
Lecture 13 - Oct 23

Bridge Controller

Proof Obligation Rule: Inv. Preservation
Inference Rule: Syntax and Semantics
Sequent Proofs via Inference Rules



Announcements/Reminders

• Today’s class: notes template posted
• ProgTest results to be released by next Tuesday’s class
• WrittenTest1 results to be released by early Monday



PO/VC Rule of Invariant Preservation: Sequents
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PO/VC Rule of Invariant Preservation: Sequents
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Q. What does it mean when A is empty/absent?

Examples

Inference Rule: Syntax and Semantics
Syntax Semantics
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Proof of Sequent: Steps and Structure
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Understanding Inference Rule: OR_L
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