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ABSTRACT

We describe a linearization algorithm for pCRL processes, similar to the one described in [21] for a subset
of the language called parallel pCRL. This algorithm finds its roots in formal language theory: the ‘grammar’
defining a process is transformed into a variant of Greibach Normal Form. Next, any such form is further
reduced to linear form, i.e., to an equation that resembles a right-linear, data-parametric grammar. From the
other perspective, linear specifications in tCRL resemble symbolic representations of transition systems, that
can be further transformed and analyzed by many of the existing tools and techniques. We aim at proving the
correctness of this linearization algorithm. To this end we use an equivalence relation on recursive specifications
in #CRL that is model independent and does not involve an explicit notion of solution.
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1. Introduction

In this paper we address the issue of linearization of recursive specifications in the specification lan-
guage pCRL (micro Common Representation Language, [20, 16]) and extend the existing linearization
techniques for a subset of the uCRL called parallel pCRL [21] to the full uCRL setting. The language
wCRL has been developed under the assumption that an extensive and mathematically precise study
of the basic constructs of specification languages is fundamental to an analytical approach of much
richer (and more complicated) specification languages such as SDL [38], LOTOS [26], PSF [28, 29|
and CRL [35]. Moreover, it is assumed that CRL and its proof theory provide a solid basis for the
design and construction of tools for analysis and manipulation of distributed systems.

The language pCRL offers a uniform framework for the specification of data and processes. Data
are specified by equational specifications: one can declare sorts and functions working upon these
sorts, and describe the meaning of these functions by equational axioms. Processes are described in
process algebraic style, where the particular process syntax stems from ACP [4, 2, 15], extended with
data-parametric ingredients: there are constructs for conditional composition, and for data-parametric
choice and communication. As is common in process algebra, infinite processes are specified by means
of (finite systems of) recursive equations. In pCRL such equations can also be data-parametric. As
an example, for action a and adopting standard semantics for yCRL, each solution for the equation
X = a- X specifies (or “identifies”) the process that can only repeatedly execute a, and so does each
solution for Y(17) where Y(n) is defined by the data-parametric equation Y(n) = a-Y(n + 1) with
n € Nat. An interesting subclass of systems of recursive equations consists of those that contain only
one linear equation. Such a system is called an LPE (Linear Process Equation). Here, linearity refers
both to the form of recursion allowed, and to a restriction on the process operations allowed. The
above examples X =a-X and Y(n) =a-Y(n+ 1) are both LPEs. The restriction to LPE format still



yields an expressive setting (for example, it is not hard to show that each computable process over a
finite set of actions can be simply defined using an LPE containing only computable functions over
the natural numbers, cf. [32]). Moreover, in the design and construction of tools for uCRL, LPEs
establish a basic and convenient representation format, that can be seen as symbolic representation of
labelled transition systems. This applies, for example, to tools for generation of transition systems, or
tools for optimization, deadlock checking, or simulation [8], all of which are based on term rewriting.
However, the real potential of the LPE format is in symbolic techniques that enable analysis of large
or infinite systems. Some of these are based on equational theorem prover [31], invariants [7], “cones
and foci” method [23], or confluence reduction [9)].

The LPE format stems from [7], in which the notion of a process operator is distinguished, and a
proof technique for dealing with convergent LPEs is defined. Furthermore, there is a strong resem-
blance between LPEs and specifications in UNITY [12, 10]. The restriction to linear systems has a
long tradition in process algebra. For instance, restricting to so-called linear specifications, i.e., linear
systems that in some distinguished model have a unique solution per variable, various completeness
results were proved in a simple fashion (cf. [30, 5]). However, without data-parametric constructs for
process specification, the expressiveness is limited: only regular processes can be defined.

The language pCRL is considered to be a specification language because it contains ingredients that
facilitate in a straightforward, natural way the modeling of distributed, communicating processes. In
particular, it contains constructs for parallelism, encapsulation and abstraction. On the other hand,
as mentioned above, LPEs constitute a basic fragment of yCRL in terms of expressiveness and tool
support. This explains our interest in transforming any system of pCRL equations into an equivalent
LPE, i.e., our interest to linearize pCRL process definitions.

We define the linearization algorithm on an abstract level, but in a very detailed manner. We do
not concern ourselves with the question if and in what way systems of recursive equations over uCRL
define processes as their unique solutions (per variable). Instead, we argue that the transformation is
correct in a more general sense: we show that linearization “preserves all solutions”. This means that
if a particular pCRL system of recursive equations defines a series of solutions for its variables in some
model, then the LPE resulting from linearization has (at least) the same solutions for the associated
process terms. Consequently, if the resulting LPE is such that one can infer that these solutions are
unique in some particular (process) model, then both systems define the same processes in that model.
In our algorithm, most transformation steps satisfy a stronger property: the set of solutions is the
same before and after the transformation. The presented linearization algorithm is developed with
two additional goals in mind. We try to keep it optimal in terms of the size of generated LPE, briefly
mentioning additional optimizations that could be applied. We also try to preserve the structure and
the names of the initial specification as much as possible.

To the best of our knowledge, a first description of a transformation of (non-parallel) pCRL into an
LPE like format was given in [6]. Transformation procedures from BPA to Greibach Normal Forms
were outlined in [1] and presented in [25]. The implications and equivalences of regular systems of
recursive equations and recursive program schemes w.r.t. their full sets of solutions were extensively
studied by Courcelle in [13, 14] and Benson and Guessarian in [3]. The definitions in these papers
have a lot in common with our approach, but they could not be directly applied to the yCRL setting.

Structure of the paper. In Section 2 we discuss the language yCRL. Furthermore, we define
implication and equivalence between pCRL process terms defined over different pCRL specifications.
Sections 3, 4 and 5 fully describe the linearization procedure. In Section 3 we describe in detail
the first part of this transformation, which yields process definitions in so-called parallel extended
Greibach normal form. In Section 4 we describe the transformation from parallel extended Greibach
normal form into one equation which is quite similar to an LPE. Then, in Section 5 we introduce a
special data type which is a list of multisets nested to an arbitrary depth, and explain how with the
help of this data type we can achieve the LPE form. Section 6 contains some conclusions, comments
on possible optimizations of our transformation, and identifies directions for future work. Appen-
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dices A and B contain detailed descriptions of the resulting LPEs that involve renaming operations of
HCRL. Appendix C contains the full source code listing of the data type definitions used in Section 5.

2. Description of tCRL

In this section we first recall some general information about pCRL. Then we consider (recursive)
process definitions in detail, and define various notions of equivalence, among which equivalence be-
tween process terms defined over different systems of equations. Next, we shortly discuss guardedness
in process definitions. Finally, we introduce the notion of yCRL specifications and the formulation of
the linearization problem.

2.1 Theory of tCRL

First we define the signature and axioms for booleans which are quite standard and can be found
for instance in [11] (page 116). We use equational logic to prove boolean identities. Booleans are
obligatory in any pCRL specification.

Definition 2.1. The signature of Bool consists of constants t,f, unary operation not and binary
operations and, or, eq.

Note (Booleans). We use infix notation =, A, V, < for not, and, or, eq respectively.

Definition 2.2. The axioms of Bool are the ones presented in Table 1.

TANYy=yANx xVy=yVux
(AY)ANz=xA(YyAz) (xVy)Vz=zV(yVz)
TN =2 rVr=ux
xA(xVy) ==z xV(zAhy) ==
(xAy)V(eAz)=xA(yV2) (xVy)AN(xVz)=2xV(yAz)
cANf=f rVt=t
xAN-x=f zV-r=t

roy=(rAy)V(zAy)
Table 1: Axioms of Bool.

