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void add (int *s) { 
     *s = *s + 1;  
 } 

   
void swap (int *x, int *y) { 
     int a = *x, b = *y;  
     *x = b;   
     *y = a;  
     add(x);  
     add(y); 
}  
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{x ↦ (b + 1) * y ↦ (a + 1)}
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Conclusions
• SYNVER is the first general purpose synthesizer for high-assurance C 

programs 


• Key idea 1: Syntactic biases to reduce human effort


• Key idea 2: Custom hybrid reasoning engine 


• Evaluation: Automatically verifies majority of the programs


• Evaluation: Applicable to different domains of synthesis


• Check our poster and codebase out!

Code

Artifact

Contact mukher39@purdue.edu

https://zenodo.org/records/17230953

mailto:mukher39@purdue.edu
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