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Formal verification of railway interlocking system based on ladder logic

YU Lizhen, XU Zhongwei, CHEN Zuxi, ZHANG Shuging”
( College of Electronics and Information Engineering, Tongji University, Shanghai 201804, China)

Abstract: Ladder logic was used to model the railway interlocking system. In order to achiete the purpose of formal
verification of the railway interlocking system, the model of the railway interlocking systepd| expressed by ladder logic was
converted to NuSMV language, which was a temporal logic model checker. Then~Camputational Tree Logic ( CTL)
specification representing the safety requirements of the railway interlocking systémy was verified. Finally, the formal
verification of computer design model of the railway interlocking system was implemented based on NuSMV.
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R R T R AT UG QR R K Kripke 4514
JEIF Y — BRI B, A R — AR R AR 2 I R L — K
BAT,

BRI T B 40 SMV ., Spin 45, ISR M B A XN S
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2 NuSMV -4 B #

FFEEEIFG M ( Symbolic Model Checking, SMC) J&—F#
WRAREBANERRERSESMITRXRR,IHERFSRK
A LFETERAEAR . X TFERUER CTL A5, #id Xt
TEBRRZFTMPA S RIEE, I 8243 s Xk
% & ( Binary Decision Diagram, BDD) /R, F3ki# — 2 4-¥7
RALBEWEMBIEER" . FHA S CTL ARSI th
e

Procedure SMC (Mppp, , /)

Begin

BRI Sy RS - A JEX EU EG H#RER;
OUTgpp = Check (Mg, /) s
if OUTypp A Soppp # False
return satisfy
else

return unsatisfy.

End SMC

SMC 372+, T3 Check LIA FRARAHLEG BDD 7§
MBDD il CTL k3 fE A, il 45 2 2 f B RESER
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POFIRT BAREZ B U e fI MY R, ERAT THRZER
FIHREHFLRENIEES , AR EAIOP I LI BDD
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i false, FRFRAE— B RMAR O, RO LA R
HTUAR R YR LA T 3 PR R 4 4 4 T O 7™ A, 3 HL AT A
BAMNERN. REVARS A NuSMV JLEK) SMV 574
2RI CTL AREE
3 HTEH

B BRE—MERAES , i THERNBEHEH
BERTIAG 4 , 7072 B Ok 3 7T g R B B 4 b A AT iR L
BREET BELEA NS (EREMARL) ZFA—1
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®1 EREHBURESITERHBEIEXER

bridi e bridi 2 HEEME BWRES
1 TFATML R (21) s1
2 TATIE&R$EE 21 St
3 AT MEREE (21) s3
4 TATIERKRE 21 S5
5 FATML LR (22) $4
6 TAITIE&RARE 22 S6
7 AT R (22) s2
8 FATIER R 22 S2
STATUS=1 DC21 S5 S1 SS12 DC21=1
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BT B AR 25380 7 1 5 A E IR 25388 97 5 A
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NuSMV A7 B MRAT I 353 init FIKFAT next 3%
K, init F3k A TFHRVIHARTS , next FA A FHIA R
KeFho NuSMV i ATE &5 HARF R BFRY smv B, LA
AEHE BT BRI L)y smv B FPA < B JRAEBBTE BT vt e B
RS BEHEAT R 5 AR TR T LK B B 45— B
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next( DC21): =
DC21 =0:
1(S1 =1) &! (S5 =1) &(STATUS =1 ISTATUS =3) &SS12 =0: 1;
1:0;
DC21 =1:
1(S1 =1) & (S3 =1) &( STATUS =2 |STATUS =4) &SS812 =0: 0;
1:1;
EHE 3 HAZ AR BB E 2 WEEEERTR,
KR sy (075
next( SS12): =
SS12 =1:
SS11,£0&Secl2 =0&Secl6 =1:0;
SS[P=0&Secl2 =0&Secl3 =1:0;
SS16 =0&Secl2 =0&Secll =1:0;
5813 =0&8Secl2 =0&Secll =1:0;
1:1;
SS12 =0:
JIS1=11J82 =113 =11J84=1:1;
1:0;
4.3 BRZEMEIGEN
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BRI B ENE S REE RN ERER T, BT
BB BB S RE" " FEH L T HAMEL
1) B S ARSI R
TE7 53R 2 B) Y B6 891 0 28 78 F B8 28 HE B 64T SR 43R
o TERIZ VR, W LI AE S, 515 S P R BB R
FR ME 2,
R2 EEEESHNZEMEHSXER

55l B B AE
st 12 21.(21)
2 7.8 22.(22)
S3 3 (21)
s 5 (22)
S5 4 21
S6 6 2

A CTL AR RA B A AL EIEH & YA BT

AG! (S5=1&DC21 =1) (KIBAKHTERSHL S5 TFIL,
MBS, 21 4T R ALHFDL)

AG! (83 =1&DC21 =0) GRILALFFFESE S S3 TP,
MBS, 21 4T xE ML AFDL)
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AG! (86 =1&DC22 =1) GRILASFFFESE S S6 T,
M8 % 22 4 F ALY ELL)

AG! (%4 =1&DC22 =0) (KIEBAKHTER S 4 TFIL,
B % 22 b TR 1B

2) BEBR-THEB Z MBI BR B R

IpBRBE R , 75 B 5 R R — X B B O B B,
BB R 7 L2 3

®3 HREHEEZEAMNRSXER

biid o= bridi 2t Boxt ik s
1 TAT R 2.3.4.7
2 TATIEEREEE 1.3.4.8
3 AT R 1.2.4
4 TiTIEER R E 1.2.3
5 TR R L 6.7.8
6 TITEREE 5.7.8
7 AT R 1.5.6.8
8 TATIEEREE 2.5.6.7