Next we define the generalized equational theory of uCRL by defining its signature and the axioms.
The axioms are taken from, or inspired by [18, 19].
Note (Vector Notation). Tuples occur a lot in the language, so we use a vector notation for them.
Expression d is an abbreviation for d',...,d", where d* are data variables. Similarly, if type in-
formation is given, d—B is an abbreviation for d':D!,...,d":D" for some natural number n. In case

iy
n = 0 the whole vector vanishes as well as brackets (if any) surrounding it. For instance a(d ) is an
abbreviation for a in this case (here a is an action, this notion is introduced below). For all vectors

= — =7 = _ g e fot 1 n 1 n’ :
d and ¢ we have d,e¢ =d,e. Thus d, e is an abbreviation for d*,...,d", e",...,e"™ . We also write
d:D & e:E for d':D',... d":D" e:E.
- = — — —
For any vector of variables d, f (d) is an abbreviation for f1(d),..., f™(d) for some m € Nat
—

— —
and f = f',...,f™, where each f¥(d) is a data term that may contain elements of d as free



V_a>riab1es. As with vectors of variables, in case m = 0 the vector of data terms vanishes. We often use
t to express a data term vector without explicitly denoting its variables.

Definition 2.3. The signature of uCRL consists of data sorts (or ‘data types’) including Bool as
defined above, and a distinct sort Proc of processes. Each data sort D is assumed to be equipped
with a binary function eq : D x D — Bool. (This requirement can be weakened by demanding
such functions only for data sorts that are parameters of communicating actions). The operational
signature of pCRL is parameterized by the finite set of action labels ActLab and a partial commutative
and associative function «y : ActLab x ActLab — ActLab such that (a1, a) € ActLab implies that
a1, a> and 7(a,ap) have parameters of the same sorts. The process operations are the ones listed
below:

e actions a(?) parameterized by data terms t, where a € ActLab is an action label. More
precisely, a is an operation a : D, — Proc. We write type(a) for D,.

e constants § and 7 of sort Proc.
e binary operations +, -, ||, ||, | defined on Proc, where | is defined using .

e unary Proc operations Oy, 77, pr for each set of action labels H,I C ActLab and action label
renaming function R : ActLab — ActLab such that a and R(a) have parameters of the same
sorts. Such functions R we call well-defined action label renaming functions.

e a ternary operation _ < _> _: Proc X Bool x Proc — Proc.
e binders ), , defined on Proc, for each data variable d of sort D.

The partial commutative and associative function + is called a communication function. If y(a,b) =
¢ this indicates that actions with labels a and b can synchronize, becoming action c, provided that
the data parameters of these actions are equal. The case when ~(v(a,b),c) is undefined for all a,b
and c, which means that at most two parties can communicate synchronously, is called handshaking
communication (or simply handshaking). The constant § represents a deadlocked process and the
constant 7 represents some internal or hidden activity. The choice operator + and the sequential
composition operator - are well known. The merge operator || represents parallel composition. The
I (left merge) and | (communication merge) are auxiliary operations used to equationally define
. The encapsulation operator Oy (q) blocks actions in ¢ with action labels in the set H, which is
especially used to enforce actions to communicate. The hiding operator 77(q) with a set of action
labels I = {a,b,...} hides actions with these labels in ¢ by renaming them to 7. The renaming
operator pr(q) where R is a function from action labels to action labels renames each action with
label a in ¢ to an action with label R(a). The operator p; < ¢ > ps is the if ¢ then py else py operator,
where ¢ is an expression of type Bool. The sum operator ), ,p expresses a (potentially infinite)
choice pld := dg] + p[d := d1] + - - - if data domain D = {dy, ds, ...}, and p[d := d;] is the term p with
all free occurrences of d replaced by d;.

Definition 2.4. Axioms of uCRL are the ones presented in Tables 2,3,4,5,6, 7 and 8. We assume
that

e the descending order of binding strength of operators is: -, {||, [, |}, <>, >, +;
e 1y, z are variables of sort Proc;

e c,cy1,co are variables of sort Bool;

d,d',d",d',... are data variables (but d in )", ,, is not a variable);

b stands for either a(ﬁ), or T, or ¢;
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e ra fots 1 gl m = 1 -
e d = d' is an abbreviation for eq(d',d" ) A--- A eq(d",d'"), where d = d',...,d" and d' =
. dm

e the axioms where p and ¢ occur are schemata ranging over all terms p and ¢ of sort Proc,
including those in which d occurs freely;

e the axiom (SUM2) is a scheme ranging over all terms r of sort Proc in which d does not occur
freely.

The axioms in Table 7 are used for the parallel composition elimination. From these axioms we
can derive the identities z ||y = y ||z, (x||y) | 2 = x| (y || 2) and = || § = = - § with the help of
the axioms (A1),(A2),(A6),(A7),(CM1),(CM2),(CM4),(CM8) and (CD1). Note that due to (SC3),
the axioms (CM6), (CM9), (CT2), (CD2), (Cond9’) and (SUM7') become derivable. The axioms in
Table 8 are used to simplify combinations of renaming, hiding and encapsulation. The axioms (B1)
and (B2) are not used in the transformations described in this paper, so these transformations are
also sound in models where these two axioms do not hold.

We use many sorted equational logic for processes and booleans, while other data types can have
slightly different proof rules, which may include induction principles, quantifier introduction principles,
etc. The proof theory of pCRL [19] consists of proof rules for the data sorts, the rules of equational
logic for the booleans, and the rules of generalized equational logic [18] for the processes. Note that
the rules of generalized equational logic do not allow to substitute terms containing free variables if
they become bound. For example, in axiom (SUM1) we cannot substitute a(d) for x.

Definition 2.5. Two process terms p; and ps are (unconditionally) equivalent (notation p; = pg) if
p1 = p2 is derivable from the axioms of pCRL and boolean identities by using many sorted generalized
equational logic. In this case we write {uCRL, BOOL} - p; = ps. Here BOOL is used to refer to the
specification of the booleans, and the use of equational logic for deriving boolean identities.

Two process terms p; and ps are conditionally equivalent if {uCRL, BOOL, DATA} b p; = pa. Here
DATA is used to refer to the specification of all data sorts involved, and all proof rules that may be
applied.

rT+y=y+zx (A1)

e+ (y+z)=(@+y +2 (A2)
rTt+r==x (A3)
(x+y)-z=z-2+y-2 (A4)
(@-y)-z=x-(y-2) (A5)
r+d==x (A6)

d-x=94¢ (A7)

r-T==1 (B1)
zo(m-(ety)+a) =z (x+y) (B2)

Table 2: Basic axioms of uCRL.

2.2 Systems of Recursion Equations

We assume a fixed and infinite set Procnames = {X,Y,Z, ...} of process names with type information
associated to them. We extend the sort Proc of processes by allowing the process names in P C



zlly=(@|y+ylle)+zly (CM1)
bllz=b-z (CM2)
b-2)ly=0b-(z|y) (CM3)
@ty lz=zz+yl= (CM4)
(b-2) |0 =(b|V) z (CM5)
(W -2)=(|V) (CM6)
(b-z)[ (b -y)=(]V)(z]y) (CM7)
(+y)lz=zlz+y|z (CM8)
el(y+z2)=z|yt+alz (CM9)
a(d) | (d)=~@a)d)ad=d > if(a,a) is defined (CF1)
a(d)|a'(d) =6 otherwise (CF2)
rlb=3d (CT1)
blT=4¢ (CT2)
5lb=0 (CD1)
b= (CD2)

Table 3: Axioms for parallel composition in uCRL.

rdt>y=c (Cond1)
r<f>y=y (Cond?2)
rdeby=x<c>o+y<t-c>o (Cond3)

(<) <ea>d=(z<cr Aea > 0) (Cond4)
(<> d)+(z<ea>d)=c<c1Veab>d (Cond5)
(r<ce>d)-y=(x-y)<c>d (Cond6)
(z+y)<c>d=z<dc>d+ty<dc>d (Cond7)
(x<cexd)ly=(x]|y) <ec>d (Cond8)
(r<ce>d)|y=(z|y)<c>d (Cond9)
z|(y<e>d)=(x|y) e (Cond9’)
(x<e>d) - (y<de>d) =(z-y)<ec>d (Sca)
p<eq(d,e)>0 =ple:=d] <eq(d,e)>6 (PE)

Table 4: Axioms for conditions in yCRL.

