed

tests whether a given allocation function contains the correct data for named
g-variables.

Vg € gvars,/(sc(c.mem)). namedy(g) —
fst(alloc(g)) = abasegy(sc(ec.mem), g) A
snd(alloc(g)) = asize(tyq(sc(c.mem), g))

consistimed(te, ft,c,alloc)

Definition 4.41 (Heap allocation consistency). The following predicate
tests whether a given allocation function returns the correct data for nameless
g-variables. Additionally, we require that the end of the top most local frame is
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below the heap base and that the root nameless g-variables are properly aligned.

abasen(te, ft, sc(c.mem),|c.mem.dm|) < abasepeqp
Vg € gvars,/(sc(c.mem)). -namedy(g) —

snd(alloc(g)) = asize(tyq(sc(c.mem), g))

nameless
)

fst(alloc(g")) = fst(alloc(rooty(g'))) + disply(sc(c.mem), g’)
A algn(ty,(sc(c.mem),rooty(g"))) | fst(alloc(rooty(g')))
A abasepeap < fst(alloc(g"))
AVh e Teachable;mmeless (c.mem).
rooty(g") # rooty(h) — alloc(g') < alloc(h)

. heap
consis o (te, ft,c,alloc)

Vg’ € reachable (c.mem).

With the presence of a garbage collector we want to have a more accurate
bound on the position of heap g-variables in the assembly memory. Depending
on the current value of the from-space indicator f, all heap g-variables are
located in one half of the heap or the other. This bound in fixed in the predicate
gc_CconsiSaheap-

Definition 4.42 (Allocation consistency). We combine the two previous
definitions into one predicate

consis™@med(te, ft, c,alloc) consisgﬁ?é (te, ft,c,alloc)

consisaoc(te, ft, ¢, alloc)

Value Consistency. Value consistency requires that values of reachable non-
pointer g-variables are correctly stored in the memory of the assembly machine.
The predicate consisd(me,alloc, d, g) sets the following property on a reachable,
non-pointer, elementary g-variable g (for other g-variables it returns true):

vmatch(valuey(me, g)(0), cell2int(d.mm( M)))

The predicate vmatch :: mcellcg X Z — B tests whether its input parameters
contain equivalent values.

Definition 4.43 (Value consistency). A CO configuration c¢ is value consis-
tent with the assembly configuration d in the context of allocation function alloc
iff all g-variables in ¢ are value consistent (the test for reachability and pointer
g-variables occurs inside predicate consisd ).

consisy(c,alloe, d) = Vyg. consis?(c.mem,alloc,d, g)

Pointer Consistency. Pointer consistency states that the values of reachable
pointer g-variables are properly represented in the assembly configuration. Anal-
ogously to value consistency, the predicate consz’sg(mc, alloc, d, g) tests whether
the following property holds for a reachable, pointer g-variable g (for other

g-variables it returns true):

fst(alloc(g))
[ottallocts))y))

vmatchy,-(alloc, g, cell2int(d.mm(
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The predicate vmatchp, (alloc, p, Vasm) With a pointer p to a g-variable g returns
true iff the assembly value of the pointer (interpreted as a natural number)
equals the allocated base address of g.

Definition 4.44 (Pointer consistency). A CO configuration c is pointer con-
sistent with the assembly configuration d in the context of allocation function
alloc iff all g-variables in ¢ are pointer consistent.
consisy(c,alloc,d) = Vg. consisy(c.mem, alloc,d, g)

Register Consistency. Register consistency argues about the content of cer-
tain special registers of the assembly machine. It requires, that registers rspase,
Tiframe, and Thiop have values according to their intended meaning, that no
reachable nameless g-variables are allocated above the top most heap address
Thiop, and that the value of 7540, is properly aligned. In order to formulate the
correct value of the 740, register we have to use the alive function. We require
that the value of rp is equal to the start of the currently used half heap plus
the size of all alive variables on the heap.

Definition 4.45 (Register consistency). Formally we define register consis-
tency in the following way.

4 | d.gpr!rhiop
i2n(d.gpr!rspase) = abasegm (te, ft, gst(c.mem))
i2n(d.gpr!riprame) = abasey, (te, ft, sc(c.mem), |c.mem.m| — 1)
alive

i2n(d.gpr'rhiop) = abasepeap + stisa(f) -4+ asizeq ., (sc(c.mem), alive)

Vg € 1"echthble?‘”nElesS (c.mem). fst(alloc(g)) + snd(alloc(g)) < i2n(d.gpr!rhiop)

consis,(te, ft, c,alloc, d, alive, f)

Frame Header Consistency. Frame header consistency requires the values
in the frame headers of the local frames to be consistent with their intended
meaning. Here, we set the values only for the return destination and the previous
stack pointer. The value of the return address is fixed in the control consistency
and the value of the link to the pointer table is fixed in the GC consistency. The
predicate consisyp(te, ft, c,alloc, d) requires for the i-th local frame (excluding
0-th frame) the following properties to hold:

fhpsp(te, ft, sc(c.mem), d.mm, i) = abaseyy, (te, ft, sc(c.mem),i — 1)

fhrea(te, ft, sc(c.mem),d.mm,i) = fst(alloc(snd(c.mem.Im!i)))

The functions fhy,s, and fhyq read from the assembly memory values of the
previous stack pointer and the return destination from the frame header.

Data Consistency. We combine the given above definitions into one predi-
cate.

Definition 4.46 (Data consistency). The following predicate checks whether
c and d are data consistent with respect to allocation function alloc, alive func-
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tion alive, and from-space indicator f.

consisaoc(te, ft, ¢, alloc) consis,(c, alloc, d) consisp(c, alloc, d)

consis,(te, ft, c,alloc, d, alive, f) consisyp(te, ft, ¢, alloc, d)

consisq(te, ft,c,alloc, d, alive, f)

4.4.2 GC Consistency

GC consistency states properties of the configuration which are necessary for
correct execution of the garbage collector routine and correct memory alloca-
tion of the new heap variable. We define the relation using several auxiliary
definitions.

Abstractions Consistency. Abstractions consistency states a number of
properties for the abstract heap zs and the abstract stack stack.

For the abstract stack we simply require that every element of the stack
contains the displacement of the respective frame in the local memory stack
c.mem.Im and that the length of the stack equals the length of the local stack.

Definition 4.47 (Abstract stack consistency).

VI < |stack|. stack!l =

abasepy, (te, ft, sc(c.mem),l) — abaseyy,(te, ft, sc(c.mem))
4

|stack| = |c.mem.lm)|

gC-consiSasiack (te, ft, ¢, stack)

For the abstract heap xs we require the following properties:

for every alive node from the heap symbol table hst(c.mem) there exists
a respective unique element in xs;

for every element in the abstract heap xs there exists a respective unique
alive node in the heap symbol table;

the relation HalfHeap (Def. 3.16) holds for xs and heap memory HM? of
the assembly machine d;

forward pointers of all nodes on the heap point to the from-space.

Definition 4.48 (Abstract heap consistency). Formally we define abstract
heap consistency in the following way.

Vi < |hst(c.mem)|. alive(gvarym,(i)) —

fst(alloc(gvarpm(i))) — abaseneap

3j < |as|. xslj = 1 — AUXGize
Vj < |xs|. Ji < |hst(c.mem)|. alive(guaryy,(i))
A slj = fst(alloc(gvarnm(i))) — abasepeap AUX.

4

HalfHeap(TT, HM?, f, nhi®, xs) Vi < |zs|. ~ing,(f, nidg,a(TT, HM®, 1))

gc_consisqheap(te, ft, c,alloc, alive, f,xs, d)
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Definition 4.49 (Abstractions consistency). We combine the given above
two definitions into abstractions consistency.

ge_consiSastack(te, [t, ¢, stack) gc_consisqheap(te, ft, ¢, alloc, alive, f,xs, d)

ge-consisg(te, ft,c,alloc, alive, f, xs, stack, d)

Headers Consistency. Here, we set some requirements on the frame and
node headers. Note, that some properties of the heap nodes are already covered
in the abstractions consistency. In the headers consistency we focus on the value
of the T'T link stored in the headers. Additionally we formulate the full version
of the last condition in Def. 4.41, i.e. we state that nameless g-variables with
different roots and their headers do not overlap in the assembly memory.

Definition 4.50 (Node headers consistency). We require that the value
of the T'T index of the i-th node is greater than the number of frames in the
program, but less than the number of functions plus the number of types in
the type environment. The index of the type of a g-variable in te (obtained
by ready;q function) points to the type of this g-variable (the type of the heap
node). Formally we define the relation in the following way.

Vi < |hst(c.mem)|. alive(gvarym,(i)) —
readnia(d, gvarpm (i), alloc) € (numy : numy + |te| — 1)
A snd(telready;q(d, gvarnm, (i), alloc)) = tygy(sc(c.mem), gvarym(i))

ge_consisnyp(te, ft, ¢, alloc, alive, d)

Definition 4.51 (Node headers do not overlap). We formulate the property
only for top-level heap g-variables. We require that all root, valid, alive g-
variables (i.e. unreachable, but alive g-variables are also considered) together
with their headers do not overlap. To simplify the definition we introduce a
new predicate <,,, which checks whether two ranges extended by the size n are
disjoint.

r1 =n T2 = (fst(r1) —n > fst(ra) + snd(re) V fst(re) —n > fst(r1) + snd(r1))
Formally, we define the main predicate in the following way.

Vg € gvars,/(sc).¥Yh € gvars /(sc). -namedy(g) N ~namedgy(h)
A alive(g) A alive(h) A rooty(g) = g A rootp(h) =h —
alloc(g') <g alloc(h)

nodesnouip(sc, alloc, alive)

Definition 4.52 (Frame headers consistency). We require that the value
of the T'T" index of the [-th frame is greater than zero and less or equal than the
number of functions in the program configuration. The index of the function
in the function table ft (obtained by readrpum(d, sc,1)) points to the function
which corresponds to the frame [, i.e. to the function with the same symbol
table as the symbol table of [.

VI < |e.mem.m|. readyiq(d, sc(c.mem),l) € (1:|ft])
A stbly(ft, read ppum(d, sc(c.mem),l)) = c.mem.dmll.st

gc_consisp(te, ft, ¢, alloc, alive, d)
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Definition 4.53 (Headers consistency). We combine the given above three
definitions into one predicate.

gce_consisyy(te, ft, ¢, alloc, alive, d)

nodesyouip (sc(c.mem), alloc, alive) ge_consisyy(te, ft, c, alloc, alive, d)

ge_consisp(te, ft, ¢, alloc, alive, d)

Extended Heap Consistency. Here we define the position of a heap g-
variable in the assembly heap memory. In the compiler without garbage collector
this position is fixed with the predicate consz’sZZ’i’;. Now we have to set a tighter
bound: depending on the value of f, a reachable g-variable is located in one

half of the heap or the other.

