QA B o) A7k AL ol Bt AT

oJHE, o] FT”
=g |ed, Aatksta)

8 of
oo A3 5 AHEAe] Y swle) ulel =2 o e 248 HE3}(specialize) A2
At 71€] A EH oz AR dH e wet FHE AES LT e Wl
kst Aeo] o] A9 1“014
BA EAANA f2e AT Y
Al &gkt upebA], o) o EdE B

o >

Hol A= BE 2 7HA & vty AA sty 2L
E AL 7 Ayt YA L& S vkl gtk mhek 3l

Holl &= Aol ‘Hﬁ}lﬂ A& AP stA ¢kar, dH It AAglo) 9**4“ A|Ztel 7}
HEE BE AT F, YAE w3 doix 24E AP AR B o e 23%E
AL & s Aol 28, °l 2 Al A 7t fedo] & 2 o] gl

B oAt ]/H-E F& A2 = £ (Static Valu Slicing)& o]-&3) A3 4]

7t

b ES obe 24w Agkaeh e A2k 24

o S e el o S e Fotol slelol S AE Sohuls
].

S8 o\ Batel Fe1h A o o1 4G Vol S 08 el e
e wrt ol 3ol Saob S A F Bopd AL, o F ol Bsho] 2 U wrt Fol A2
wha Zzoae] Aaka (R Lol vlo)) B4 AHE Ag 5 oleh

ok
e
2

$ei7h Ao Bk dlojE e T e FRTEE PAM el o3 52 (call-by-value) & o] &
3t= 3 (higher-order) 1o o]t}
e = 1 unit

| x variable

| w free variable

| Az.e abstraction

| e1 €s application

| fix f=Az.e; in es recursive function binding

| k(e) data construction

| Kk~ 1(e) data deconstruction

| case e; K ey e3 switch

of doj7k b 5 gl ghe dloleh B otk dlole gk vt o7k vebe gOE AN
S g W “n(e)ehe 4O ZRE WEAAH, 5 g Mrel A Are’E FE wSofArt 4
“fix f = Az.e; in e’ o] AL fr} @ I AreD FAE B ol A ea9] FFS AAbET)
“case ey K ey €57 AL €19 Gho] mvol® e AR gho] ML, 18] ol k w7k ofr®
esE A4+ gho] Mrh T2 pof YYL “wolth,

=238 U)o 4] tix f=Aver ines € poll A BE FE}, A Are ¥l 9l BE 259
o|§& w5 rhartm 7hy gt
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[e)
AR =2 9
et onstraintS) =3 E%UH Wiz, 2 FAAE o W7t A 33% M e #
& g oz Fahule uH ol chHei93).
AUIANE 0| 8T o) HE ZRaw WS I8 oI YE YU AFVOLM W
43 (dependency)& FA|5ta £4E& 3 sA Hrh. & F4 ‘4 ofu| Tz A A
E e gz gLA7|= H g7 (set environment) & 2 upFro] A FgHE 0]—%—
% (set-based semantics) & v} 4= glt}. o] A LS AL43 YJu| LR E o] L3lH =2 1Y
Sl 4 ) A 8 A ol o approximate) & A Fol 1 ZE 29 ool
el Feg — vl ALE ZAslE AE AL T A FAH A ZHzbe] Mo o 25l A dlo)
AAE eoF F5 TAL u|FE Aol AP s BF L3 A fof oA (Safe)?ﬂ‘;}i "ﬂ‘;}
g o]43F T A}(set-based approximation)= ZZ 13 o) thaf ke A 3}A =, H4 AY
F7gslell A Z2ao] /M F e BE FE EE Zloltth o]d ZARES T3k Zlo] HiE 7"%‘
714 24 o] ef.
A 71 B FobA] AR o] Folzich. AW A Foldl Z2aw of os) A B

A A (set constralnts) Tl DA o), FHAE T3 A AFAA AL nEeE F 49 3 (least
model) & 7} X = 7kl g A A& Fele= Aol

Q

2.1 A BAAY 52

WA, A A Foa) B 2o A AL Ce {X. Dselecple] FeiE 7pxt)
Xe 2 see] ojvl= A eof gro] WY Yserk petll= go) WYL YL 4 slrpe= Aol