CTL AR B A R R I 257 -

AG! (JS1=1&JS2=1) (FKIEAE HIHFERE 1 Fkps 2
7 B ST 1 )

AG! (JS1=1&JS3=1) (FKImEAS HIFRE 1 FdEl 3
7 B ST 1 )

AG! (JS1=1&J$4=1) (FKIEAE HIHR 1 Fkps 4
Eilings- VAT W)

AG! (JS1=1 & JS7=1) (Fkim A4 IR 1 Aot B9
Eilings- VAT W)

AG! (JS2=1 & JS3 =1) (FkimA4 Bk RE 2 A 3
Eilings- VAT W)

AG! (JS2=1 & J4 =1) (Fkim A4 HBUHERE 2 Rl 4
7 B ST 1 )

AG! (JS2=1&JS8=1) (FKIEA S H PLHE B2 FFE s 8
7 B ST 1 )

AG! (JS3=1&J%4=1) (FKIEANLLSHR 3 Fkps 4
7 B ST 1 )

AG! (JS5=1&JS6=1) (FKIN& IR S Fkps 6
Eilings- VAT W)

AG! (JS5=1 & JS7=1) (FkimASHBHERE 5 g 7
Eilings- VAT W)

AG! (JS5=1 & JS8=1) (FkimA4 IR 5 FIHiEg 8
Eilings- VAT W)

AG! (JS6=1&JS7=1) (FKImEAE HIFER 6 Ftls 7
7 B ST 1 )

AG! (JS6=1&JS8=1) (FKIEA S HIFER 6 FItls 8
7 B ST 1 )

AG! (JS7=1&JS8=1) (FKIEA S HIFERET Ftls 8
7 B ST 1 )
4.3.2 W CTL &k

BRI B AR T TR TE R4 VS SE B AR
TERRSS P Anme B 5, T U R RE < RAE”, AU
THMIEMR .

1) fMESHUER ST :
EF(S1=1), EF(S2=1), EF(S3=1)
EF($4=1), EF(S5=1), EF(S6=1)

2) WEFER, A BESIT B M AR S, (B3R E—E
ip

EF( (STATUS=1) »>AF(S1=1))

EF( (STATUS =2) »AF(S1 =1))

EF( (STATUS =3) »AF(S3=1))

EF( (STATUS =4) »AF(S5=1))

EF( (STATUS =5) —>AF(S4=1))

EF( (STATUS =6) >AF(S6=1))

EF( (STATUS =7) —>AF(82=1))

EF( (STATUS =8) »AF(S2=1))

IXHE, F NuSMV 7] LSS J S BR 8 2R e M M T TR g s 8
AT RS, FIR, B CTL AT AR 57 #3275 3%
BB R B M, FIF NuSMV B B4R 4L H Sh B8 ARG
e i 7ge o g
4.3.3 BABIELR

RYE R 4 Fis AR 45 R T LIE S R NuSMV 46 E T
A3t BT E RN AR R RSO E R TR R
I, 2R I P A B &5 SR e , B RIS TE 22 48 X B ALEK
BEERIZBR BT SARN L 2.

—— specificatiof AGT<DC21 =1 & S5 = 1> is true
—— specification AG 1<DC21 =0 & S3 = 1>is true
= specifigatioh AG {<DC22=1 & 56 = 1> is true

— specifigation AG 1<DC22 =0 & S4 = 1> is true

5—— sp€eification AG 1<JS1=1& JS2=1>istrue
—tspee¢ification AG 1<JS1=1 & JS3 =1>is true
——pecification AG 1<JS1=1 & JS4=1>is true

< specification AG 1<JS1=1 & JS7=1>is true

J—— specification AG 1<J82=1 & JS3 =1>is true
——specification AG 1<JS2=1 & JS4 =1>is true

—— specification AG 1<JS2=1 & JSO =1>is true

—— specification AG 1<JS3 =1 & JS4=1>is true

—— specification AG 1<JS5=1 & JS6 = 1> is true

—— specification AG {<J§5=1 & JS7=1>is true

—— specification AG !<JS5=1 & JS0=1>is true

—— specification AG 1<JS6 =1 & JS7 =1>is true

—— specification AG 1<JS6 =1 & JSO =1>is true
——specification AG 1<JS7=1 & JS0=1>is true

—— specification EF S1 =1 is true

—— specification EF §3 =1 is true

—— specification EF S5 =1 is true

—— specification EF S4 =1 is true

—— specification EF S6 =1 is true

—— specification EF S2 =1 is true

—— specification EF <STATUS =1 —> AF S1=1>is true
—— specification EF <STATUS =2 —> AF S1=1>is true
—— specification EF <STATUS =3 —> AF S3=1> is true
—— specification EF <STATUS =4 —> AF §5=1> is true
—— specification EF <STATUS =5 —> AF S4=1>is true
—— specification EF <STATUS =6 —> AF S6=1> is true

—— specification EF <STATUS =7 —> AF S2=1>is true
—— specification EF <STATUS =8 —> AF S2=1>is true
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XA B SRR SOR AT LUA KIS AT IR 3%, (B4R
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P 1) BERIAG I ) 5 B o A IR A 2 (R 4 (1A, LR A
PORZS 2 (AR KE LR AN T 5L br R G MRS A 2282 ) 4
TURSIN T HLZR & Al (9 R ERLTETE & Zm I 2 4
TR HERE R GE, T LAGE MR,
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