A REVIEW OF FORMAL METHODS
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USE OF FORMAL METHODS
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WHAT CAN BE FORMALLY SPECIFIED
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REASONING ABOUT A FORMAL DESCRIPTION
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TOOLS AND METHODOLOGY
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SPECIFICATION METHODS
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SEMANTIC DOMAINS
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1. ADT specification language.
2. Process specification language.
3. Programming language.
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MODEL ORIENTED AND PROPERTY-ORIENTED
METHODS
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USE OF SPECIFICATION METHODS
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LIFE CYCLE AND TECHNOLOGIES WITH
INTERGRATED FORMAL METHODS
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VERIFICATION SYSTEMS AND OTHER
AUTOMATED TOOLS
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