Procnames as variables of type D — Proc. The terms in the signature of pCRL extended with P are
further called (uCRL) process terms and the set of all of them is denoted by Terms(P). The free data
variables in a process term are those not bound by ), , occurrences. We write DVar for the set of
all free and bound data variables that can occur in a term.

=

Definition 2.6. A process equation is an equation of the form X(dx:Dx) = gx, where X is a process
R ——

name with a list of data parameters dx:Dx, and gx is a process term, in which only the data variables
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Zm =z (SUM1)
Z r= Z = d)) (SUM2)
Zp Zerp (SUM3)

Zp+q ZP+ZQ (SUM4)
d:D
dp-a)= Zp cx (SUMS5)
d:D
Z ZP (SUMS6)
Z Zp (SUM?)
d:D
> (z|p) =z Zp (SUMT)
d:D
> (0u(p) = 0u( Zp (SUMB)
d:D d:D
=7 _p) (SUMO9)
d: D d:D
(pr(p)) = pR(Zp) (SUM10)
d:D
Zp<lc>6 Zp y<der 6 (SUM12)
d:D

Table 5: Axioms for sums in uCRL.

— — —
from dx may occur freely. We write rhs(X) for gx, pars(X) for dx, and type(X) for Dx.

Definition 2.7. Let P C Procnames be a finite set of process names such that each process name is
uniquely typed. A (finite) non-empty set G of process equations over Terms(P) is called a (finite)
system of process equations if each process name in P occurs exactly once at the left. The set of
process names (with types) that appear within G is denoted as |G| (so, |G| = P). We use rhs(X,G),
pars(X, G) and type(X, G) to refer to the corresponding parts of the equation for X in G.

Although the original definition of a pCRL specification allows to have the same process names
with different types, we do not treat this possibility here as it would make the explanation only more
long-winded.

Definition 2.8. Let G be a finite system of process equa_t)ions, X be a process name in it, and T be
a data term vector of type type(X,G). Then the pair (X( t),G) is called a process definition. We use
the abbreviation (X,G) for (X(pars(X,@)), G).

Example 2.9. Both G; = {X=2a'Y,Y =b-X,Z =X||Y} and G2 = {T(n:Nat) = a(even(n))-T(S(n))}
with even : Nat — Bool as expected and S : Nat — Nat the successor function, are examples of
systems of process equations. All of (X, G1), (T, G2), (T(m),G2) are process definitions.



O(b) =bifb=7or (b=a(d)and a¢ H) (D1)

O (b) = 0 otherwise (D2)

Ou(z +y) = 0u(z) + 0u(y) (D3)

Ou(x-y) =0n () Ou(y) (D4)

Op(r<cr>0)=0(x)<de>d (D5)

(b)) =bifb=5or (h=a(d) and a ¢ I) (T1)

71(b) = 7 otherwise (T2)

mi(z +y) = 71(z) + 71(Y) (T3)

Tr(z-y) = 11(2) - 71(y) (T4)

Tz <Qe>d)=71(x)Qe>0 (T5)

pr(8) =6 (RD)

PR(T) =T (RT)

pr(a(d)) = R()(d) (R1)

pr(z +y) = pr(2) + pr(Y) (R3)

pr(z - y) = pr(z) - pr(Y) (R4)

pr(z<c>0) =pr(r)<c>d (R5)
Table 6: Axioms for renaming operators in uCRL.

@y lz==lL(yl=) (SC1)

rly=vylx (SC3)

(@ly)lz==z|(yl2) (SC4)

zl(ylz)=(zly) = (SC5)

x||d=x-¢ (SCD)

Table 7: Axioms for Standard Concurrency in pCRL.

2.3 Equivalence of Process Definitions

We introduce the notion of equivalence over systems of process equations in a stepwise manner. Let
(1 and G2 be systems of process equations, and assume that the common data sorts of G; and G5 are
equally defined. Let DATA(G1,G2) represents all data specifications occurring in G; and G5 and all
proof rules adopted for these data. We first define (conditional) implication between process terms,
and then the equivalence.

In the following definition, derivations of the form {yCRL, BOOL, DATA}UG; + ¢ are required. In
this case, the axioms from yCRL, BOOL and DATA may be used to derive ¢, as well as the process
equations in G;. However, we restrict derivability by requiring that the (data-parametric) process
names from G are considered as (data-parametric) constants. For example, if G; = {X = a- X}, we
may use X = a - X as an axiom in {CRL, BOOL, DATA} U{X = a- X} F ¢, but X may not be used
as a variable that can be instantiated (e.g., {tCRL, BOOL, DATA} U{X =a-X}l/a=a"a).

Definition 2.10. Let G, G5 be systems of process equations with |G1| = {Xq,...,X,} and |G2| =
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Om, (0m,(x)) = Om,um, (v) (DD)
7 (T (%)) = Thun (2) (TT)
PR, (PRy(T)) = PRioR, (T) (RR)
O (11(z)) = 71 (0m\1()) (DT)
Ou(pr(z)) = pr(Or-1(1)(T)) (DR)
71(pr(x)) = pr(TR-1(1)(2)) (TR)
O(z)=2x (D0)

To(z) = (T0)
PRaua () = (RO)
pr(Ou (7)) = pr, (On(z)) (RDO)
pr(71(2)) = pRY (T1(2)) (RTO)

where Rg(a) for S C ActLab is defined to be equal to a if a € S and to R(a) otherwise.

Table 8: Axioms for combinations of renaming operators.

{Y1,...,Ym}. Let furthermore DATA be such that it contains DATA(G1,G2), i.e., DATA contains
all data sorts and associated proof rules of DATA(G1, Gs).

We say that (X1 (%1 ), G1) conditionally implies (Y1(%3), G2) (notation (X1 (1), G1) = (Y1(%2), G2))
for some (possibly open) data term vectors tl,t_g) over DATA if for j = 1,...,m there is a set of
mappings gy, : type(Y;) — Terms({Xy,...,X,}) such that

{UCRL, BOOL, DATA} UG1 F X1(%,) = gy, (%2) and
Vi e 1...m({uCRL, BOOL, DATAY U G, F

—

gv, (d]) = rhs(Y;) [9h € 1...m Yi(t') i= gv, (t')])

If DATA identities are not used in these derivations we say that (Xl(t_f),Gl) (unconditionally)
implies (Yl(t_{),Gg) (notation (Xl(t—f),Gl) = (Yl(g),Gg)). In case (X(pars(X,G1)),G1) (condi-
tionally) implies (Y(pars(Y,G3)),G2) we say that (X,G1) (conditionally) implies (Y,G2) (notation
(X, G1) = (Y, G2) (X, G1) = (Y, G2))).

The adjective “conditional” could be replaced by “data-dependent”, but we did not do this because
it is used similarly in the guardedness definition (See Section 2.4).

Definition 2.11. Process definition (X(t_1>)7G1) is equwalent to process deﬁnltlon (Y(t 2),G2) (no-
. — — . —
tation (X(7), G1) = (Y(73),Ga)) if both (X(71), G1) = (Y(%3), Ga) and (Y(E3),Ga) = (X(F1), Gr).
Similarly, if (X(pars(X,G1)),G1) = (Y(pars(Y,G2)), G2) we say that (X, Gy) is equivalent to (Y, Ga).
The conditional equivalence (notation =) is defined in the same way.
Finally, G =Gy if |G1| = |G2| and for all X € ‘G1|, (X,Gl) = (X,Gg)

Note that on systems of process equations, the relations = and =, are equivalences, and the rela-
tions = and =, are reflexive and transitive. The following simple examples demonstrate the use of
Definitions 2.11 and 2.10.