Definition 4.54 (Extended heap consistency). Depending on the value of
the from-space indicator f, g-variable g is allocated either in one half of the
heap or the other.

nameless
g

abasepeap + (AUXgize + stian(f)) -4 < fst(alloc(g)) A
fst(alloc(g)) + snd(alloc(g)) < abaseneap + (AUXgize + Stiae(f) + HHS) - 4

ge_consispeqp(te, ¢, alloc, f)

Yg € reachable (c.mem).

Alive Consistency. Here we set some basic properties on the heap alive
function.

Definition 4.55 (Alive sub g-variables). If some g-variable g is alive then
its root g-variable root,(g) is also alive. Analogously, the property holds in the
opposite direction.

Vg € gvars,/(sc). alive(rooty(g)) A —namedy(g) — alive(g)
Vg € gvars,/(sc). alive(g) A —namedy(g) — alive(rooty(g))

ge-alivegyy(sc, alive)

Definition 4.56 (Reachable g-variables are alive). This is the main prop-
erty of the alive function. If some nameless g-variable is reachable, then it is
alive (i.e. present in the heap memory of the assembly machine).

nameless

Vg € reachable,

ge_aliveyeqcn(c, alive)

(c.mc). alive(g)

Lemma 4.20 (Reachable heap equals alive heap). If both gc_alive,eqcen
and reachgyjiye predicates hold at the same time, then sizes of reachable and
alive heaps are equal. I.e. in this case the heap contains only reachable alive
nodes.

ge_alive,cqen(c, alive) A reachqiive(c.me, alive)

= asizeﬁi‘fl‘;h“ble(c.mc, alive) = asizeif&’;(sc(c.mc), alive)
Proof. We omit the (simple) proof of this lemma here. O
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Definition 4.57 (Allocation function for alive g-variables). If some g-
variable ¢ is alive, then fst(alloc(g)) is divisible by four and is greater than
abasepeqp plus the size of the node header. For reachable g-variables these prop-
erties can be derived from the heap allocation consistency (Def. 4.41). However,
we want them to hold not only for reachable nameless g-variables, but for all
heap g-variables currently present on the heap.

Vg € gvars,/(sc). alive(g) A —namedy(g) —
fst(alloc(g)) | 4 A fst(alloc(g)) > abasepeap + AUXgize - 4

ge_alivegoe(se, alloc, alive)

Definition 4.58 (Alive consistency). We combine the given above properties
into one predicate.

ge_aliveg,p(sc(c.mem), alive)

ge_alive,cqen(c, alive) ge_alivegioe(sc(e.mem), alloe, alive)

ge-consisaiive (¢, alloc, alive)

GC Interface Consistency. In the GC interface consistency we define cor-
rect values of the variables located in the global memory of the garbage collector.
First, we require that each of the nine GC variables defined in Sec. 4.2 is present
in the symbol table of the global memory. The predicate

ge_varssp (sc, te)

states the property formally (we do not give the definition here).

Definition 4.59 (GC interface consistency). We fix the values of GC vari-
ables in the CO configuration ¢ and assembly configuration d with the from-space
indicator f. First, we require that all GC variables are present in the global
symbol table of the program. Then we require that values of the global memory
pointer, stack pointer, and heap pointer are equal to abaseg,, abasey,, and
abasepeqp, respectively. The value of the next heap index is fixed with the help
of the r4t0p register and the values of type and pointer tables are restricted by
the means of gci,/ predicate (Sec. 4.2.4).

gevarssp (sc(c.mem), te)
valgm (c.mem) = abasegm (te, ft, gst(c.mem))
Valpeap(c.mem) = valpeap_st(c.mem) = abaseneap
valstack (c.mem) = valgaer_st(c:mem) = abasepy, (te, ft, gst(c.mem))
valy(c.mem) = f abasepeap + 4 - valypi(c.mem) = 2n(d.gpr'Thiop)

gci/(te, ft, gst(c.mem), valpr(c.mem), val pp(c.mem))

ge_consisy(c, te, ft, f,d)

GC Assumptions. We define two additional predicates which represent some
basic assumptions on the program introduced with the integration of the garbage
collector to the compiler. These properties are required by the simple garbage
collector used in the frame of this thesis.
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Definition 4.60 (Heap pointers assumption). If some pointer g-variable x
points to the heap, then it should point to the heap node (top-level g-variable).
Pointers to sub-variables (e.g. element of the array or a structure component)
on the heap are not allowed.

V& € reachableg(mce). Vg. ptrguar (sc(me), ) A —namedy(g)
A valueg(me, x) = Ptr(g) — rooty(g) =g

ge_assumepys(me)

We require that the GC interface does not contain any pointers to g-variables.
Actually, we need this assumption to hold only for heap pointers, since these
pointers located in the GC part of the global memory may have wrong val-
ues after garbage collection is performed (the garbage collector doesn’t ”see”
pointers located in the GC part of the global memory and cannot handle them
correctly). However, since the presence of pointers to variables in the GC global
memory is not essential (and usually is not needed) in the implementation of
a simple copying garbage collector, we decided to put a restriction on all GC
pointers (both pointers to the heap and not to the heap). As mentioned before,
pointers to memory addresses are not allowed in the CO language and we use
natural numbers to model them.

Definition 4.61 (No pointers in GC interface). Formally we define the
described property in the following way.
Vg € reachableg(mc). root,(g) = gvargm(z) A

P guar (sc(me), g) — Vi. fst(gstge(gst(me))li) # x
ge_assume gy, (me)

GC Consistency. Now we have all we need to define GC consistency relation

Definition 4.62 (GC consistency). Let ¢ and d be CO and VAMP assembly
configurations respectively. Let alloc be the current allocation function and
alive the current alive function of the program. Further, let f be a from-space
indicator, s be an abstract heap, and stack be an abstract stack respectively.
We define GC consistency formally in the following way.

gC_consispeap(te, ¢, alloc, f) ge_consisy(te, ft, ¢, alloc, alive, d)
ge-consiSaiive (¢, alloc, alive) ge_consis,(te, ft, c,alloc, alive, f, xs, stack, d)

ge-consisy(c, te, ft, f,d) ge_assumepys(c.mem) ge_assumeg, (c.mem)

consisgc(te, ft,c, alloc, alive, f,d, xs, stack)

4.5 Low-Level Correctness

The low-level correctness deals with the code generation algorithm of the com-
piler. It guarantees, that execution of the compiled code on the VAMP assembly
machine starting from some configuration d will eventually result in a configura-
tion d’ with a number of fixed properties. In the high-level correctness proof we
use the low-level correctness lemma in order to show that the simulation relation
holds for configuration d’ and ¢’, where ¢’ is the resulting C0 configuration after
execution of the CO transition function for the compiled statement.
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Code generation algorithms for most statements in the compiler with and
without garbage collector are identical. The only difference are statements
PAlloc and SCall. For the dynamic memory allocation in place of a simple
memory allocation code (present in the compiler without GC [12]) we now have
a function call to the garbage collector routine. Note, that depending on imple-
mentation we also might need to add assembly code which sets the new value
for the rp.0p register here. For the statement SCall the code generation algo-
rithm is extended with the code which fills the new frame header fields with
correct data. In this paper we focus only on the correctness of the memory
allocation statement. The proof of other statements, as well as changing of the
code generation algorithm for a function call, remains as future work.

In this section we formulate low level correctness for the memory allocation
statement. In order to do that we manually transform Theorem 3.1 from the
Hoare logic to the assembly level. The correspondence between Theorem 3.1 and
the resulting low-level correctness lemma is rather straightforward. However,
the formal proof of this correspondence is not possible inside small step or Hoare
logic semantics. It requires the use of a meta-theorem and remains as future
work. Note also, that we do not explicitly define the code generation algorithm
for the memory allocation statement, but we rather specify the result of the
execution of the generated code on the VAMP assembly machine.

In this section by stacks we understand the allocated address of the stack
computed in the CO configuration ¢, by sp - the value of the stack pointer in
the initial VAMP configuration d.

stacks = abasey, (te, ft, gst(c.mem)) sp = d.gpr!rhiop

The g-variables gvars(sc(c.mem), te) and gvarpui(sc(c.mem),te) are de-
noted by gf and gnn; respectively. Displacements of these g-variables in the
GC part of the global memory are denoted by dy and dypn;. Let sc and gst
be the program symbol configuration sc(c.mem) and the global symbol table
gst(c.mem) respectively.

abasey(sc, gr) — (abasegm (te, ft, gst) + asizegq (gst,(gst),0))
4
abasegy(sc, gnni) — (abasegm (te, ft, gst) + asizes(gsty(gst),0))
4

dy =

dnhi -
The set inf, is instantiated in the following way.
inf, ={TT, PP, stacks, sp, abaseneap }

Remember, that by 71" and PP we understand the values of type and pointer
tables in the configuration ¢ and by nhi¢ the value of the next heap index variable
in the GC interface.

4.5.1 Unsuccessful GC

We start from the case, when even after garbage collection is performed there
is not enough heap space for allocation of a new variable. In Lemma 3.1 this
case is covered with the predicate

ge_failure(infs, my,m. ,nhi¢, nhi’, f, f', stack, xs,xs', F,res).
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Figure 4.3: Integration of GC specification into small step semantics: unsuc-
cessful garbage collection.

Let alloc be the program allocation function before execution of the PAlloc
statement. By alloc’ we denote the modified allocation function as described in
Sec. 4.3.3.

alloc’ = allocy.(sc(c.mem), alloc, disply.(xs, xs', alloc, F'))

We denote three states of the VAMP assembly machine: d - state before
execution of PAlloc statement, d' - state after garbage collection is performed
and values of the GC global variables changed, and d” - state after a null value
is assigned to a pointer. Integration of the Hoare logic specification into small
step semantics for the case of unsuccessful GC is shown in Fig. 4.3.