712 A3EA e 4%4 °l A"t aee Ao /M F sle 3 vERH 27t FE5H
0% TYHL A= XD Td sloj e gkel 7= el &4 (regular tree grammar) o] c}.
ae = 1
| Az.e
| kX
A A ses 712 WY acs EFUTh T WE XE Z2 a9 g3 Avkeh sk fuas
A AR, 2 Aol A e FEE IR 4L XE X7 AAE @Eol £E Wl gk
= ol GPP(XUX )& X0 FES AFE Xio] /M FrES £FT EH HEL vt
case(Xl,n,Xz,Xg)—‘;— case®o| 7} $ 9= FEL 9n|g}
se = ae
| X
| T ¢
| app(Xy, As)
| case(X,, k, Xz, X3)
2% 18 7 At E el Baka ol Zeawe 2Ry Ag WAL £34 = AL
et
22 A A
et HER O Aokt AT acd) A Be) BYOE THH WEA S Frolch upebd X D
o] Yoz EE e Y BANEE 28 28] Aol ol X D acs] Yo W (simplity) o]
Aol ahe}. 27 29 FAEE 13 19] v & A2 wedshe® Ao Ach. a9 3¢ zeagew
HE 259 A #A A CE Jg o & "o} o o] A} the3te J{]_'7=“/5-] o] 9L WA 18 29 F3
& 488 15 X Dae Foje whestE BANWNE AAE Wk,
3 =g
N. Heintz9] A3t 7|¥F £ & =2 a3 &, & AF H4(free variable)o| §1-& 730 tf 3] A
ol Se el whot, 55 o 4 4 AL, 3 YA o1 Eelor A7



v € Val = Closure + Constant +1 values
Az.e € Closure = Expr lambda exprs in program g
kv € Constant = Con x Val constants
k € Con = {k1, --,kn} constructors in program g
Z(X:) C Val Z(1) = {1}
Z(Az.e) = {Az.e} Ik X1) = {rkv|veI(X)}
Ik~ ') = {v|kveI(x)}
Z(app(X., Xs)) = {v|Az.e € Z(X1),v € Z(X.)} provided Az.e € Z(X1) implies Xy D X»
I(case(Xr, b, Xy X3)) = {v|v€Z(An), kv € Z(X1)}U{v]|v € I(Xs),k'v € Z(X1), k' # K}
[VAR] >ia:{} [C] D1 1:{X. D1} [ABS] Piei:Ca
°= >1 Az.er: {X. D Az.e1} UCy
[FIX] >rei:C1 D1 e2:Co
> fix f=Az.e; in es: {XE D Xo, Xy D /\1‘.61} UCiUC>
>rei:C1 D1 ex:Co
APP
[ ] >1e1 ea: {Xe B app(Xl,Xz)} UCi UCs
>1e1:C1
N
[CON] >1 k(e1): {Xe D X1} UCH
>ie:Cr
[DECON] ik (er): {Xe DK TAIIUC
[CASE] >1e1:C1 D>1e2C2 D1 oesCs
>, case e1 K ez ezt {Xe D case(X1, K, X2, X3)} UC1 UC2UCs
13 1: constructing set constraints >
X Dapp(X,,X,) X, D Aze
X 2 Xe Xx 2 X2
X Dcase(X,,k, X5, X;) AL DkKY
X DAy
X Dcase(X,,k, X5, X;) X DK'Y K#K
X D As
XDOr'Y YDOkKZ
XDZ
X2y Y2Dae
X Dae
13 2: set constraints simplification rule
A gae) Bold Z2agel e BE 3 b 4 Ackn A ST 24 Al Ao wel
e AL A7t s & o] T Eel AT EHE HelAe ZE IR AYF AT
Sl BE & A slof st Aotk ZEawlo] AW F WAL 5 e LE FE AAE A
& UTS AL, Dy p:CY o, 48 well s A AA AL {A, DUFUCTE "t o] FA whEo%




input a collection C of set constraints
repeat
add set constraints according to rules in figure 2
until no changes in C
output {X Dae| X Dae€C}