Example 2.12. Let G; = {X =a-Y,Y = b X} and G2 = {X = a-b-X}. We can show that
(X,G1) = (X,G2). The implication from left to right can be shown by choosing gx = X. The reverse
direction can be shown by choosing gx = X and gy = b - X.
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Example 2.13. Let G; = {X(b:Bool) = a(b) - X(—b)} and G2 = {Y(n:Nat) = a(even(n)) - Y(S(n))}.
We can show that (X(t),G1) =. (Y(0),G2) by choosing gy(n) = X(even(n)). In this case we need
to show that X(t) = gy(0) (which follows from even(0) = t) and that X(even(n)) = a(even(n)) -
X(even(S(n))). This latter identity follows from X(b) = a(b)-X(—b) and the data identity even(S(n)) =
—even(n). If we assume the existence of a function n : Bool — Nat, defined by n(t) = 0 and n(f) =1,
we can prove that (X(b),G1) =, (Y(n(b)), G2) using the same function gy(n) and the data identities
even(n(b)) = b and even(S(n(b))) = —b, both of which seem reasonable.

We do not have any of the reverse implications: consider the model with carrier set Nat, in which
a(b) is interpreted as 1, and sequential composition as +. Then Y(0) has many solutions, whereas
X(t) has none.

It can be shown that the basic Definition 2.10 characterizes preservation of solutions of a process
definition in every model of pCRL and data identities. For exact definitions and more details on this
subject we refer to [33].

The following lemma shows that by applying a yCRL axiom to the right hand side of an equation
we get an equivalent system.

Lemma 2.14 (Axioms). Let p1,ps be process terms such that py = pa. Let G be a system of process
equations, and X be a process name in it such that py is a subterm of rhs(X,G). Let G' consist of
equations in G, but in the equation defining X an occurrence of p1 is replaced by pa. Then G = G'.

The following lemma shows that by replacing a subterm of the right hand side of an equation by a
fresh process name, and adding the equation for it, we get an equivalent process definition for each
process name in the original system.

Lemma 2.15 (New equation). Let G be a system of process equations, and X be a process name in
—

it. Let p be a subterm of rhs(X, Q) with free data variables d*:D*,... d":D" = d:D in it. LetY be a

process name, Y & |G|. Let G' consist of equations in G, but in the equation defining X an occurrence

of p is replaced by Y(E)), and the equation Y(d_D)) = p is added to G. Then for any Z € |G| we have
(Z,G)=(2,G").

Proof. To prove that (Z,G) = (Z,G’) we take gz(pars(Z)) = Z(pars(Z)) for all Z € |G|, and gy = p.
To prove the other direction we just take gz(pars(Z)) = Z(pars(Z)) for all Z € |G]|. O

The following lemma shows that under certain conditions we can substitute a process name by its
right hand side in a right hand side of an equation.

Lemma 2.16 (Substitution). Let G be a system of process equations, and X be a process name in
—
it. Let Y(t) be a subterm of rhs(X,G) for some Y # X. Let G' consist of equations in G, but in the

equation defining X an occurrence of Y(?) is replaced by rhs(Y, G)[pars(Y,G) := T] Then we have
that G = G'.
Proof. In both directions we take the mappings gx to be the identity mapping. O

The following lemma says that we can add dummy data parameters to a process equation, or remove
such parameters.

Lemma 2.17 (Extra parameters). Let G be a system of process equations, and X be a process
name in it with parameters d*, ..., d"™. Suppose that d* does not occur freely in rhs(X,G). Let G’ be as
G, but the process name X is replaced by X' and pars(X',G') = d*,...,d"=1,d*L ... d". Then for all
Y € |G|AY # X we have (Y,G) = (Y,G’), and (X(d*,...,d"),G) = (X'(d,...,d"" L, diFL ... dY),G").

Proof. In both directions we take the mappings gy (for Y # X) to be the identity mappings. In one
direction gx/ (d, ..., d" 3 d L .. d") = X(dY, ..., d") and gx(dY,...,d") = X/(dY ..., d" L diTY . d").
O
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2.4 Guardedness

In this paper we use a slightly different notion of guardedness than the one in [19].

Definition 2.18. An occurrence of a process name X in a process term p is completely guarded if
there is a subterm p’ of p of the form ¢ - p” containing this occurrence of X, where ¢ is a process term
containing no process names.

A process term is called completely guarded if every occurrence of a process name in it is completely
guarded. Note that a term that contains no process names is completely guarded.

A system of process equations G is completely guarded if for any X € |G|, rhs(X, G) is a completely
guarded term.

Definition 2.19. A process definition (X, G) is (unconditionally) guarded if there is a process defini-
tion (X, G') such that G’ is a completely guarded system of process equations, and (X, G) = (X', G’).

Definition 2.20. Let G be a system of process equations. A Process Name Unguarded-Dependency
Graph (PNUDG) is an oriented graph with the set of nodes |G|, and edges defined as follows: X — 'Y
belongs to the graph if Y is not completely guarded in rhs(X, G).

Lemma 2.21. If the PNUDG of a finite system of process equations G is acyclic, then G is guarded.

Proof. Given a system G we replace each unguarded occurrence of a process name by its right hand
side. By Lemma 2.16 we get an equivalent system. Due to the fact that PNUDG is acyclic, we need
to perform the replacement only finitely many times, and after that we get a completely guarded
system. U

The following example shows that the converse of Lemma 2.21 does not hold.

Example 2.22. System G consisting of one equation X = X < f > § is guarded, but its PNUDG
contains the cycle X — X.

2.5 uCRL Specifications

For the purpose of this paper we restrict to the pCRL specifications that do not contain left merge (||)
and communication (]) explicitly. These operators were introduced to allow the finite axiomatization
of parallel composition (||) in the bisimulation setting, and they are hardly used explicitly in uCRL
specifications.

We consider systems of process equations with the right hand sides from the following subset of
HCRL terms

pr=a(t) [ 6| Y(T) [ p+plpplple | d.plpacep | o) | 70) | pr®) (2.1)
d:D

The combination of the given data specification with a process definition (X(?), Q) of process equa-
tions determines a pCRL specification in the sense as defined in [20]. Such a specification depends on
a finite subset act of ActLab and on comm, an enumeration of « restricted to the labels in act. So
a finite system G implicitly describes a finitary based language.

For a consistent (meaningful) specification, i.e., a Statically Semantically Correct specification,
it is necessary that all objects are specified only once, that all typing is respected and that the
communications in comm are specified in a functional way. Furthermore, the eq functions for the
data sorts should have the following properties:

{DATA,eq(d,e) =t} Fd=e and {DATA,d=ce}l eq(d,e) =t

All data sorts that are introduced during the linearization must have eq functions satisfying these
properties.
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The problem of linearization of a yCRL specification defined by (X(?), G) consists of generation

of a new uCRL specification which
e depends on the same act and comm,

e contains all data definitions of the original one, and, possibly, definitions of the auxiliary data
types,

e is defined by (Z(mx(?))7 L), where L contains exactly one process equation for Z in linear form
(defined later), and my is a mapping from pars(X, G) to pars(Z, L),

such that (X(%),G) = (Z(mx( 7)), L).

It is not possible to linearize a yCRL specification which in unguarded. In this paper we describe
the linearization procedure for specifications, where the system of the equations has acyclic PNUDG.
(Conditionally) guarded systems with cyclic PNUDG are not treated in the current paper. We note
that in some cases cycles can be removed, for example because they are not reachable, or using
properties of data types (cf. [24]). The elimination of cycles is not treated here.

3. Transformation to Parallel Extended Greibach Normal Form

As the input for the linearization procedure we take a pCRL process definition (X(?), G) such that
PNUDG of G is acyclic. In this section we transform G into a system of process equations G4 in
Parallel Extended Greibach Normal Form. The resulting system will contain process equations for all
process names in |G| with the same names and types of data parameters involved, as well as, possibly,
other process equations.

3.1 Normal Forms

Below we define two normal forms for systems of process equations in yCRL: pre-Parallel Extended
Greibach Normal Form (pre-PEGNF) and Parallel Extended Greibach Normal Form. Later on, in
Section 4 we define an even more restricted form called post-Parallel Extended Greibach Normal Form
(post-PEGNF). A system is said to be in one of these forms if all of its equations are in the respective
form.