We require the following properties to hold for the configurations d’ and d”:

e execution of the memory allocation routine starting from configuration d
eventually finishes after ¢ cycles in the configuration d”;

e the value of the program counter dpc in d”’ is equal to the value of dpc in

d increased by the size of the generated code sz’ze;gde (the size of the code

generated by the compiler for the memory allocation statement)
e the predicate gc_failure holds for memories in configurations d and d';

e the new values of the next heap index and the from-space indicator are
correctly stored in the GC part of the global memory of the machine d’;

e the code memory region remains unchanged in d’;

e a new value of the top of the heap is assigned to the rp,, register of the
machine d’;

o registers Tspase, Tiframe, and the interrupt register r;,; are unchanged in
configuration d’. Note, that we assume that execution of garbage collection
routines does not produce any interrupts;
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e all special general purpose registers are unchanged between d’ and d”;

e memory of the configuration d” equals memory of d’, where the result
pointer is updated with the null value. Note, that the result pointer might
be located on the heap and, thus, be moved to another location;

e special purpose registers are unchanged between d and d”.

Definition 4.63 (Result of unsuccessful GC). The predicate failureg.
denotes the result of the execution of the compiled code on the VAMP assembly
machine for the memory allocation statement in the case of unsuccessful garbage
collection. Let m, be the set of initial memories { GM®, LM® HM®} and m/,
be the set of memories after garbage collection is performed. Input parameters
for the predicate are: CO configuration ¢, assembly configuration d, allocation
function alloc, from-space indicator f, abstract heap xs and abstract stack
stack, pointer g-variable g, (where the address of the allocated variable has to
be stored), and the set of initial memories. Output parameters are: assembly
configurations d’ and d”, new from-space indicator f’, new abstract heap xs’,
and permutation function F'. The function 2n :: B — N converts a boolean
value to a natural value (either 1 or 0). We define the GC result in the following
way.

t,d"” .dpc

dt. d d’ d" .dpc = d.dpc + 4 - size?’

rangec,rangeq code

ge_failure(infy, mq,m,,nhi¢,nhi’, f, f’, stack,xs,zs', F,res)
GCMY = GCMdy = b2n(f"), dnpi := nhi']
code, (d, sc, te, ft) = coden, (d', sc,te, ft)
i2n(d'.gpr'Thtop) = abasepeap + 4 - nhi’
Vr € [Psbase, Tiframes Tjal]- d .gprlr = d.gpr!r
Vr € [Psbase, Tiframes Tjals Thiop). A .gprlr = d .gpr!r d".spr = d.spr

, [ fst(allod (gpir))
4

failurege(c,d,d’',d", alloc, f, f', xs, xs’, stack, gpir, F')

d.mm” = d.mm := int2cell(n2i(res))

4.5.2 Successful GC

The case of successful garbage collection in Lemma 3.1 is covered with the
predicate

geok(infs,me, m.,,ml nhi¢,nhi’,nhi”, f, f', stack, xs,xs', xs" | F,asz, ti,res)

In this case we denote 4 states of the VAMP assembly machine: d - state
before execution of PAlloc statement, d’ - state after garbage collection is per-
formed and values of the GC global variables changed, d” - state after the newly
allocated variable on the heap is filled with zeroes, and d’”’ - state after a value
is assigned to a pointer. Integration of the Hoare logic specification into small
step semantics for the case of successful GC is shown on Fig. 4.4.

We require the following properties to hold for configurations d’, d”, and d"’:
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Figure 4.4: Integration of GC specification into small step semantics: successful
garbage collection.

e execution of the memory allocation routine starting from configuration d
eventually finishes after ¢ cycles in the configuration d’;

e the value of the program counter dpc in d”’ is equal to the value of dpc in
d increased by the size of the generated code;

e the predicate gc_ok holds for memories in configurations d, d’ and d”;

e the new values of the next heap index and the from-space indicator are
correctly stored in the GC part of the global memory of the machine d”;

e code memory region remains unchanged in d”;

e a new value of the top of the heap is assigned to the rp,p, register of the
machine d”;

o registers Tspase, Tiframe, and the interrupt register r;,; are unchanged in
configuration d’;

e all special general purpose registers are unchanged between d” and d"’;

e memory of the configuration d”’ equals memory of d”, where the result
pointer is updated with the new value. Note, that the result pointer might
be located on the heap and, thus, be moved to another location;

e special purpose registers are unchanged between d and d”.

Definition 4.64 (Result of successful GC). The predicate success,. denotes
the result of the execution of the compiled code on the VAMP assembly machine
for the memory allocation statement in case of successful garbage collection.
Let m, be the set of initial memories { GM?, LM® HM®}, m/ be the set of

memories after garbage collection is performed, i.e. { GM d,, LM d,, HM d,}, and
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m{, be the set of memories after the new heap variable is initialized with zeroes.
Input parameters for the predicate are the same as in Def. 4.63 plus the size of
the variable we want to allocate (asz) and index of the type in the type name
environment (t;4). Output parameters are: assembly configurations d’, d”, and
d"', new from-space indicator f’, new abstract heaps xs’ and xs” (heap after
garbage collection and initializing new variable, respectively), and permutation
function F.

t,d" .dpc

Jt. d d"” d" .dpc = d.dpc + 4 - size?C

rangec,rangeq code

ge_ok(infy, my,m.,m/ nhi®,nhi’,nhi", f, f', stack, s, xs', xs" | F,asz, ti,res)
GeM? = GeM® = GCMdy == b2n(f'), dupi := nhi']
coden, (d, sc,te, ft) = coden,(d”, sc, te, ft)
i2n(d".gpr'rpiep) = abasepeqp + 4 - nhi”
Vr € [Fsbase, Tiframes Tial]- d'.gprlr = d.gprlr
Vr € [Psbases Tiframes Tjals Thtop)- A .gprlr = d” .gpr!r d" .spr = d.spr

" fSt(alloc/(gptT))
4
successge(c, d,d',d",d" alloc, f, f', xs, xs’, xs", stack, tiq, asz, gptr, F)

d.mm"” = d.mm :=int2cell(n2i(res))

4.5.3 Allocation Without GC

In the case when there is enough heap space for allocation of a new variable
in the currently used half of the heap, garbage collection is not performed. In
Lemma 3.1 this case is covered with the predicate

allocpost (info, My, mL, fy,nhi nhi’, xs, asz, res, tiq).

The result of this case is very similar to the original memory allocation
statement in the compiler without garbage collector. The only difference is that
we have to update the next heap index variable in the GC interface with the
new value. Analogously to the previous cases we distinguish three states: d -
state before execution of PAlloc statement, d' - state after we update the value
of the next heap index variable and fill the newly allocated variable with zeroes,
d’ - state after a value is assigned to a pointer.

Definition 4.65 (Result of allocation without GC). Predicate allocy,_g.
denotes the result of the execution of the compiled code on the VAMP assem-
bly machine for the memory allocation statement in case of allocation without
garbage collection. We require that allocy,s; predicate holds, that the next heap
index variable is correctly updated with the new value, the result pointer is up-
dated with the address of the new variable, and the heap top register is updated
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with the new heap top value.

t,d"” .dpc

dt. d d’ d" .dpc = d.dpc + 4 - size?’

rangec,rangeq code

allocpost(info, Mo, m., f,nhi®, nhi’, xs,asz, res, tiq)
GCM?Y = GCM[dpp; = nhi']

, [ fst(allod (gpir))
4

i2n(d".gprirptop) = abasepeap + 4 - nhi’

d.mm” = d.mm := int2cell(n2i(res))

Vr € [Psbase, Tiframe, Tjal)- d.gprir = d.gpr!r d" .spr = d.spr

allocye_ge(c,d, d',d" alloc, f,zs, stack, tiq, asz, gpir)

4.5.4 Precondition

Precondition to Lemma 3.1 is expressed with the predicate
neWpre (N fo, Mo, nhi¢, f,asz, tiq, xs, stack)

from Def. 3.33. In the next lemma we derive the above predicate from the
simulation relation.

Lemma 4.21 (Allocation precondition ). Let ¢ be the type of the heap
variable we want to allocate, t;4 be the index of this type in the type name
environment. Further, let ¢ be a valid type and the size of the type be in
a range of 32-bit numbers, the maximal address on the heap be also in the
range of 32-bit numbers. By m, we denote the set of memories of the assembly
machine d. Then the following lemma holds.

c € conf (te, ft) A consis(c,alloc,d, alive, f,xs, stack)

A snd(tenvlt,q) =t A validy,(te,t)

A (asizeyy(t) +4 - AUXgize) € Nao A (abasepeap + asizeﬁ’%) € N3o
asize,(t)

1 ,id, T8, stack)

= newpre(info, My, nhic, f,
Proof. First we use Lemma 4.19 to conclude correctye;(T'T, PP). In order to
show that predicate Roots holds for local and global roots we need to show
that every heap pointer in the roots array points to some node in the abstract
heap. To do so we first find a respective pointer g-variable g in the local or
global memory of the CO program. Then we use pointer consistency to show
that g points to another g-variable x. Finally we use abstractions consistency
(Def. 4.49) to show that g points to the node with the index gvarpq(zs, alloc, )
(Def. 4.35). For the heap pointers in the memory HM? we proceed in analogues
way and derive the predicate heap_Roots(HM 4 zs).

All the other conjuncts in newy,. predicate follow from the preconditions to
the lemma and from the GC interface consistency (Def. 4.2.4). O

4.5.5 Correctness Lemmas

Now we formulate the low-level correctness lemmas. We formulate three lemmas,
one for each of the possible cases.
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Lemma 4.22 (Low-level correctness: successful GC). Let s be the first
statement in the program rest of the configuration ¢ (and be a memory allocation
statement) and ¢,, be the name of the type ¢ in the type name environment te.
The function leval(te, me, e) calculates the g-variable corresponding to the left
expression of the CO statement (in our case it is a result pointer). Note, that we
calculate the result pointer after we perform an update of the GC variables in the
C0 memory. Further, let codey. be the code, generated by the compiler for the
memory allocation statement, asz be the allocated size of the type ¢ in words,
and ¢’ be CO memory configuration after GC variables are updated with new val-
ues. Successful garbage collection occurs iff the predicate no_ge_needed(me,t, f)
from Def. 4.29 does not hold and the predicate availpeqp(te, me,t) from the Def.
4.26 holds. We formulate the first low level correctness lemma in the following
way.

asmpre(d, range., codege) N newpre(info, me, nhic, f,asz, tq, s, stack)
A s = PAlloc(e,t,) A '] = bgele,t) A gptr = leval(te, ¢’ .mem, e)

A —no_gc_needed(c.mem,t, f) N availpeqp(te, c.mem,t)

= 3d',d",d", ', xs', xs", F.

successge(c,d,d',d",d" alloc, f, ', xs,xs', xs", stack, tiq, asz, gptr, F)

Lemma 4.23 (Low-level correctness: unsuccessful GC). Let us assume
the same parameters as in Lemma 4.22. Unsuccessful GC occurs iff both pred-
icates no_gc_needed(me,t, ) and availpeqp(te, me,t) do not hold.

asMpre(d, rangec, codege) N\ newpre(info, me, nhic, f,asz, tiq, s, stack)

A s = PAlloc(e,tn) A [c'] = 0gc(c,t) A gprr = leval(te, d.mem, e)

A —no_gc_needed(c.mem,t, f) A ~availpeqp(te, c.mem, t)

= 3d',d", f',xs', F. failurey.(c,d,d’',d" alloc, f, f',xs,xs’, stack, gptr, F)

Lemma 4.24 (Low-level correctness: no GC). Let us assume the same
parameters as in Lemma 4.22. No garbage collection is done in the case when
there is enough heap memory for a variable allocation in the free part of the
currently used half of the heap. In this case the predicate no_gc_needed(me,t, f)
holds.

asmpre(d, range., codege) N newpre(info, me, nhic, f,asz, tiq, s, stack)
A s = PAlloc(e,t,) A '] = 6gele,t) A gpr = leval(te, ¢ .mem, e)
A no-gc-needed(c.mem, t, f)

= 3d',d". allocye ge(c,d,d',d" alloc, f,xs, stack, tiq, asz, gpir)

In the frame of the thesis we do not prove the above three lemmas. However,
in the next section we present some ideas about how the formal proof of the low
level correctness can be obtained.

