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Avoiding Bugs in GCC & LLVM (cf. [1])? Our goal: o Chamois-CompCert Extensions
T verified RISC-V optimizations
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VOur General Purpose Translation Validator\\ V Validating the Lazy Code Transformations Oracle

The oracle takes source program S and yields its optimized version T Combining and improving Lazy Code Motion [4] & Lazy Strength Reduction [5].
along with a certificate. A verified symbolic execution interpreter then
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