From this point on we assume that a(?) with possible indices can also be an abbreviation for 7.
This is done to make the normal form representations more concise.

Definition 3.1. A pCRL process equation is in pre-PEGNF if it is of the form:

ZZplaleZ <1cldez) >0

zEI B,

—
where p;(d, e;) are terms of the following syntax:
_
pu=a(t) | o | Y(E) | pplplp | prltri@u@lp) | pa(r(@u(Y(T
A ,uCRL process equation is in PEGNF iff it is of the form:

) =33 aifi(d @) - pilder) < eildier) > 6

))) (3.1)

i€l o) e E;
—_ — —_—
+Y ) a(fi(dye;)) <¢j(dej) > 6
1€ o5

where I and J are disjoint, and all pi((fe;) are terms having the syntax (3.1)
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Note (Sum Notation). Apart from functions ), , p that are included in the syntax of process terms,
we use the following abbreviations. Expression ) -— is an abbreviation for > ;1. 51+ > jn. pn- In case
n =20, Zm p is an abbreviation for p. Expression ), ; p;, where [ is a finite set, is an abbreviation
for p;, +--- 4 ps, such that {i,...,i,} = 1. Incase I =0, Y, ; p; is an abbreviation for .

Note (Conditions). As follows from the above definition, any process equation in (pre-)(post-)PEGNF
must have a condition in each summand. However, this is not a necessary restriction. In case a
summand ¢ does not have a condition, it is an abbreviation for ¢ <t > 6.

We also mention here that pre-PEGNF could be achieved by an algorithm similar to the one pre-
sented in Proposition 7.2 of [13]. There it is proved that every system of equations can be transformed
to a quasi-uniform one by the introduction of new variables. In a quasi-uniform system each equation
has at most one function symbol (in our case one function symbol of sort Proc) in the right hand
side, which means that every such system is in pre-PEGNF. In our case such an algorithm would
generate many more additional equations than necessary, many of which would become unreachable
after performing the transformation in Subsection 3.5.

3.2 Preprocessing

We first transform G into G;. This can be seen as a preprocessing step that possibly renames
bound data variables. For instance >, (3", pa(d)) - b(d)) is replaced by >, ,((>_..za(e)) - b(d)),
_—

where e is a fresh variable. We replace each equation X(dx:Dx) = px in G; with the equation

X(dx:Dx) = S’O({d—;},px)? where Sy : DVar x Terms(|G1]) — Terms(|G1]) is defined in the following
way:

SO(Svf(plv' . 7pn)) - f(SO(Sapl)a o 78’0(5,])”)) if f is not Z
d:D

S So(SU{d},p) ifd ¢S
SO(S,%;]J) — {Zii So(SU{e},pld:=¢]) ifdeS

where e is a fresh variable.
Proposition 3.2. Let Gy be the result of applying the preprocessing to G. Then G1 = G.
Proof. The statement follows from Lemma 2.14 if we apply axiom (SUM2). O

As can easily be seen, the preprocessing step does not increase the size or the number of equations
in the system.

3.3 Reduction by Simple Rewriting

By applying term rewriting we get an equivalent set of process equations to the given one, but with
terms in right hand sides having the more restricted form as presented in Table 9.

The rewrite rules that we apply to the right hand sides of the equations are listed in Tables 10 and 11.
The symbols ), , are treated in this rewrite system as function symbols, not as binders. This is
justified by the fact that we have renamed all nested bound variables, which allows the use of first order
term rewriting. The mapping induced by the rewrite rules for a given system of process equations G
is called rewr : Terms(|G|) — Terms(|G|).

Before applying rewriting we eliminate all terms of the form _ < _ > _ with the third argument
different from 4, with the following rule:

Y£0 = z<cby—ax<c>I+y<d-c>d (RCOND3)

Rewriting is performed modulo the identities presented in Table 12
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— —
pra=a(t) | Y(E) [ pr4pi [ p2-p [ ool | D ps | pa<ic>d | dulps) | 71(po)

d:D

| PR(p7)

poi=a(t) [ Y(O) | pr+p | pe-p | ool | Oulps) | 71(pe) | prpr)
psu=a(t) [ Y(E) [ paop | pillon | Y ps | pa<ie6 | dulps) | 71(ps) | pr(pr)
N d:D
pa=a(t) | Y(E) | p2-p | pillpn | 9ups) | 71(ps) | pr(pr)
ps = Y(T) | pilm
pe = ps | Ou(ps)
Pr = De | TI(PG)
Table 9: Syntax of terms after simple rewriting.
r+d6—x
z||d—x-6
0-x— 90
(Zx)-wZ(w)
d:D d:D

(x<e>d)-y—(x-y)<c>d

> 56
d:D
Dl+y) = > w+) y
d:D d:D

d:D

0<de>d—0
(x+y)<e>d—ax<dc>d+y<dc>d
(Zx)<c>5—>2x<c>5
d:D d:D
(r<de>d)<e>d—ar<deg Acg>0

Table 10: Rewrite rules defining rewr (Part 1).

(RCONDG)
(RSUM1’)

(RSUM4)

(RCONDO')
(RCOND?)

(RSUM12)

(RCOND4)

The optimization rules presented in Table 13 are not needed to get the desired restricted syntactic
form, but can be used to simplify the terms. They could be applied with higher priority than the
rules in Tables 10 and 11 to achieve possible reductions. Note that the rule (RSCA’) could lead to

optimizations only in cases where x is completely guarded, and y or z are not.

Proposition 3.3. The commutative/associative term rewriting system of Tables 10 and 11 is strongly

terminating.

Proof. Termination can be proved using the AC-RPO technique [34] for following order on the oper-

ations:

N
t

Op>1>pr>|>->_<c>d6>> >+>a(t)>4
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Or(a(t)) — 6
orr(a(t)) — a(t)
Ou(T) > 71
Op(6) — ¢
Ou(z+y) — () + 0u(y)
Ou(x-y) — Ou(x) - 0u(y)

Ll
S

ol
/=

==
s
23
<@~
\_/@
~—

3
~~
(]

8

!
(]

3

=

d:D d:D
T <der>d) = 1(x)<e> 0
1 (T (7)) = Trun ()
m1(pr(®)) — pr(TR-1(1)(T))
pr(a(t)) — R@)(T)
PR(T) = T
pr(6) =6
pr(z +y) — pr(2) + pr(Y)
pr(z - y) — pr(z) - pr(Y)

) — pr(z) e d
PR, (PRQ(J')) - pRloRz(x)

15

ifaeH (RD2
ifa¢ H (

)
)
)
)
ifacT (RT2)
ifadl (RT1)
)
)
)
)
)

Table 11: Rewrite rules defining rewr (Part 2).

Lemma 3.4. For any process term p not containing p1 < ¢ > pa, where py # 0, we have that rewr(p)

has the syntax defined in Table 9.

Proof. Let ¢ = rewr(p). It can be seen from the rewrite rules that they preserve the syntax (2.1).
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r+y=y—+x
t+y+z)=(@+y +=
(-y)z=xz-(y-2)
lly=ylla
|l (yllz)=(ly) =z

Table 12: The rewriting is performed modulo these identities.

r+ax—x (RA3)

rde>xr—x (RCONDO)
r<dt>y—z (RCOND1)
r<f>y—y (RCOND2)
r<dei>oitarx<dce>d—r<dciVea>o (RCONDS5)
(r1<ce>ax2) - (Y1 <de>ys) = o1 -y <> Tg - Yo (RSCA)
x-(y<Qe>z)—r-yde> -z (RSCA’)

71(0n () — 71\n (On (7)) (RTD)
pr(11(0m(2))) = PR1H (T1(0H(2))) (RRTD)
pr(r1(2)) — pry (71(2)) (RRT")

Pr(9H(x)) = pry (OH(2)) (RRD)

Op(z) — x (RDO)

To(2) = x (RT0)

PR (T) = T (RRO)

where Rg(a) for S C ActLab is defined to be equal to a if a € S and to R(a) otherwise.