4.5.6 Low-Level Correctness Proof

In the thesis we do not present a formal proof of the low-level compiler cor-
rectness for memory allocation statement. The statements of the low-level
correctness lemmas are obtained by manual transformation of the Hoare logic
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correctness directly to the assembly level. However, in order for the compiler
correctness to be complete, a formal proof of the low-level correctness would be
required. The task is non trivial. Below we present some ideas about the way
how low-level correctness can be formally shown.

Generally speaking, our goal is to show that execution of the assembly code
compiled for the PAlloc statement starting from assembly configuration d will
result in some assembly configuration d’ (d”, d”"), which satisfies the conditions
stated in Def. 4.63, Def. 4.64, and Def. 4.65. Normally, one would provide
the exact code generated for the statement and would show that execution of
this code results in d’ with the desired properties. That’s how the low level
correctness of the assembly code for all other CO statements is shown [12]. In
our case, however, we want to use the results of the GC correctness on the Hoare
logic level (Sec. 3). Thus, the approach from [12] is not directly applicable here.

A different solution of the problem is to show compiler correctness for CO
programs without PAlloc statement. Then we could replace all PAlloc state-
ments in the CO program with a function call to the GC routine (the GC routine
itself does not contain any PAlloc statements), compile this code, and obtain the
corresponding configuration d’. The major problem here is that the GC routine
operates with arrays of natural numbers (LM, HM, GM), which are considered
to be regular CO variables by the routine, but practically are aliases for portions
of VAMP assembly memory, which are also accessible via normal CO variables.
Thus, we cannot use the regular compiler correctness theorem to argue about
properties of these variables. We need a special compiler correctness theorem,
which takes care of those aliased arrays.

Basically, we would proceed in the following way (Fig. 4.5):

1. use a meta theorem to bring results of the GC routine execution (Theorem
3.1) from the Hoare logic to the small-step semantics level [1,18]. Aliased
arrays remain regular C0 variables here;

2. show correctness of the compiler for CO programs without memory alloca-
tion statement. We do not access or use aliased variables in the program
outside the GC routine, so we can use a regular compiler correctness the-
orem [12];

3. in the CO source code program, which has to be compiled, replace all
occurrences of the statement PAlloc with a function call to the GC routine
together with some inline assembly code (which updates the value of the
register rpip). Use results from (1) to get CO configuration ¢* with a
number of properties obtained from the Hoare logic GC specification (Fig.
4.5).

4. define a special compiler simulation relation which takes care of aliased
variables. Show compiler correctness with the new simulation relation
for the program without memory allocation statement. Note, that all
global variables used by GC routines are allocated in the GCM part of
the assembly memory and cannot be accessed through aliased arrays. The
only memory region which can be accessed through both CO variables
and aliased array is the local memory frame corresponding to one of the
procedures included in the GC routine. However, this local frame (or
several local frames) is located on the top of the memory stack and is
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Figure 4.5: Computations of the CO and assembly programs without and with
the presence of GC.

not actually modified by the GC routine. Thus, aliasing is done in a
”friendly” way, i.e. in one part of the program (the normal CO) *only*
the "normal” CO variables are used and in the other (the garbage collector
implementation) *only* the arrays are used.

5. use the special compiler correctness theorem from (4) to show that exe-
cution of compiled code from (3) results in desired configuration d’ (with
the help of the new simulation theorem we can transfer required properties
from CO configuration c¢* to assembly configuration d’) (Fig. 4.5).

Step (4) of the suggested algorithm is the most time consuming, because
special compiler correctness has to be shown for every CO statement (except
PAlloc). The low-level correctness proof remains as a possible future work.

4.6 High-Level Correctness

The high-level correctness deals with the program simulation relation. Our goal
is to show that the low-level behavior of the assembly code achieves consistency.

We start from the formulation of the high-level correctness theorem for the
memory allocation statement and then proceed with its proof. The major effort
is to show that data and GC consistencies hold after execution of the PAlloc
statement.
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Lemma 4.25 (Data and GC consistency). Let s be the first statement in
the program rest of the configuration c, ¢,, be the name of the type ¢ in the type
name environment te, size?", be the size of the assembly code generated for
the statement PAlloc. Further, let ¢/ be CO memory configuration after PAlloc
is executed. The function avail,,e,, checks whether the maximal possible heap
address fits into the program address space bounded by the address addr,qq-
The set zltbl, o, denotes the set of translatable CO programs (i.e. programs
where all expressions can be evaluated and there are enough free registers for
statements’ execution). The function #rety,(s2l(c.prog)) calculates the num-
ber of return statements in the program rest c.prog. We state that execution
of the compiled code for the statement PAlloc on the assembly machine will
eventually result in a configuration d’, which is GC and data consistent with
the new CO configuration ¢'.

c € conf /(te, ft) N consis(c,alloc,d, alive, f,xs, stack)
A s = PAlloc(e, t,) A (te, ft, gst(c.mem)) € xltblyrog A |¢'] = dco(c,t)

A abaseneap + asizepq, < addrpe: < 232 A avail pem (addrmaz, te, ft,c)

N F#retiop(s2l(c.prog)) + 1 = [c.mem.dm| A asmypre(d, range., codey.)
A (asizery(t) +4 - AUXgize) € Nao
A snd(tenvlt,q) =t A validgy(te,t)

. t,d'.d
= 3t,d’,alloc, alive’, zs’, f'. d P d

rangee,rangeq
A consisq(te, ft, ' alloc,d', alive’, )
A consisyq(te, ft,c,d")

A consisge(te, ft,d allod alive’, f',d',xs', stack)
A d.spr’ = d.spr A d”.dpc = d.dpc + 4 - size?’

code
Proof. The proof is divided into three cases: successful GC, unsuccessful GC
and no GC. Here we give the proof of the most complicated case - successful
garbage collection. Condition for the case is

—no-ge-needed(c.mem, t, f) A availpeqp(te, c.mem,t).

In order to prove the goal, we model the execution of the memory allocation
statement and construct assembly configurations d’, d”, and d””’ as in Sec. 4.5.2.
For this purpose we use Lemma 4.22 which gives us predicates

successge(c,d,d',d",d" alloc, f, ', xs,xs', xs", stack, tiq, asz, gptr, F)

gC—Ok(infa’a Mg, m;rv mg'v nh’ica ’th?;/, nh’i”a fa f/a StCLCk, s, IS/, .ISN, Fv asz, tl? res)

We distinguish four CO configurations: ¢ - configuration before execution
of PAlloc statement, ¢’ - configuration after GC variables are updated, ¢” -
configuration after the heap is extended with the new variable, and ¢’ - the
final configuration (where the pointer value is assigned to the result pointer).
To establish the connection between CO and assembly configurations on different
stages of the memory allocation we distinguish allocation functions alloc’ and
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Figure 4.6: Proof strategy for the memory allocation statement.

alloc” and alive functions alive’ and alive”.

alloc" = allocy.(sc(c.mem), alloc, disply.(zs, xs', alloc, F))
allod” = allocys(sc(c.mem), allocye, |hst(c.mem)|, abasepeqp + 4 - nhi’)
alive’ = aliveg.(c.mem)

alive” = aliveys(c.mem, alive,., |hst(c.mem)|)

We prove different parts of the simulation relation in different stages of
memory allocation. The proof process is shown on Fig. 4.6

In the frame of the thesis it is impossible to present the full formal correctness
proof for the memory allocation statement (it required more than 580 lemmas
with about 40.000 proof steps in Isabelle). Here we briefly describe all stages of
the proof process and later in this section focus on the most interesting aspects.

1. Initial stage. Consistency relation holds, next statement in the program
rest of the configuration ¢ is the memory allocation statement.

2. Garbage collection on the assembly machine has been performed, values
of the global GC variables are changed on the assembly level, but remain
unchanged on the CO level. Abstract heap zs’ represents the heap after
garbage collection has been performed. Most parts of the simulation re-
lation (Def. 4.4) hold for ¢ and d’ in the context of alloc’, alive’, f’, and
xs’. Value consistency (Def. 4.43) holds for all variables except the ones
located in the GC part of the global memory. The proof of the value
consistency is shown in Sec. 4.6.3. Pointer consistency (Def. 4.44) holds
for all g-variables, since GC interface does not contain any pointers to
variables. The proof of pointer and (heap) data consistencies at this stage
is not trivial, since we have to build a bridge between g-variables in the
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CO0 configuration ¢ and new values of pointers in the assembly memory d’,
which is specified by the gc_ok predicate (Def. 3.36). Another non-trivial
proof is required for the heap allocation consistency (Def. 4.41) and ex-
tended heap consistency (Def. 4.54). The new allocation function alloc/
uses permutation relation F' to define the new order of the nodes on the
heap. To prove heap allocation consistency, we first have to argue about
reachable nodes and show that if g is a reachable g-variable, then the in-
dex gvarpiq(xs, alloc, g) belongs to a set RN (HM , roots, xs) (proof in Sec.
4.6.1). Then we have to show that isomorphism holds on the indices of
g-variables in the heaps xs and zs’, i.e.

F(gvarpq(zs,alloc, g)) = gvarpa(xs’, allocd, g).