13 3: set constraints simplification algorithm, &

AE BAANESES 29 29 g F -4%H =, A ef o] ] well o3l AR s AAE A5 A
Az 3 °ll—‘:— A ghe A = Esla, ok B4 S dE o 3 AAE ey
A e} oAl & S0, e7} case w K ex e3 D g, A AY /‘l’“ﬂ w7t K(...) ¢ FHE TFAH k=
-3 Azt e wrt A A|Zbe]| oAd FHES VHAE A BEEE- X, DU A, et Xee
Xool X35 BF 7hA A "}
thE o r zrade] 3 F YH w e ¥ A EHE AEHT FE A o] A
A3 #AA CL g 1] wlel wet Hapd A Zbel vtE 4 sdoh 2, Aol g #A A o] 1t
So1A $A 17] wEel *é’@/‘l’? 7hA 715k 5 et ot vE}~ ol 2R =9, Hutd A ztel 25
D BAAEF woll g FAAAE FH SHA, DvUC)E o] &3t & T3HA et o] W
el AdS A ozt o] &std E4E 5] el vl dEd E4E 2 5 ke Aol
HhHo| 22 a3 o] 8 Fof RE EA S f‘fH°F 517] wf ol AYA|ZE F-do] v Z A o] it
o] AT EEE magae] _rsg Zo] 9] o] UdAGg S A o, A EAS Fa o
Z ARt E1 BEE AFHE WHA, AP Feto] A2 B4 W& nedste Aol

4 ATAAZE Ful/ AYAF EA

o] Aol A A Aol BAT 5 G A BAE oD b A AP E w2 gy
o thal 4 e slelw el

o o] UE ol 83 B A3t e ¥re Y WANE F o, U SR 2H I3
A @5 ol RE FES AW E u)T
3} o] Gk B =2 (Modal Logic)ol 4]
A, ATE FolAd GOz AL Fol slofo
s} A|Zbel = A D Dol el A A | ke] £ X D

| appo (Xla Xz)
| casen (X, k, Xz, Xy)

Xo® 98 woll ik AF Mo 3, kgt Xe) vl X D Oo] sof v o] ¥4 AP &
w A Ae] ge Xl gro] A Az kvekE gro g AREW 1 gho] QA vE GO

emleltt. appo (A, Az)= A@ A kol Ayo] ofd el x] AR LS AAE I
553 A} ke ovlRe) casen (X, k, Xo, Xy)E Xio] AY AT w(..) 9] 3 THAH Xpol
; of ™ Ak &jmjot.

R Sz
2 o
o
e

Ao LA £ A 19 59 2o, 4 F S o] FEHE o oA AL F (S Wt
A A A g8l A »P-‘l A BAAE F, A Dae= X D0 AEE B2 AHeolt}.

Z2a9e #63 Foll wel ghol vE ZA =W, At A Zbel| £ Aot FAA A, D vE o]

3te] US o] & LM ET o A3 £4E Aol & Aok AP e F §2 S A3
g}xw DvE 9 _1 F Hbolr], 17 7€ %*‘fﬂl utet FAAES E3, X Dae F & T3 WA

EES



Z(Xe) C Val Z(1) {1}
= {Az.e} Z(k X1) {kv|veZ(X)}

{v]rveZ(X)}U{v|Z(X) 2Z(D),v € I(ra' X1)}

{v | Aze € T(A0), 0 € Z(X)} U {v | Z(A1) D Z(D), 0 € T(appn(X., X2))}
provided Az.e € Z(X1) implies X, D X»

{v|v €Z(X), kv € Z(X1)}U{v|v €Z(X3),k'v € Z(X1),s" # K}
Ufw| () 2 T(D), v € T(casea(Xs,m, X, Xy)}

{v| kv € Z(X) at runtime}

{v|Az.e € Z(X1),v € Z(X.) at runtime}

provided Az.ec € Z(X:) implies X, D X»

{v|kv€I(Xz),v" €Z(X1) at runtime}

U{v | &' v € Z(X3),v" € Z(X1) at runtime}

I(k™' 1)
Z(app(X:, X))

T(case(X, K, Xs, X))

I(ka' X1)
T(appo(Xy, X))

I(casea(Xy, k, Xz, A3))

13 4: Interpretation of set constraints in Semi-Static Analysis

X Dapp(Xy, X)) X, D xee
X 2 Xe Xz 2 XZ

X Dcase(X,,k, X5, X)) X DKY
Xo A,

X Dcase(X,,k, X5, X;) X DK'Y K#K
X A

XDk 'Y YDkZ
T2

X2Y YDae
X Dae

X Dapp(X,,X;) A, DO
X 2 appD(X1:X2)

X D case(X,,k, X, X;) X, DO
X 2 CGSCD(X1755X27X3)

XDk'Y YOO
X DkrptYy

X2y yoo
X DO

13 5: set constraints simplification rule (compile-time)

5 7b54 (possiblity) & o] £ ¥4

% Hol e AL S T 5 A AR Fohn, BT
AR E AR = F& - S AYA Lo ® v| = B of ofs At gl
A (Static Value Slicing)& o] &3] At A|7te] 24T & = BE



input a collection C of set constraints
repeat
add set constraints according to rules in figure 5
until no changes in C
output {Y Dae | X DaecClu{X¥ D20 | X DOeC}