Table 13: Optimization rules.

Suppose ¢ does not satisfy the syntax defined in Table 9. All of the possibilities for ¢ that exist imply
that ¢ is reducible. We give some of the possibilities below; for the rest the appropriate rules can be
easily found in Table 11.

e ¢ =0+ p;. Can be reduced by (RA6).

e ¢ =20 p1. Can be reduced by (SC6).

e ¢ =¢-p;. Can be reduced by (RA7).

e ¢= (> 4pp1)-p2. Can be reduced by (RSUMS5).

e g=(p1 <cr>d)-ps. Can be reduced by (RCONDG).
® ¢=73 ,po. Can be reduced by (RSUML').

® ¢=2 4p(P1+p2). Can be reduced by (RSUM4).

e g =0<cr>d. Can be reduced by (RCONDO).



3. Transformation to Parallel Extended Greibach Normal Form 17

e ¢ = (p1 + p2) <c> 4. Can be reduced by (RCONDT).
e ¢=(>4pp1) <c> 6. Can be reduced by (RSUMI12).
o ¢g=(p1 <c¢1>0)<cg > 0. Can be reduced by (RCOND4).

Proposition 3.5. Let Go be the result of applying the rewriting to G1. Then Gs = G1.

Proof. Taking into account that G; does not contain nested occurrences of bound variables, each
rewrite rule is a consequence of the axioms of yCRL. By Lemma 2.14 we get Go = G;. O

As a result of applying simple rewriting the number of equations obviously remains the same. The
right hand sides of the equations may grow in a linear fashion with respect to the number of operation
symbols of sort Proc occurrences. This is because a number of rules copy operation symbols when
distributing over + or - (for example the rule (RSUM4) copies the summation symbol). It can be
checked that the total number of +,- and || occurrences does not increase during the rewriting (except
for certain optimization rules). Therefore the number of such copyings is linear in the term size. The
number of occurrences of action labels and process names does not increase during the rewriting.

3.4 Adding New Process Equations

In this step we reduce the complexity of terms in the right hand sides of the G5 equations even further
by the introduction of new process equations. In some cases we take a subterm of a right hand side
and substitute it by a fresh process name parameterized by (at least) all free variables that appear in
that subterm. As the result we get a system of process equations G3 with equations in pre-PEGNF.
Such a transformation can be performed for all equations X(dx:Dx) = px by replacing them with
X(dx:Dx) = S1(dx:Dx, px).

The transformations S; and S5 are defined in the Table 14, where fresh_var represents a fresh
process name, and add represents addition of the equation to the resulting system. Formally, S; and
So induce operations S, and S that operate on sets of equations and are defined in the expected way
(those operations actually transform the system of recursive equations).

The transformation Sy distributes over all operations that preserve the form of right hand side of
equations in pre-PEGNF. These are all operations except for parallel and sequential compositions,
hiding, renaming and encapsulation, for which we apply the transformation Ss. The transformation
Sy distributes over all operations that preserve the syntax (3.1). These are all operations except for
alternative composition, sums and conditions, for which we introduce new equations, as preserving
them would break pre-PEGNF. In the following we provide a simple example of the transformation.

Example 3.6. Let G = {X(d:D) = a(d) - (b(d) + X(f(d)))} be a given system of process equations.
After applying the transformation S; we get the system G’ = {X(d:D) = a(d) - Y(d),Y(d:D) =
b(d) + X(f(d))} which is in pre-PEGNF.

Proposition 3.7. The functions S1 and Ss are well-defined.

Proof. Using the order on the operations S; > +,51 > Y,S2 > -, 52 > |, S2 > pr, S2 > 77,52 > O
it can be shown that infinite recursion is not possible for any admissible arguments given. O

Lemma 3.8. All process equations in Gs are in pre-PEGNF.

Proof. Tt is easy to see that Sy produces terms that satisfy the syntax (3.1) from Definition 3.1.
The transformation S; can add only +, Y or <> operations to them at the correct places, with

regard to the syntax (3.1). The only interesting transformation to consider is S (S, > 4D p) —



18

S>(8,a(%)) —a(t)
_ S2(S5,0) — 0
$i(5,a(1)) — ( ) $2(8,X(T)) = X(T)
(ié) So(S,p1 - p2) — S2(S,p1) - S2(5, p2)
S1(S,X(t)) — ( ) So(S,p1 || p2) — S2(S,p1) || S2(S, p2)
S1(8,p1 - p2) — S2(S,p1 - p2) S2(S,p1 + p2) — (Y := fresh_var)(S);
5105, p1 [ p2) — S2(5,p1 || p2) add (Y(S) = S: (S
Sl(s?pl +p2)_)Sl(S7p1)+Sl(S7p2) ( ( ) 1( ’p1+p2))

Sa(S,p<aer>d) — (Y := fresh_var)(S);
add (Y (S) = S1(S,p < cr>0))
Sa (S,Zp) — (Y := fresh_var)(S);

S1(S,p<er>9) — Sa(S,p) e o

si(s.3p) - Zsl S & d:D,p)
d:D

S (57 aH(p)) - 52(57 aH(p)) d:D add [ Y(S) = S, S,
S1(8,71(p)) — S2(S, 71(p)) ( ) ( Zd:Dp))
S1(S, pr(p)) — S2(S, pr(p)) 52(5,0m(p)) — Ou(52(S,p))

S2(8,71(p)) — 71(S2(5,p))
S2(8, pr(p)) — pPr(S2(S; D))

Table 14: Transformations S; and Ss.

Y apS1(S&d:D,p), as we need to show that p is not of the form p; + po. This follows from the fact
that p satisfies the syntax defined in Table 9. O

Proposition 3.9. For any process name X in Go we have (X, G3) = (X, G2).
Proof. The statement follows from Lemma 2.15. O

The transformation described in this subsection does not increase the size of terms. The number of
process equations may increase linearly in the size of terms in the original system.

3.5 Guarding

Next we transform the equations of G3 to PEGNF. To this end, we use the function guard : DVar x
Terms(|G|) — Terms(|G|), which replaces unguarded occurrences of process names with the right
hand sides of their defining equations. It is defined as follows:

guard( Z Z p; < > 5) = rewr(z Z guard (S U {?{},pi) ¢ > 5)

i€l ;g i€l o
quard(S,a(1)) = a(7)
guard(S,0) =46
guard(S,Y(?)) = guard (S, So (S \ {pars(Y)}, rhs(Y)) [pars(Y) = 7])
guard(S,p1 - p2) = rewr(simpl(guard(S,pl) -p2))
guard(S, pr o 71 0 O (p)) = rewr (pr o 71 © Oy (quard (S, p)))
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guard (S, p1 || p2) = rewr(simpl(guard(&pl) | p2) + simpl(guard(S, p2) | p1)

+ simpl(guard(S,pl) | guard(S,pg)))

Here we use the function rewr from Subsection 3.3 and the function Sy from Subsection 3.2. The
function guard keeps track of the free variables that can occur in a term that is being guarded. In case
we do the replacement of a process name by the right hand side of its defining equation (fourth clause),
we first rename its bound variables so that they do not become bound twice, then we substitute the
values of the parameters, and then apply guard to the resulting term. The function simpl is defined

as follows:

simpl((ZZai(ti pz<ch>5+ZZa] j <lc]>5) )

iEIeT—:E'—; jEJ E;
:ZZai(ti)- <10l>6+22a3 j p<cj>(5
iGIE jE]

simpl((ZZai(ti pl<101>5+ZZaJ <1cJ>5) Up>

iel;—E_Z je‘]e o
—ZZ ti) pz‘|p)<lcz\>5+zza]t_j) p<16]\>5
€l e E, i€l B o B,

simpl<(z Z fl d €:)) pi(cre;) < ci(cre;) >4

el e B, NN N
30D (i (dre)) S e(die) o 6)
jeJ—E;

(ZZ pz(ﬁ)<c(f)>5

ZGI/ ey

Ry Z Z . y<ad, (f)m&))

JjeJ T
;B

S Y e a)Feden) - (peldien) || mlde)))

(k,Z)EI"/I’ B I 5 —_ — _
ket A Fuldren) = f1(de}) Aer(dren) Aej(de)) > 6

— — —
+ 0> Y @k (fild er) - pr(d,er)
T O o= - ., .
el B den) = f(d el Aer(dyen) A(d el > 8

Y Y e n(d.d)

(keI 5 . f — - — - —
er BBy N ]T;;(d, er) = fi(d',e)) Neg(d,ex) Aey(dep) >0

+ Y Y Aekma(frlder)

(k,l)EJ"/J’ B 7o N _ _
BB g doer) = FI(d€)) Aer(den) Acl(d,e)) > §

where PyQ = {(p,q) € P x Q | v(ap,a;) is defined}. The function simpl shows that for any term

p! and p?

in the form of a right hand side of an equation in PEGNF, and for any term p having

syntax (3.1) we can transform p! - p, p' [ p and p! | p? to the form of a right hand side of an equation
in PEGNF by applying the axioms of pCRL.



