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e Other cyber-physical properties. Hypervisor
* Unfortunately, most of the extra functional data is only available
and verifiable during execution time.

Fig. 1: Component-based Monitoring Architecture (CMA)
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o Statically verified using the SPARK toolset.
 Contract language provides the ideal environment to specify
oroperties that we need to be checked upon run-time (e.g., timed
oehavior of tasks)
* Runtime Verification contracts can be pre-processed to generate
the monitors, and afterward removed, thus preserving the
standard Ada 2012 contracts
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