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Towards the end of this lecture, you stated that there had to be
a concrete representation of ML_in.

I was wondering how this would work since ¢ = O in this case.

For the abstract model, we can execute ML_.in since n = 1 after the ML_out event,
but in the case for ml, ¢ = O since the bridge is one way.

Bridge Controller: Abstract vs. Concrete State Transitions
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For the following dischargement,
you used EQ_LR twice to achieve n <d - n < d.
I was wondering if it would also be valid to use EQ_RL the second time

to achieve a + b<d ~ a + b <d?
Would this be bad practice?

How would that be marked in a test setting?

Discharging POs of ml: Guard S’rreng'rhemnq in Refinement

ML_out/GRD

deN
d>0
neN
n<d
aeN
beN
ceN
a+b+c=n
a=0vc=0
a+b<d
@=0

=

e

n<d

Mon|.

\:Z:? WNE:%

g

Q+btt =11
atb <d
t=0

|..
ned

H1FG
H1H2i—G

MON

H,P+ P

HYP

atbt0=v
A+L<o{
t=0
N

H(F),E=F v P(F)

H(E),E=F + P(E)

EQLR

ht0=1]

~ ﬁfbéd wal® Qb A

vl<b{

otb=1

A ﬂcol

ned /

HP

Moy ?/|<d //

S s

cum) $
]
.
- — ’

/

i




A