20
Proposition 3.10. For any finite system Gg in pre-PEGNF with acyclic PNUDG, and any process
name X in it, the function guard is well-defined on rhs(X,G3).

Proof. Let n be the number of equations in G3. The only clause that makes the argument of guard
larger is the third one. Due to the fact that PNUDG is acyclic, this rule cannot be applied more than
n times deep (otherwise for some process name Z we would have a cycle). O

We define the system G4 in the following way. For each equation

X(@dD) =" 3" pild,e;) acilde) > 6

. i€l oo F;
in G5 we add o

X(d—>D) = guard({z}, Z Z pi(cTe;) < Ci(ﬂm) > 5)
to G4. el el—E:

Lemma 3.11. The equations in G4 are in PEGNF.

Proof. Due to Proposition 3.10 we can apply induction on the definition of guard. The second and
third clause of the guard definition are the induction base and they are trivially in PEGNF. The fourth
clause is also trivial. In the first clause the only rules in Tables 10 and 11 that can be applied are
(RCONDY7), (RSUM12), (RCOND4) and (RSUM4), which bring the right hand side to the desired
form. (In case the inner guard returns ¢, the rewrite rules that can be applied are (RCOND(),
(RSUMY’) and (RAG).)

For the sixth clause rewr can be applied with all the rules for renaming, hiding and encapsulation,
which preserve PEGNF. For the fifth and seventh clauses we use the fact that simpl produces terms
in PEGNF. O

Proposition 3.12. Let G3 and G4 be defined as above. Then G3 = Gy.

Proof. Tt was already noted before that the transformations performed by rewr and Sy are derivable
from the axioms of pCRL. It is easy to see that the transformations performed by simpl are derivable
from the axioms as well. According to Lemma 2.16 and Lemma 2.14 all transformations performed
by guard lead to equivalent systems. We note that care has been taken to rename some data variables
during the substitution (in the third clause of guard definition) in order to make the substitution and
the following applications of the axioms sound. O

The transformation performed in this step does not increase the number of equations, but their
sizes may grow exponentially, due to application of (A4). An example of such an exponential growth
can be found in [21]. We also note that similar growth is possible due to application of axioms (CM4)
for the left merge, and (CM8) and (CM9) for communication.

Summarizing, the initial and the current uCRL specification are related by (X, G) = (X, Gy), and
we have not added any extra data type definitions to the current specification up till now.

4. From PEGNF to One Equation

In this section we transform the system of process equations G4 in PEGNF (cf. Definition 3.1) into
G7 which consists of a single process equation in post-PEGNF with a specially constructed parameter
list.
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4.1 Transformation to post-PEGNF
First, we transform all equations of G4 into post-PEGNF.

Definition 4.1. A uCRL process equation is in post-PEGNF iff it is of the form:

V=33 a(fide) pild,er) <ci(dier) > 6

zEIeE
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where I and J are disjoint, and all pi(d,—ez ) are terms of the following syntax:

) (4.1)

In order to do this we need to eliminate all actions and § that appear in terms p; in PEGNF. This
is achieved by introducing a new process name X, for each action a that occurs inside the process
terms p;, with parameters corresponding to those of the action (and a new process name X for §).

N
t

p=YE) [ p-p|olp | pri@ua@|p) | prlrr(da(Y(

Thus we add equations X, (da:D,) = a(d_;) and Xs = § to the system, and replace the occurrences of
—
actions a( ) by Xa( t), and & by Xs.

Proposition 4.2. Let the system G5 of process equations be obtained after postprocessing the system
G4 as described above. Then for all X € |G4| we have (X,G5) = (X,G4) and G5 is in post-PEGNF.

Proof. According to Lemma 2.15 this transformation is correct and leads to a system that obviously
is in PEGNF. O

As a possible optimization during this postprocessing step, the following slightly different strategy
can be applied. If we encounter a subterm a-Y in p;, we replace it by a new process name (with
parameters for both a and Y), and add the equation for it to the system. This optimization goes
along the lines of a regular linearization procedure (see the Conclusions), which is a more general case
of such an optimization.

It is also possible to eliminate renaming, hiding and encapsulation operations that do not have
parallel composition in their arguments by introducing more terms of the form pgr(77(9(p1 || p2))),
thus removing pr(77(0n (Y(?)))) from the grammar (4.1). This can be done by introducing a fresh
process name Z for every different pr(77(0n (Y(?)))) together with the defining equation Z(dy:Dy) =
pr(T1(0n (Y(?)))) By taking the rhs(Y) and applying the rewrite rules for the renaming operators
we either get rid of the construct, or get a new instance of it, possibly with different R, I, and/or H.
Given the fact that the set of actions is finite, the number of different R, I, and H is also finite, and
therefore we cannot introduce an infinite number of fresh process names in this way.

An interesting question is whether we can eliminate pr(77(0m (p1 ||p2))) by introducing more process
equations and renamings of the form pgr(77(0g(Y(t)))). An interesting example would be X =
a- 8{b}(X I 8{b}(X || X)) with v(a,a) = a.

It remains an interesting question whether all renaming operations can be eliminated without the
use of infinite data types. We conjecture that it is not possible. The partial elimination of renaming
operators do not lead to simplifications of the data type that we need to encode. Total elimination of
renaming operations would provide such a simplification.

4.2 Formal Parameters Harmonization

In this subsection we make the formal parameters of all fCRL process names in G5 uniform, in order
to compress all equations in one. This harmonization is defined by the following steps.
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1. We rename the data variables with the same names but with different types in different processes.
This can easily be done (see Section 3.2).

B
2. We create the common list of data parameters d:D by taking the set of all data parameters in
all equations, and giving some order to it.

—
3. For each process name X in G we define a mapping My from its parameter list Dx to the common

>,
parameter list D. This mapping is such that each newly created parameter is a constant. (Recall
that a correct pCRL specification contains constants for each declared data sort.)

4. Then we replace all left hand sides of process equations X(dx:Dx) by X(d:D), and all process
—

terms of the form Y(T) in right hand sides of process equations by Y(My( t)).

Proposition 4.3. Let the system Gg of process equations be obtained after harmﬂ}ization of the
—
system G5 as described above. Then for all X € |G5| we have (X(Mx(dx)),Gs) = (X(dx), Gs).

Proof. By Lemma 2.17 it follows that this transformation yields an equivalent system of equations. [

We remark that a more optimal strategy in terms of the number of data parameters, than ‘global
harmonization’, is to merge as many parameters as possible. This can be achieved by renaming
parameters of some processes so that they match the parameters of other processes, and therefore are
not introduced in the general parameter list. In this case the number of parameters of some type s in
the general list will be the maximal number of parameters of this type in an equation. A drawback of
this optimization is the fact that we may lose parameter name information for some process names.

