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What ? A bounded model checker for Verification of safety property for C programs. - SMT-based Bounded Model Checker

. . : . : -
. - — : » - Controllable interpolation system for SMT ( flexible in Size & Strength )
= Uses function summaries based on Craig interpolation and supports a novel Q
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How : technique for abstraction refinement. S5 -Anew approach called Theory Refinement to have simple proofs using SMT
. — = : : . @ - Automatically identifies where precision is needed and uses precise theories only when necessary
Why ? To avoid repetition of same verification tasks while checking multiple Q
! . == . . b -defi '
properties of same code and to eliminate spurious behaviors! Support of user-defined summaries
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