13 6: set constraints simplification algorithm, S,

X 2 appD(leXz) Xl 2 Az.e
X 2 Xe Xx 2 X2

X Dcasen(X,,k, X5, X;) XL Dk)
XD A

X Dcasen(X,,k, X5, X;) X DK'Y K#FK
XD A

XDky'Y YDOkK2Z
XDZ

X2Y YDae
X Dae

1% 7: set constraints simplification rule (runtime)

input C' = S.(C) U {X, D ae}
repeat
add set constraints according to rules in figure 7
until no changes in C’
output {X Dae | X Dae€ ('}

13 8: set constraints simplification algorithm, S,
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A "t

&
ol
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4] (Static Value Slicing)

1=
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£ 2ot Foldl T2 prt ASA R A Vol S %2 A
7 o] S

e A RO LR
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X Dapp(X,,X,) X, DO Aze€p
X 2 appO(XW7SVS(X1 g Am.e)(w),Xe,Xx,XQ)

X)X 3<>
), s, SVS(X, CEU)(w), Xy)

X D case(X,, Kk, X,
X D caseo(X,,SVS(X, CrlU)(w

X2rlY Y20 S$i=SVSYCrU)(w) S.={v|rveS{X 2S,IUCIM)}
X 2 /{,gl(Xw,Sl,SQ)

1.3 9: simplification rule with SVS (compile-time)

& 5 o|u|F- % (standard operational semantics) 9] ol 4 2] HbH, of 7] 4]
A o] n] 3% (Set-Based operational semantics) 9] o] A & 2] =] gi c}.
2D €p

€€ p, e AEE JE Vel g3t SVS(e,V)(w)E 48 wrt v'olgte=
A QR EA elu ol &) erbve Vel & AAE 123 'S
Emin F [v'/w]e'\»v eV e BE VL SVS(e,V)(w)oll EZHE| oo} gt}

52 b5AE ol g3 ¥4

el A appa(X,, X.), casea(Xy, k, Xay Xy), 65t (X1, K, Xo, X3) S 5 Xy D aeZ g X 9] 3ho] AR
=] of o}ut simplify ] o] X1 t}. uf&}A], A D ae./] constraint7} @ %01@, ) 7} x| 7]t} ofut gk} OE
subexpressiono]] thgk = A o] ofz}, A, o hgt ZHOE vl A o] Colth. O B =] 4] ‘of
uh = (possibliy) o] 2| m] & 742 p[AGMO2] of 7] 413 Z el Alzke] Eu]E X D 02 HANE F A
W17l A7} olvhe OB 71 B sbs Aol 98-8 o]k 07 kol AR O} chE A e
Z7ked Alzbe X D Dol A A zel X Wb=A| OF AAA =2, Ak A2kl X D Sojekn
A QA Zhol X7k WFEA] OF FhA A& ghEThs Aolth.

&S = A,
| I‘Cgl(Xw,Sl,SQ)
| appO(Xw)S)XI)XmXB)
| CaseO(Xw;SuXuSsz)

02 o5& ehg st Ak 131 (A, 51, 5:)9) vl Yol 5,34 WAL sl 5,9 g 7
4 Sirhe Aol 2 appo (X, S X, Ly Xy) o] il Yol BY 554 A7} slod Al A N
e, Xoe 0,9 3 A S aleke ool caseo(Xs, 51,4, 50, 15)9] o1& Yol 5,3t 3
A Sow X9 e, So9) BATE Yo Ao g 4D alr ool

I(ngl(Xw,Sl,Sﬂ) = {v|v€SQ,XwﬂSl¢$}
I(appo (X, S X1, Xsy X)) = {v|vei,X,NS #0} provided X, NS # 0 implies Xy D A3
T(caseo(X,,S:,X,,5,, X)) = {v|veX,X,NS1#0}U{v|ve X, X, NSy #0}

Ak A7kl 7bs A O Enlshi FAS 1Y 9% 2t

ghef, X 2D app(Xy, Xz))lel], Xyo] HupdA|ztel AR & glow 14 9= 2 A AAA 251

E @5 AreSol el X D Arert @ e 24 SVS(X, C Are)(w) e Faba, 1
5o} Wk webA, 75 9% shte] A e exol ol A A2 7}

o
e
}n

& olg3tel BANEL
(0% TR BANES A5 W, 229 Yol wet 1 F AL HE 7Y 5 9

L ofr Py
ox Al

o)
=

-}
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|

case(?(l,/i Xy, Xp) el X2 A d Azt

K U)(@), X SVS (X, C R (w), Xy) o] 37

3 (deconstruction)s}= 7 = 9] 2
A ol
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Xgapr(Xw,S,Xl,X2,X3) XwﬁS§é$
XD Ay DA