After that we can use gc_ok to find the new location of the g-variable on
the heap and prove the properties of the allocation function alloc’. How-
ever, the proof of reachability and isomorphism itself requires some prop-
erties stated in heap allocation and extended heap allocation consistencies.
Thus, we have to introduce weaker versions of these predicates and prove
them first. We also introduce a stronger version of the reachablem@meless
predicate to make the induction proofs simpler. Proof of the isomorphism
is done together with the pointer consistency in one lemma and is shown
in Sec. 4.6.2. The proof of the heap allocation consistency is given in Sec.
4.6.4.

Register consistency (Def. 4.45) does not hold at this stage since we specify
the new value of the 7j,40p register only in the configuration d”. However,
in order to be able to show register consistency on later stages, we have
to formulate the part of the relation concerning reachable nameless g-
variables and prove it on this stage (in place of the register rp.,, we use
index nhi’ ). Analogously, GC interface consistency does not fully hold
since it also uses the value of 75¢0p-

. At this stage we update values of GC variables at the CO level (values at
the assembly level were updated on the previous stage). All parts of the
simulation relation which hold at the stage 2 are shown for the new CO
configuration ¢’. Now we can also show value consistency for all variables.
At this stage we also prove a property, that the set of reachable g-variables
remains unchanged, i.e.

reachable,(c.mem) = reachable,(c’.mem).

We still do not set the new value of 744, register and cannot show register
consistency and GC interface consistency.

. We initialize the allocated memory with zero values. The heap at the CO
level is not yet extended and the set of reachable variables remains un-
changed. Because the heap is not extended, allocation and alive functions
are also not changed. However, the abstract heap xs” (which represents
the heap assembly memory HM d//) is already extended with the new heap
variable, i.e. xs” = xs’ o [nhi’]. Thus, abstract heap consistency does
not hold at this stage. The 7y, register is updated with the new value
(abasepeqp + 4 - nhi’) and we can now show register and GC interface
consistency.
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5. We extend the heap memory of the CO machine ¢’ with the new vari-
able. All the simulation relations except pointer and value consistency
are derived from the previous stage. Since we update allocation and alive
functions with alive” and alloc”, abstractions consistency also holds at
this stage. Pointer and value consistencies are proved in a similar man-
ner as in [12], i.e. they are shown only for old CO variables (for which
rooty(g) # gvarpm(|hst(c”.mem)| — 1)).

6. At this stage we update the value of the result pointer at the CO and as-
sembly levels. The proof of GC consistency is divided into two parts: first
we show that it holds after assembly memory update (it is true since we do
not change any data in the frame or node headers during pointer update),
then we extend it for the CO pointer update (during CO pointer update
we do not change any variables in GC interface, thus GC consistency still
holds).

For the data consistency we proceed in the following way. At first we
show that pointer and value consistencies hold for the newly allocated g-
variable. Then we show that for all g-variables — except the result pointer
— assembly and CO memories are unchanged. Thus, value and pointer
consistency still hold for all g-variables except the result pointer. The
memory cell for the pointer is filled with the allocated address of the new
heap variable, thus data and pointer consistencies also hold for the result
pointer. The new heap g-variable is allocated below the value stored in
the d"”’.gpr(rhiop) register (which is equal to nhi””) and register consistency
holds. Frame header consistency holds, because we do not change data
in the headers of the frames. Finally, allocation consistency cannot be
affected by the CO or assembly variable update and, obviously, holds.

O

Theorem 4.1 (High-level correctness). Assume the same preconditions as
in Lemma 4.25. The function csizes(te, ft, gst, f) calculates the size of the gen-
erated assembly code for the first statement in the program rest. We state that
execution of the compiled code for the statement PAlloc on the assembly ma-
chine will eventually result in a configuration d’, which is completely consistent
with the next CO configuration ¢’.

c € conf (te, ft) A consis(c,alloc,d, alive, f,xs, stack)
A s = PAlloc(e, tn) A (te, ft, gst(c.mem)) € xltblyrog A [¢'] = dco(c,t)

N abasepeap + asizeygn, < addrmas; < 232 A availmem (addrmaz, te, ft, ¢)

N F#retiop(s2l(c.prog)) + 1 = [c.mem.Im| A asmpre(d, range., codegy.)
A (asizeg(t) +4 - AUXgze) € N3o
A snd(tenvlt,q) =t A validy,(te,t)
A the(csizes(te, ft, gst(c.mem), f)) = size?s

code

t,d .dpc d,

= 3t,d ,alloc, alive’,zs', f'. d
range.,range,
A consis(te, ft,c,alloc, d, alive, f,xs, stack)

A d.spr’ = d.spr
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Proof. To conclude the goal we use Lemma 4.25 and the proof of control con-
sistency from [12] (Theorem 10.5) extended for the new simulation relation.
2

O

4.6.1 Reachable nodes

The set of reachable heap g-variables at the CO level is denoted with the set

7°eachable‘f]“"”dess (c.mem). On the Hoare logic level the set of reachable heap

nodes is denoted by RN(HM d,roots,:z:s), where roots is the set of pointers
located in global and local memories of the CO program, constructed with the
help of type and pointer tables from the GC interface. In order to show that
some heap g-variable g, which is reachable before garbage collection, is reachable
after it too, we need to establish the connection between g and the corresponding
node in the set RN. We establish this connection with the help of the function
guarpia(xs,alloc, g) (Def. 4.35).

In order to be able to use the following lemma in the proof of the allocation
consistency, we introduce a weaker predicate for the heap allocation consistency.

consis™imed (te, ft, c, alloc) consisZJl}lffp(te, ft, ¢, alloc)
; k
consisie% (te, ft, ¢, alloc)

The definition of the predicate consiszjlflfgp(te,ft,c, alloc) is the same as the

original heap allocation consistency definition (Def. 4.41) with the last condition
(overlapping g-variables) removed. Without the last conjunct, we can show heap
allocation consistency without arguing about position of the node on the heap
after GC. Thus, we can use these properties to show isomorphism for g-variables,
which then will be used to show the last conjunct in consistl‘Z’c’. In a similar
way we introduce a weaker version of the extended allocation consistency (Def.
4.54).

gc-consisg’,fgfp (te,c,alloc, f)

Lemma 4.26 (Reachable g-variable in RN). Let g be a reachable heap
g-variable. Further, let roots denote the set of pointers in the global and local
memories of the program, i.e.

roots = roots g, (T'T, PP, GMd) o roots;, (TT, PP, LM?, stack)

Then the index of the corresponding heap node obtained with gvary;q(xs, alloc, g)
is present in the set of reachable nodes.

c € conf (te, ft) A gci/(te, ft, gst(c.mem), TT, PP)
A consis S (te, ft, e, alloc) A consis,(c, alloc, d)

weak

aheap(te; ¢ alloc, f) N ge_consis,(te, ft, ¢, stack)

A gc_consis

A ge-consisgp(te, ft, ¢, alloc, alive,d) A\ ge_alivereqcn(c, alive)

nameless
)

= gvarp;q(xs,alloc,g) € RN(TT, PP, HM¢ roots, xs)

A ge-assumegm(c.mem) A g € reachable (c.mem)

2Lemma: control_consistency_no_return_gc
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Proof. We prove the lemma by induction according to the definition of reachable
nameless g-variables (Def. 2.5).

Case (Base case). In this case g is reachable directly from some pointer g-
variable z located in the global or local memory. We find the displacement
i of g-variable x in its memory frame M? and show that the value of this
pointer belongs to the program roots: M®i € roots. Then we show that M%li
points to the heap and that it points exactly to the heap node with index
guarpia(xs,alloc, g). Then by Def. 3.24 we conclude the goal.

Case (Induction step). In this case g is reachable via some heap g-variable x.
Here two situations are possible. In the first case, g is a sub-variable of . Then
guarpiq(xs,alloe, g) = gvarpq(xs, alloc, z) and by the induction hypothesis we
conclude the proof. In the other case x is a reachable nameless g-variable and
by the induction hypothesis we get

guaryiq(xs, alloc, ©) € RN(TT, PP, HM?, roots, xs).
From the inductive case in Def. 3.24 we need to show that the predicate
edgenode(HMd, xs, guarpiq(xs, alloc, x), guarpq(xs, alloc, g))

holds. For this purpose we find displacement ¢ of the g-variable x in the as-
sembly memory corresponding to the node rooty(z) obtained by the predicate
hmgy,(d, rooty(x),alloc). Then we show that hmg.,(d, rooty(x), alloc)!i points
to a heap node with index gvarp;q(xs,alloc, g) and belongs to extracted set of
node pointers ncntptrs(HMd, guarpia(as,alloe, x),xs). This concludes the proof
according to Def. 3.23.

O

Now we formulate the other direction of Lemma 4.26. First we prove an
auxiliary lemma, which constructs a pointer g-variable from some value in the
roots set. Here we provide such lemma only for the case of a pointer located in
the global memory (other cases are also considered in Isabelle/HOL proofs).

Lemma 4.27 (Pointer g-variable existence). If some value a belongs to the
set of global roots, then there exists a corresponding pointer g-variable g with
displacement k in the global memory GM? of the assembler configuration d.

c € conf /(te, ft) A gci/(te, ft, gst(c.mem), TT, PP)
A consisauoc(te, ft,c,alloc) N ge-assumegy, (c.mem)
A ge_aliveaoe(sc(c.mem), alloc, alive) A 100ts g (TT, PP, GM®)li = a
= dg k. ptrguar(scc.mem), g) A g € gvars,/(sc(c.mem)) A
memy(g) = gm A GMk = a A
fst(alloc(g)) = abasegm (te, ft, gst(c.mem)) +4 -k

Proof. To prove this lemma we first show, that for every displacement inside the
global memory frame there exists a valid elementary g-variable (this follows from
the g-variable construction and from the way, how we define the base address of
global g-variables). Then, by the construction of roots g, (TT, PP, GM®) (Def.
3.19) we know that for every root there exists some offset k in the ptrs, g (TT, PP,0)
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array. From gci,, we can easily derive that k is less than the allocated size of the
global memory frame. Thus, we can construct an elementary global g-variable
g with the displacement k. From Def. 3.19 and Def. 3.18 we conclude that
GMUk = a. We use Lemma 4.18 to show that g is a pointer g-variable and
conclude the proof. O

Lemma 4.28 (G-variable in RN is reachable). Let d and ¢ be the VAMP
assembly and the CO configurations respectively, xs be the current abstract heap
and stack be the abstract program stack. Let roots denote the set of pointers
in the global and local memories of the program as in Lemma 4.26. If the index
guarpia(xs,alloc, g) of some alive valid nameless g-variable g is present in the
set of reachable nodes, then g is a reachable g-variable.

c € conf (te, ft) A gci/(te, ft, gst(c.mem), TT, PP)

A consis®So (te, ft, c,alloc) A consisy(c, alloc, d)

weak

aheap(te,c,alloc, f) N ge_consisyp(te, ft, ¢, alloc, alive, d)

A gc_consis
A ge-consisg(te, ft, e, alloc, alive, [, xs, stack, d)

A ge-assumegm (c.mem) A ge_consisqie(c, alloc, alive)
A guarpia(zs, alloc, g) € RN(TT, PP, HM® roots, xs)
A g € gvars /(sc(c.mem)) A alive(g)

nameless

= g € reachabley

(c.mem)

Proof. We prove the lemma by induction according to Def. 3.24.

