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Property ¢-.
— Description: If the intruder is distant and is significantly slower than the
= ay o x| ownship, the score of a COC advisory will never be maximal.
ASOIAX o= RFAIE /82

— Tested on: N, for all z > 2 and for all y.
— Input constraints: p > 55947.691, vown > 1145, vine < 60.
— Desired output property: the score for COC is not the maximal score.
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Satisfactory Configuration
- There might exist a counterexample input that
O dissatisfies the desirable property.
1 - If found false positive, split another abstract RelLLU.

2 Unsatisfactory Configuration
/ ¥ O - There is no input that dissatisfies the given property,
given current RelLU statuses.
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Main |dea
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Given ¢, = N\ v2, by = \ Y7
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implication set Impl., := {(i,7) | ¥’ = %’ and i <n and j < m}



Main |dea

 score=1UNSAT conf& 2t 7l HE}Z [ =X H
«  ZF7tEl constraint SFLFE QlSH HY A E| = computation2| =7} SBEX| QECH

. score2 AlASH= H|E CHH| computation 22~ 2.1} O| H

/// wc /\ _'wuzwc /\ ! /\ wzjj,

» ucucf u€ucf (x,7)¢Implec

> H IS & 2E UNSAT conf B0 score = 1 UNSAT confE= ==l SA|0| HE



Conf Tree Size Verification Time (seconds)
Property

No Unsat Naive Use No Unsat Naive Use
Prop 2 (tiny2) 311.04 274.78 0.43 2.99
Prop 2 (tiny3) 5919.1 4531.05 15.45 384.73
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