XD caseO(XwaslaXlas27X2) A, NS, 750)
TOX,

XD caseO(XwaslaX17527X2) A,NS, 750)
XA,

X D) Rgl(Xw,Sl,Sz) X, ﬁSl 75@
X DS,

X2Y YDae
X Dae

1.3 10: simplification rule with SVS (runtime)

# 24 S1& SVSWY Chll)(w)e 47 44T & ek w8 b .9 g HAnY wel &
Ag Fehlut spm Wk 2o, 1 A A7F o | @hE 2 ARkl A Y7k AAZ ol
8 7B Sl A el T B A € Aol g AA] sl e Aol a7

AR $19) 2 Siol Aeahe ke AARTE PRskel Z218e BAST 1 B4 o] Wl F
Xe BE 7+ 71 4 odtha Z A} (approximate)slgl )

o] WM& A&t AAE V| Fe 3 #4S AP A B =
|A Ve ghe AARE Uk & 741‘4-‘:— o Q3 A z2a
% s,

5.3 H3A (correctness)

o A% A A o] Cepx B, T3 o] A BAHS Fyy, A A7kl <)
131 S

PR T, b4 e ol 8w BHS Foo % AT 4 olth

Gom ol oA w1
o F, = def let
C'=CuU{X, Du)
in

A.C'U{X D se % € Rule,,y € ®}

_ Y
Fe=AP.LU{X D se| W € Ruleo,,1p € }
Co = 1fp Fo U {X, D v}
in

AP.Co U {X D se | % € Ruleo 1 € B}

Cu=CU{X, DU}

in

)\‘I>Cu U {X 2 se | % € Ruleu,dJ € (I)}



WA 13 HA 28 $ele] Bajo] bl A, 5 AY AT BAe] AT wE LFaiwA, A
EARG o G ASE o Fo] Y& RAT 714 lipE 2] 34 19 W (loast Fixpoint) &
SJulste, |- |5 AE RANES AFEAEH O FE 2 3k A £ dabatol .

ﬂ
F
}.

,d
o
o
e
2
; sl

o AWAIZ BA, F5AE o &3 249 87k
WA e € poll el Theol BAT A et

Proof. F,& Fo2 [YRer]A oz thr] A thg 1A 7 (fixpoint induction)& A&
3 5 O

Proposition 2

w% Yo 2 T2aY oo Bal, Dip:C o A olgT 2,
of o lfp Fy| e Zzawe BE YRA e € pol da g
|fp Ful(Xe) 2 lfp Fol(X.).

Proof. FuZ [YRer]A 22 t}A] Foldt o QA # ¢ (fixpoint induction)S AF-&3 5w
|
6 ZE L 13
2 AT A= e A2 #A(Static Value Slicing) & o] &3] AFA| 7t F-ebE Fo|HA] o
wE HEs7E 7H e E ste B4 WS Al 32 A2 s 4L o] &35t FoA A evt
o A Vel &3 gt e Eila“«l S8 wrt o | ghell Lafof = A E Frobd 5 A,
o] & o] &3t $-El= ¥Y wrt Fof x| AwpAt xé’ﬂ"r“—*. of uls o A2gt(accurate) £ A}E o
= T Ak

AT @A A9 A (correctness)& FHP oW, o] £ Wl A AHE 1 de
Folth o 2 &M FEE & XEd —’F Ue AEHE Frol 24 & AAE s 1 2
E #Est A9 FEAE Hole °'°| o
A3 AE

[AGM92] S. Abramsky, Dov M. Gabby, and T.S.E Maibaum. Handbook of Logic in Computer
Science, volume 1. Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1992.

[Hei93] Nevin Heintze. Set based analysis of ML programs. Technical Report CMU-CS-93-193,
Carnegie Mellon University, July 1993.

[Yi98] Kwangkuen Yi. zt& A2 24 (static value slicing). In Y H 735l3] Z &2 781 E3
Sle 2E 3, September 1998.

[YRer] Kwangkeun Yi and Sukyoung Ryu. A cost-effective esimtation of uncaight exceptions
in Standard ML programs. Theoretical Computer Science, (invited paper).