Case (Induction base). In this case there exists some address a € roots, that
points to the heap node gvarp;qa(xs, alloc, g). Depending on the position in the
array roots, a either belongs to a set of global or local roots. Let us consider
the case a € roots g, (TT, PP, GM®) (the second case is proven analogously).
By Lemma 4.27 we obtain a respective pointer g-variable x with displacement
k and value a. By definition of a pointer g-variable we find some ¢’, such that
x = Ptr(g’). Since a is a heap address, ¢’ is a nameless g-variable. Moreover,
both g and ¢’ are top-level (root) g-variables, since pointers to the heap may
point only to root g-variables (gc-assumegn,). It remains to show that g = ¢/,
i.e. x points exactly to the g-variable g. To prove this we first show that ¢’ is a
reachable and alive g-variable. Since x points to ¢’ and the value of z is equal
to a, a is equal to the allocation address of ¢’. At the same time a points to the
heap node gvarp;q(xs,alloc,g). We get

fst(alloc(g"))
= abaseneqp + (xs!(gvaryqa(zs,alloc, g')) — AUX ) - 4

a

= abasepeqp + (xs!(gvarpiq(rs,alloc, g)) — AUXize) - 4

From HalfHeap (Def. 4.48 and Def.

refdef:HalfHeap) we know that xs is distinct, thus gvarpqa(as, alloc, ¢') = gvarpa(as, alloc, g).
But according to gc-consisgneqp (Def. 4.48) for every element in the abstract

heap xs there exists exactly one top-level heap g-variable. Thus, ¢ = ¢’ and we

conclude the proof.

Case (Induction step).

91



g-variable

@\'\,00 g Q//OC/
’ guarpa(xs, alloc, g) ‘<,,,,,,,,F: ,,,,,, 4 gvarhid(fvs’,alloc’,g)‘
[T [ [ [ [ J-Scwerome T T[]
abstract heaprs abstract heaprs’

Figure 4.7: G-variable, node and an abstract heap: before and after garbage
collection.

In this case there exists another node j which is reachable and which contains
a pointer to the node gvarp;q(xs,alloc, g). For a node j we find a corresponding
top-level heap g-variable z, s.t. j = gvarpq(xs,alloc,xz). By the induction
hypothesis z is reachable. Moreover, we know that the array

ncntptrs(HMd, guarpia(xs,alloc, ), xs)

contains a pointer to the node gvaryqa(xs,alloc,g). We need to show that there
exists a corresponding nameless pointer g-variable 2’ with root,(z') = = and
a’ = Ptr(g). We proceed with the proof in the same way as in the induction
base case and conclude the goal. [l

4.6.2 Isomorphism and pointer consistency

The following lemma plays a crucial role in the proof of the simulation relation
after the garbage collection is performed. Basically, it establishes the connection
between a "node” concept, used in the GC specification on the Hoare logic
level and the ”g-variable” concept used on the CO level. When we prove some
property for a heap g-variable g after garbage collection is performed, we have
to find a respective node in the abstract heap zs, then find the new position of
this node in the abstract heap zs’, derive the property for the node from the
Hoare logic specification and then transform it to the property of a CO variable
(Fig. 4.7). Lemma 4.29 establishes a connection between positions of the node
corresponding to the g-variable g in abstract heaps zs and zs’. Using this
connection we can derive all the properties we need after the garbage collection
is performed (from the Hoare logic specification (Sec. 3.2.6)).

The proof of the lemma is done by induction on the number of steps required
to get a heap g-variable g starting from some named pointer g-variable. Note,
that according to definition of reachable™®™¢¢ss if some g-variables is reachable
in ¢ steps, then it is also reachable in ¢ + k,k € N steps, since the relation
g € suby(g) always holds. To remove this ambiguity we introduce a stronger

predicate
steps

reachable 9

(mem7 i? x? 9)7
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which returns true iff a heap g-variable g is reachable exactly in ¢ steps without
self-looping (i.e. g € sub,y(g) cannot produce an additional edge in the reacha-
bility path), and the last variable in the path before g is x. This means that
x is a pointer g-variable (local or global) and points to g. Note, that g might
also be reachable in i + k or i — k steps, but this will require two different paths
containing (some) different variables in it.

Lemma 4.29 (Isomorphism and pointer consistency). Let d and d’' be
VAMP assembly machine states before and after garbage collection, respectively.
Further, let alloc’ be an allocation function after GC. Let the simulation relation
hold in the initial state and partially hold in the state after GC. Then for every
reachable g-variable g the isomorphism permutation relation F' being applied to
the initial index of g in the abstract heap xs returns the new index of g in zs’.
Moreover, the g-variable x which points to ¢ is pointer consistent.
ce conf\/(te, ft A consisgjﬁgf(te, ft,c,alloc)

A consisg(te, ft,c, alloc, alive, f,d, xs, stack) N consisy(c, alloc, d)

A consisauoc(te, ft, c,alloc’) N ge_consislite (te,c,alloc, f')

A gc_consisg(te, ft,c,alloc,alive’, f', x5, stack,d")

A ge-consis gy (te, ft,c,allod alive’,d") N ge_alive,eqen(c, alive”)
A ge_aliveaoe(sc(c.mem), alloc’, alive')

A ge_per formed(infy, mq, m.,nhi¢,nhi’, f, f', stack,xs, zs', F)
A Teachable;mps (c.mem,i,x,g)

= consis)(c.mem, alloc’,d', ) A

F(gvarpia(xs, alloc, g)) = gvarpqa(xs’; alloc, g)

Proof. Let roots denote the set of pointers in the global and local memories
of the program as in Lemma 4.26 and roots’ denote the same set after the
garbage collection. We prove the lemma by induction on the number of steps
in a reachability path.

Case (7 = 0). In this case g is reachable directly from pointer g-variable z
located in global or local memory. We find the displacement i of g-variable x
in its memory frame M? and show that the value of this pointer belongs to
the program roots: M i € roots. We use the predicate is0morphyeots from
Isomorph (Def. 3.29) to show that = points after garbage collection to the same
heap node as it pointed before. After some computations this concludes the
second conjunct of the goal. From the definition of alloc’ and using properties
from gc_per formed we derive

[st(alloc'(9)) = abasepeap + (28" F (guarpiq(zs, alloc, g)) + AUXgze) - 4
= abaseneap + (x8'lguaryia(zs’, alloc’, g) + AUXg;ze) - 4

=M%l = i2n(cell2int(d’.mm(w)))

From this follows that x contains the correct allocation address of g and is
pointer consistent. The third step of the derivation is not trivial and requires
some additional steps, involving finding the element in roots and roots’ arrays,
which corresponds to pointer z, and different properties from Isomorph and
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Roots predicates. We do not give the detailed derivation here, since it would
require a number of additional definitions and several auxiliary lemmas.

Case (j — j + 1). In this case g is reachable via heap g-variable z. Here
two situations are possible. In the first case ¢ is a sub-variable of x. Then
guarpiq(xs, alloc, g) = gvarpq(xs, alloc, z) and by the induction hypothesis we
conclude the proof. In the other case x is a reachable nameless g-variable and
by the induction hypothesis we get

F(gvarpq(xs,alloc, z)) = gvarpq(zs’, alloc, )

We find displacement ¢ of the pointer g-variable x in the assembly memory corre-
sponding to the node root, () obtained by the predicate hmg,, (d, rooty(x), alloc).
Analogously to the base case, we find displacement ¢ of the g-variable x in the
heap memory corresponding to the node of x and use parts of the gc_per formed
predicate to derive

hmgp, (d', root,(z), alloc' )i = abasepeap~+(xs' guarpia(xs’, alloc’, g)+AUXgize ) 4,

and, thus, to conclude pointer consistency of z. We use pointer consistency of
x and Isomorph predicate to show the second conjunct of the goal.

O

4.6.3 Value consistency

In order to show value consistency for the named program variables we simply
show that the assembly values of these variables have not changed after garbage
collection. The following lemma establishes value equivalence for global non-
pointer g-variables.

Lemma 4.30 (Values unchanged: global variables). Assume the same
parameters as in Lemma 4.29. After garbage collection assembly values for
elementary global non-pointer g-variables remain unchanged.

c € conf (te, ft) A gci/(te, ft, gst(c.mem), TT, PP)

A consis(te, ft,c,alloc, d, alive, f,xs, stack)

A ge_per formed(infs, mqe, m. nhi® nhi’, f, ', stack, xs,xs', F)
A g € gvars /(sc(c.mem)) A memgy(g) = gm

A elemg(sc(c.mem), g) A —ptrgper (sc(c.mem), g)

= d'.mm(fst(alloc’(g))) = d.mm(fst(alloc(g)))

Proof. The allocation function for named variables after GC remains the same,
i.e. allod(g) = alloc(g). From gc_performed we derive the equality of non-
pointer global memory regions.

gmcntnoptrs(GMd) = gmcntnoptrs(GMd/) (4.1)
We find the displacement i of g in the global memory GM.

GMYi = d.mm(fst(alloc(g))) and GM% i = d.mm(fst(alloc(g")))(4.2)
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From definition of gment,opirs and (4.1) we get
i < TTy.asz A i ¢ ptrsog (TT, PP,0) — GM%i = GMTi.  (4.3)

The first conjunct in the precondition of (4.3) follows from gci ;. To conclude
the second conjunct we use Lemma 4.17 and gci,,. O

To show value consistency for nameless variables we formulate an analogues
lemma. The proof of the lemma, however, is more complicated and requires the
node isomorphism property from Lemma 4.29.

