AZEYA AL FASAEZ I

A Survey on Formal Verification Methods

FEI*, o|F T, T
* At AH T3 e-mail : ugjoo@sunmoon.ac.kr
*xx JFAAENATY AFHALAZEY AT A, e-mail : jjKim@etri.rekr

Abstract

This paper considers formal verification
methods for enhancing software reliability. The
formal method verifies that a software is
correctly implemented according to its
specification by using a mathematical formalism.
This paper presents a partial survey on the
formal  methods and discusses possible
applications for the improved software
implementation. Finally, some topics are remarked
as further studies.
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