Lemma 4.31 (Values unchanged: nameless variables). Let d and d’' be
VAMP assembly machine states before and after garbage collection respectively,
and alloc’ be an allocation function after GC. Let the simulation relation hold in
the initial state and partially hold in the state after GC. After garbage collection
assembly values for elementary heap non-pointer g-variable remain unchanged
(with respect to a new allocation function).

c € conf /(te, ft) N gci/(te, ft, gst(c.mem), TT, PP)

A consis(te, ft,c,alloc, d, alive, f,xs, stack)

A ge_per formed(infy, mq, m.,nhi¢,nhi’, f, f', stack, zs, zs', F)

A consisauoc(te, ft, c,alloc’) N ge_consistiar (te,c,alloc’, f')

A gc_consisg(te, ft,c,alloc,alive’, f', x5, stack,d")

A ge_consisy(te, ft,c,alloc  alive’,d') N ge_consisgive(c, alloc’, alive’)
nameless

Nge guars.,
= d'.mm(fst(alloc'(g))) = d.mm(fst(alloc(g)))

sc(c.mem)) A elemg(sc(c.mem), g) A —ptrguar(sc(c.mem), g)

Proof. The pointer g-variable g is located in the node gvarp;q4(zs,alloc, g). Us-
ing Lemma 4.29 and gc_per formed we derive the equality of non-pointer parts
of the heap node before and after garbage collection.

ncntnoptm(HMd, guarpiq(xs,alloc, g), xs)
= ncntnoptrs(HMd/, F(gvarpq(zs,alloc, g)), xs") From gc_per formed

= ncntnopth(HMd/, gvarpiq(zs',alloc, g), zs") Lemma 4.29
Let k be the displacement of the pointer ¢ in the node gvarpq4(zs, alloc, g)
and n;q be the index of the node in the T'T table, i.e. n,q = read,iq(d, g, alloc).

We calculate the displacement i of g in the nenty,opers array of the node in the
following way.

i = |map(Ax. © & ptrsoy (TT, PP,nq), (0: k —1))|

Using gc_per formed we can derive that n;q doesn’t change its value after
garbage collection and the position of the pointer in the node also remains
unchanged. We proceed with the following derivation.
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d.mm(fst(alloc(g)))
= hmgm (d, rooty(g), alloc)'k Def. hmg,,

= ncntnopth(HMd, guarpiq(zs, alloc, g), xs)li  Def. hmgy,, ncntpopirs

= nentpoptrs (HMd,7 gvarpia(zs',alloc, g), xzs")i

= hmg,(d', rooty(g), alloc )k Def. hmgm, ncntnoptrs
= d' .mm(fst(alloc'(g))) Def. hmg,,
This concludes the goal. O

4.6.4 Allocation consistency

The proof of the named allocation consistency is rather trivial and we do not
show it here. The proof of heap allocation consistency is done in Lemma 4.32.

Lemma 4.32 (Heap allocation consistency). Let d and d’ be VAMP assem-
bly machine states before and after garbage collection, respectively. Further, let
alloc’ be an allocation function after GC. Let the simulation relation hold in
the initial state and partially hold in the state after GC. The heap allocation
consistency holds for configuration ¢ and new allocation function alloc’.

c € conf (te, ft) A gci(te, ft, gst(c.mem), TT, PP)

A consis(te, ft,c,alloc, d, alive, f,xs, stack)

A ge_per formed(info, me, m.,nhi¢, nhi’, f, f', stack, xs, zs', F')

A consisqoc(te, ft,c,alloc’) A gc_consisfl”,fgfp(te,c, alloc', f)

A gc_consisg(te, ft,c,alloc,alive’, [, xs', stack,d")

A gc_consisy(te, ft,c,alloc ,alive’,d") N gc_consisaive(c, alloc’, alive”)

. heap /
= consis,,.e(te, ft,c,alloc’)

Proof. We proceed in the following proof steps.

e From the definition of the function alloc’ we show consisZ’l}lfgp (te, ft,c,alloc’).
This step is rather simple and we do not show it here. It remains to
show the last statement from heap allocation consistency, i.e. that heap

g-variables do not overlap.

e From the definition of the function alloc’ and from gc_per formed we show

that gc-consisg’,fgfp(te,c, allod, f') holds. Again, the step is simple and

we do not give details about it here.

e For reachable nameless g-variables x and g we have to show the following
property.
rooty(x) # root,(h) — alloc’(g) < alloc'(h)

We unfold the definition of alloc’ and get the following goal. By sc we
understand the symbol configuration of the memory c.mem.

(displge(ws, zs', alloc, F)(g) - 4 + disply(sc, g), asize(tyy(sc, g)))
= (displye(zs, xs’, alloc, F)(z) - 4 + disply(sc, z), asize(ty,(sc, x))
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Since the allocation region of a g-variable is completely contained in the
allocated region of its root g-variable, we can claim a stronger goal. Let
g’ =rooty(g) and ' = root,(x). Then our goal is

(displye(xs, s’ alloc, F)(g') - 4, asizei(tyy(sc, g')))
= (displye(zs,zs’, alloc, F)(z') - 4, asize:(ty,(sc, 2')).
From the correctness of GC interface we know that the size of the type
is stored in the respective element of the TT table. The index of this
element is stored in the first word of the node header and is obtained by
readpiq(d, g', alloc) function. From the properties of the abstract stacks

xs and xs’ (Def. 4.47), definition of alloc’, and the fact that node headers
are not changed during garbage collection we derive the following.

. /
aszzet(tyg (ch g )) - TTTeade(d,g’,alloc)'asz
= TTHMd!(zs!g'uarh,id(zs,alloc,g’))'asz

= TTHMd/!(;Es

’!gvarhid(ws/,alloc/,g/))'asz
Unfolding displ,. and applying Lemma 4.29 we get the following goal.

(xs'\gvarpq(xs’; allod, g'), TTHMd"(

l(xs’lgvarpqa(xs’,alloc’,g")) .CLSZ)

- n ] / roo
— (‘TS .gvar;ud(ws ) alloc , )7 TTHMd/!(xs’!gvar;nd(xs’,alloc/,z’))'G’SZ)

Using definitions of HalfHeap (Def. 3.16) and displyode (Def. 3.15) we show
(by induction) that for all HM, f, nhi, xs the following property holds?.

HalfHeap(TT, HM, f,nhi,xs) N i # j
= (28Y%, TTHr(2s510)-052) X (28, TTHM1(2515)-052)

We conclude the goal using HalfHeap (TT, oM, f'ynhi’, xs") and the above
property .

O

3Lemma HalfHeap_range_not_overlap_aux
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Chapter 5

Summary and Future Work

In this thesis we have presented the formal verification of a simple, non-optimizing
compiler from [12] with the integrated garbage collector; this includes the formal
specification of the garbage collector routines on the Hoare logic level done by
E.Petrova. The work was done in the context of pervasive system verification
in the frame of the Verisoft project [21]. The results of verification have been
formalized in the interactive theorem prover Isabelle/HOL (Table 5.1).

We used the garbage collector specification for a simple copying garbage
collector and formally defined the impact of the GC routine on the memory
of the assembly machine. We have also given the formal specification for the
interface of the garbage collector and modeled it on the small step-semantics
level.

As the next step we have updated the specification for the compiler and
have given an extended simulation relation, which includes program properties
needed for correct garbage collection. We have discovered a missing require-
ment for the CO semantics in presence of the garbage collector, namely that
all g-variables are automatically initialized. We proved the correctness of the
compiling specification by the induction on the number of the steps in a C0O
computation. In the induction step we performed a case distinction by the type
of the next CO statement to be executed. In the thesis we considered the most
interesting and complicated case - memory allocation statement. We have in-
troduced several intermediate assembly and CO configurations for the case and
have shown, that simulation relation partially holds for intermediate configu-
rations and fully holds for the final configurations. The proof of all other CO
statements, as well as the proof of the base case, does not differ much from the
proof of the original compiler without garbage collector. However, these proofs
remain as a future work.

Another interesting direction of future work is the formal transfer of the
correctness criteria from the Hoare logic to the assembly level (Sec. 4.5.6).

To the best of our knowledge, our work is the first compiler correctness
result for a compiler with an integrated garbage collector done in the context
of pervasive system verification.
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Table 5.1: Verification summary in Isabelle/HOL

| Theory name | # Lemmas | # Commands |
GC interface + properties 68 5292
Reachability + isomorphism 20 5107
Auxiliary properties 240 7994
Consistency 245 21336
Total ~ 580 ~ 40000
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Appendix A

Mapping to Lemmas in
Isabelle/ HOL

This section gives a mapping from lemmas and theorems in this thesis to the
corresponding formal proofs in the Isabelle/HOL theories.

Name Page | Name in Isabelle
Theorem 3.1 40 | correct_gc
Lemma 4.1 45 asize_heap_alive_dvd_4
Lemma 4.2 51 length_ptrs_displ_t_Arr
Lemma 4.3 52 ptrs_displ_t_less_asize_type
Lemma 4.4 52 ptrs_displ_stbl_less_asize_symboltable
Lemma 4.5 52 ptrs_displ_t_ordered
Lemma 4.6 52 ptrs_displ_stbl_ordered
Lemma 4.7 53 nth_ptrs_displ_t_Arr
Lemma 4.8 53 displ_t_Arr_nth_index_exists
Lemma 4.9 53 nth_ptrs_displ_t_Struct
Lemma 4.10 54 | displ_t_Struct_nth_index_exists
Lemma 4.11 54 ptrs_displ_t_plus_displ_var_in_ptrs_displ_stbl
Lemma 4.12 55 gvar_displ_in_ptrs_displ;
Lemma 4.13 55 gvar_displ_in_ptrs_displ_t_aux
Lemma 4.14 56 displ_of _pointer_in_set_ptrs_displ_t_aux
Lemma 4.15 57 ptrs_displ_t_zero_is_Ptr
Lemma 4.16 57 | elementary_gvar_in_ptrs_displ_t_is_Ptr
Lemma 4.17 57 gvar_displ_in_ptrs_displ_stbl
Lemma 4.18 58 gvar_displ_in_ptrs_displ_stbl_is_Ptr
Lemma 4.19 60 | gci_correct_interface
Lemma 4.20 73 asize_heap_reachable_eq_alive
Lemma 4.21 81 consistent_impl_PAlloc_pre_gc
Lemma 4.22 82 | gc_palloc_code_correct
Lemma 4.23 82 | gc_palloc_code_correct
Lemma 4.24 82 gc_palloc_code_correct
Lemma 4.25 84 gc_palloc_correct_aux_not_enough_heap,
gc_palloc_correct_aux_enough_heap_gc_needed,
gc_palloc_correct_aux_enough_heap_no_gc_needed
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Name Page | Name in Isabelle

Theorem 4.1 88 gc_palloc_correct_not_enough_heap ,
gc_palloc_correct_enough_heap_gc_needed,
gc_palloc_correct_enough_heap_no_gc_needed

Lemma 4.26 89 reachable_gvar_in_.RN

Lemma 4.27 90 gm_cnt_ptrs_pointer_gvar_exists

Lemma 4.28 91 gvar_in_RN _reachable_nameless_gvars

Lemma 4.29 93 isomorph_reachable_heap_nodes_aux

Lemma 4.30 94 gc_mm_d_not_ptrs_gm_eq

Lemma 4.31 95 gc_heap_not_ptrs_eq

Lemma 4.32 96 gc_update_alloc_heap_heap_consistent_invariant
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Glossary

AUXsize
FHS
GCM?
GM?
HH
HHS
HM?
Isomorph
LMY
MW
PP

RN
Roots

Stack

T

dco

dge

GMS
HalfHeap
LMS
Oﬁpsp
offrr
DPIrsofr

woﬁge
woﬁord
abaseg
abasegm
abase,
algn

aliveT
alivege
alive;qy
alivey;

size of the node header, 26

size of the local frame header in words, 26
shortcut for gm2¢(d, sc) function, 48

shortcut for gm?,(d, sc) function, 48

size of the heap memory, 26

size of the half heap memory, 26

shortcut for hmy, (d) function, 48

memories isomorphism (predicate), 35
shortcut for Im,,(d, sc) function, 48

size of the word in bytes, 26

pointer table (GC interface), 50

set of reachable nodes, 32

states some properties for global and local roots,
33

abstraction relation for the abstract stack of the
program, 29

type table (GC interface), 50

CO0 transition function, 17

GC CO0 transition function, 63

size of the global memory in words, 26
abstraction relation for the abstract heap, 30
size of the local memory stack in words, 26
PSP field displacement in the frame header, 25
TT link displacement in the frame header, 25
extracts displacements of pointers for some ele-
ment of T'T table, 31

no pointers in frame header (predicate), 27
offsets are ordered (predicate), 27

allocated base address of a g-variable, 46
allocation base for global memory, 41

allocated address of the local frame, 46
calculates alignment of a type in the memory,
43

type for alive function, 44

computes alive function after GC, 64

set of alive variables, 45

computes alive function after new heap variable
allocation, 64
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allocg.
allocg.

allocne_ge
allocpost

arrgvar

., salive
CLSZZBheap

reachable
heap

aAstZCmem,

astze

aS1Z2€pos
asize;

availpeap
code,,
collectyre
consis
cOnsisy
CONSiS,
CONSLS,
CONSLSylloc

. heap
COTLSZSa“OC

named
alloc

CONSiSy

consis

COnSisfp
CONSIS g
contenteq
correct e
cptrssy
cpirsy
displ,
displ,

displframe
displye
displnode
edgenode
elemg
extendpeap
failureg.

fheaderssiapie
Jidpsp

fidrr

computes allocation function after GC, 66
computes allocation function after new variable
allocation, 66

result of allocation without GC (assembly), 80
result of allocation without garbage collection
(Hoare logic), 38

checks whether g-variable is an array, 16
allocated size of the (alive) heap, 45

size of the reachable part of the heap, 61
computes allocated size of the memory, 44
allocated size is positive (predicate), 27
calculates the allocated size of a type in bytes,
44

available heap, 61

extracts code assembly memory, 47

collect garbage precondition (Hoare logic), 38
consistency relation (predicate), 67

pointer consistency (predicate), 70

register consistency (predicate), 70

value consistency (predicate), 69

allocation consistency (predicate), 69

heap allocation consistency (predicate), 68
named allocation consistency (predicate), 68
data consistency (predicate), 70

frame header consistency (predicate), 70

GC consistency (predicate), 75

node content equality (predicate), 34

correct interface (predicate), 27

calculates number of pointers in a structure, 51
calculates number of pointers in a type, 51
displacement of a g-variable, 45

calculates displacement of a component in struc-
ture, 44

computes displacement of the memory frame in
the local memory stack, 29

calculates displacement of a g-variable after GC,
65

computes displacement of the node in the heap
memory, 30

tests whether there exists an edge between two
nodes, 32

returns true iff a g-variable is of simple type, 16
extends CO heap with new variable, 63

result of unsuccessful GC (assembly), 78

stable frame headers (predicate), 35

obtains PSP stored in the frame header of the
memory frame, 29

obtains TT link stored in the frame header of
the memory frame, 29
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Jframepp,
Jframerpr,,
Jrameg,,

frameg,,
ge_alivegioe

gc—alivereach
ge_alivegyy
gC_aSSUMEgm

gC_assuUMepiys
gc_consiSaheap
gc_consiSalive
gc_consiSastack
gc_consis,,
gc_consisyp,
gC_CONSiSheap
gc_consisy,
gc_consiSyp
ge_consis,
ge_failure

gc_ok
gc_per formed
gciy

gmiy

gmi,
gmentnpptrs
gmentpoptrs
gstye

gsty

JUgm
quarq
heap_Roots

hm,,
hmgm,

correct PP data for a frame (predicate), 59
correct T'T data for a frame (predicate), 58
correct PP and TT data for a global frame
(predicate), 59

correct PP and T7T data for a local frames
(predicate), 59

properties of allocation function for alive g-
variables (predicate), 73

reachable g-variables are alive (predicate), 73
alive sub g-variables (predicate), 73

no pointers in GC interface assumption (predi-
cate), 75

heap pointers assumption (predicate), 74
abstract heap consistency (predicate), 71

alive consistency (predicate), 74

abstract stack consistency (predicate), 71
abstractions consistency (predicate), 71

frame headers consistency (predicate), 72
extended heap consistency (predicate), 73
headers consistency (predicate), 72

node headers consistency (predicate), 72

GC interface consistency (predicate), 74

result of unsuccessful garbage collection (Hoare
logic), 38

result of successful garbage collection (Hoare
logic), 39

result of the GC execution (Hoare logic), 36
correct GC interface (predicate), 59

extracts GC part of the global assembly mem-
ory, 47

extracts program part of the global assembly
memory, 47

extracts pointers not to the heap from the global
memory, 34

extracts non-pointer content from the global
memory, 34

returns GC part of the global memory symbol
table, 43

returns the program part of the global memory
symbol table, 43

returns pointer to the global memory from the
global symbol table (g-variable), 49

returns index of the respective node in the ab-
stract heap for a g-variable, 65

states some properties for pointers located on
the heap, 33

extracts heap assembly memory, 47

extracts memory for some heap g-variable from
the assembly memory, 47
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infrom
intol

into
infe
inframepers

is—gmptr

1s_gvary
lengthpp
Imy,
Imentpnpirs
Imentpoptrs
Imi,

me

meellog
meell;

memy
memconteq
memupd
named,
ncntnhptrs

ncntnoptrs

NCNLpirs
NeWpost

NEWpye
nhi¢
nhptrsent
nidTT
nidfwd

nodegddr

nodespovip

tests whether heap index belongs to from-space,
28

tests whether heap index belongs to to-space in-
cluding border-index, 28

tests whether heap index belongs to to-space, 28
the set of variables, which are not changed dur-
ing garbage collection, 36

pointers inside frame (predicate), 27

tests whether some g-variable from the global
symbol table is pointer to the global memory,
49

function to determine pointer g-variable, 21
computes length of the pointer table, 58
extracts local memory part of the assembly
memory, 47

extracts pointers not to the heap from the local
memory stack, 34

extracts non-pointer content from the local
memory stack, 34

extracts memory for some local memory frame
from the assembly memory, 47

the set of memory components of the program,
36

type for a CO memory cell, 14

type for memory cells inside Hoare logic seman-
tics, 28

type for memories inside Hoare logic semantics,
28

memories equality (predicate), 35

updates the memory of CO configuration, 17
checks whether g-variable is named, 16
extracts pointers not to the heap from some
heap node, 33

extracts non-pointer content from some heap
node, 33

extracts content of node pointers, 32

memory allocation postcondition (Hoare logic),
39

memory allocation precondition (Hoare logic),
38

notation for the value of the next heap index in
configuration ¢, 50

extracts pointers not to the heap, 33

obtains TT link stored in the node header, 30
obtains forward pointer stored in the node
header, 30

tests whether some address points to the start
of the node, 32

node headers not overlap (predicate), 72
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noptrSent
numf

p2h
plinkinside
ptrgvar
ptrscnt

ptrsstr
ptrsgt
plrsg

Thtop
Tlframe

Tsbase

reachqlive
reachqz
reachable,
7°eachable;“"”dess
reachableg,

readyfiq
read frum
read,iq
readiiq

rnodesg; e
rooty
T00LS gm
700t S1mi

700tS|m
Stidw

stack
startpp

StTgvar
suby
SUCCESS ge
1Yq
lypeppy
typerr

extracts non-pointer content, 33

number of function in the CO program, 26
tests whether pointer points to the heap, 28
link to pointer table is correct (predicate), 27
checks whether g-variable is a pointer, 16
extracts content of pointers for some element of
TT table, 32

extracts pointer displacements from a list of
structure components, 51

extracts pointer displacements from a symbol
table, 51

extracts pointer displacements from a single
type, 50

heap top register, 43

register for the address of the current stack
frame, 43

register for the start allocated of the global
memory, 43

reachable g-variables alive (predicate), 61

set of reachable heap variables, 61

set of reachable g-variables, 21

set of reachable nameless g-variables, 21
reachable nodes equality (predicate), 34
extracts 1T link from the header of the local
frame, 48

computes the position of the local frame in the
function table, 48

extracts 7T link from the header of some heap
node, 48

computes the index of the node type in the type
environment, 48

allocated size of the reachable nodes, 39
computes the root of a g-variable, 13

extracts content of global roots, 32

extracts content of the roots fo a local memory
frame, 32

extracts content of local roots, 32

displacement of the used half of the heap in
words, 28

abstract stack of the program, 29

computes the start index of the T7T element in
the pointer table, 58

checks whether g-variable is a structure, 16
computes the set of sub g-variables, 14

result of successful GC (assembly), 79
computes the type of a g-variable, 16

correct PP data for a type (predicate), 59
correct 7T data for a type (predicate), 59
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typete\/
upds
updy, hi
updatege;
valgm
validg;
validieny
validy,

valueg
xs

correct 7T and PP data for a type name envi-
ronment (predicate), 59

calculates the value of from-space indicator after
GC, 62

calculates the value of next heap index after GC,
62

updates values of GC variables in the global
memory, 62

returns pointer to the global memory from the
global symbol table (value), 50

set of valid symbol tables, 17

set of valid type name environments, 17
function to determine valid types, 17
calculates the value of a g-variable, 16

abstract heap, 30
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