4.3 Making One Process Equation

In this subsection we combine n pCRL process equations from Gg with the same formal parameters
into one equation. This is done by adding a data parameter s:StateN that represents the process
names from |Gg| to the parameters; adding a condition to each summand of each equation which
checks that the value of data parameter s is the appropriate one; and combining all right hand sides
into one alternative composition. The data type StateN is an enumerated data type with equality
predicate. Natural numbers could be used for StateN. A finite data type is sufficient though.

More precisely, let Gg be a system of n uCRL process equations in (post-)PEGNF with the same
formal parameters.
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We define the system G7 as a single (post-)PEGNF process equation in the following way:

—
X(s:StateN, d:D)
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where S(XS(7)) = X(s, ?) and distributes over -, ||, pr, 77 and Jy.

Proposition 4.4. Let Gg and CiZ be as defined above, and let Stateﬁ enumerate 1,;. ,n. Then for
any s:StateN, data term vector t, and any X® € |G| we have (X(s, t),G7) =c (X*( t),Gs).

Proof. The equivalence is easy to derive with the following functions: gxl( ) = X(i, T ) for each
=
i:StateN, and gx(s, 7) = X®( t ). Note that identities of sort StateN are used in the derivations. O
Summarizing, for any X® from the initial 4CRL specification we have
— —
(X*(1),G) = (X(s, Mx: (1)), G7)

and the current specification additionally contains definitions of the StateN data type.

5. Introduction of Lists-of-Multisets

The final step in the linearization of pCRL processes consists of the introduction of a data parameter,
that allows to model sequential and parallel compositions of process names with parameters, as a single
process term. The data parameter should also encode renaming, hiding and encapsulation operations.
In the case that no such sequential or parallel composition occurs in the equation, we do not apply
this step. The renaming, hiding and encapsulation operations can, in this case, be eliminated using
the transformation described in Section 4.1. We note that if no parallel composition operations were
present, we could also eliminate the renaming, hiding and encapsulation operations and arrive at the
pCRL case (see [21]). In this case the stack data type would be sufficient.

Definition 5.1. A process equation is called a Linear Process Equation (LPE) if it is of the form

) =" ai(fi(doen) - X(Fi(dr ) < ildyeq) > 6
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—_—
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where I and J are disjoint sets of indices.

For the particular transformation described here, it is necessary that the process equation to be
transformed has data parameters. This need not be the case after application of all preceding trans-
formation steps. For instance the equation X = a-X-...- X + b does not have a data parameter. In
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this case we add a dummy data parameter (over a singleton data type, cf. Lemma 2.17) to apply the
following transformation.

In the case of pCRL processes the data type needed was a stack (see Subsection 4.3 [21]). The case
of nCRL is complicated in the following ways.

e Parallel composition is present in addition to sequential composition.

e Instead of a single process that was ready to be executed in the sequential case, we can have
many parallel components represented by their state vectors, and the number of components
can change during process execution.

e The components may communicate; thus simultaneous execution of two (handshaking) or more
(multi-party communication) components is possible.

e The renaming, hiding and encapsulation operations can influence the way in which a component
(or more than one of them) can be executed.

As a first step we consider the case with handshaking and no renaming, hiding and encapsulation
operations; after that we add these operations, and finally outline the multi-party communication case.
This is done in order to divide the explanation of the data type into smaller and more understandable
parts. In addition to that, for each particular specification the appropriate data type can be used,
depending on presence of the renaming operations and the type of communication used.

5.1 Parallel and Sequential Compositions with Handshaking

Assuming that no renaming operators are present, let G7 contain a single pCRL process equation in
post-PEGNEF:

X(@D) =Y 3 ai(fi(de)) - pilds ) S caldyei) o 6

i€l ei:Ei

— e (5~1)
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where p;(d, e;) are terms of the following syntax:
—
pu=X(t) [ p-p|plp (5.2)

The form above differs from the LPE in having the sequential and parallel compositions of recursive
calls instead of a single recursive call. We define the data type State (Appendix C.1) to represent the

state vector d:D. It is a simple tuple data type, that has a constructor state : D — State, projection
functions pr; : State — D;, equality predicate, if-then-else construction, and a greater-than predicate
gt.1

The data type LM is used to represent a list containing state vectors d and /or multisets of elements
of type LM . For the latter multisets we use the data type ML (see Appendix C.2 for the implemen-
tation details). The main idea is to represent a number of associative sequential compositions as a
list, and a number of associative parallel compositions as a multiset. These lists and multisets can
be nested up to arbitrary depth, as the terms can contain arbitrarily nested parallel and sequential
compositions. A single state vector is represented as the list containing it. Thus the sort LM has
three constructors:

N
11n the text, often we do not distinguish between D and State, and do not use state and pr;, but use vector notation
instead.
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e LMO :— LM, representing the empty list,

o seql : State x LM — LM, with seql(d, lm) representing the list with the state vector d added
as the head of Im,

o seqM : ML x LM — LM, with seqM (ml, Im) representing the list with the multiset mi added
as the head of Im,

and the sort ML has two constructors:
o ML : LM — ML, representing the multiset containing one list Im,
e par: LM x ML — ML, with par(lm, ml) representing the multiset with the list Im added to ml.

We note however, that with these constructors we can have different terms representing the same
semantical value. For instance the following equivalent terms can be identified using the definitions
in Appendix C.2:

o seqM(ML(LMO0), Im) = Im,
o seqgM (ML(seql(d,lm1)),lm) = seql (d, conc(lm1,lm)),

o seqM (ML(segM (ml,Im1)),lm) = seqgM (ml, conc(Im1,1lm)),
ML(segM (ml, LM0)) = ml,

o par(LMO,ml) = ml,

o par(im, ML(im1)) = par(Im1, ML(im)),

o par(seqM (ml, LM0), ml1) = comp(ml, mil),

where the functions conc and comp are explained below. The first three identities are due to the
fact that a multiset at the left hand side of a sequential composition is only needed if it contains at
least two elements. The fourth identity says that putting a multiset into a list and then putting this
list into a multiset does not change anything. The sixth identity is due to commutativity of parallel
composition. The fifth and the last one say that a list at the left hand side of a parallel composition
is only needed if it contains at least two elements.

There are more such identities, and we want to operate with the right hand sides of these identities
only. We define the normal forms for lists and multisets in the following way. A term of sort LM is
in normal form if it is in one of the following three forms:

e LMO,

o seql(d,Im),

o seqM (ml,Im),
where

e d is a term of sort State,

e [/m is a term of sort LM in normal form,

e ml is a term of sort ML in normal form having par as its outermost symbol.
A term of sort ML is in normal form if it is in one of the following two forms:

o ML(Im),
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e par(Imy,...par(lmy, ML(Imy41))...),
where for alli € {1,...,n+ 1}:
e Im,lm; are terms of sort LM in normal form, and not of the form seqM (ml, LM0),
o Im; # LMO,
o —gt(lmy,lm;qq).

The gt function (greater than) is defined on LM and ML using the function g¢ on the sort State.
Preservation of normal forms is achieved by defining auxiliary functions that guarantee the gener-
ation of normal forms only, if the arguments are in normal forms:

e conc: LM x LM — LM,
e conp: ML x LM — LM,
e mkml: LM — ML,

e comp : ML x ML — ML.

The first one is used to concatenate two lists. The second — to prepend a multiset to a list. The third —
to make a multiset out of a list, and the last one — to concatenate two multisets. The implementation
of these functions can be found in Appendix C.2. It can be shown by induction that if the arguments
of the auxiliary functions are in normal form, then the result also rewrites to a term in normal form.
In addition, this property can be shown for all functions in C that generate terms of sort LM or ML.

Preservation of normal forms gives us a simple way to define equality on the LM and ML data
types. We can also check that the following properties are preserved for any /m and ml in normal
form:

o mkml(conp(ml, LM0)) = ml,
o conp(mkmli(lm), LM0) = Im.

We use the functions seqc and parc to represent sequential and parallel compositions on the sort
LM, respectively. The following properties of these functions can be checked, under the assumption
that all arguments are in normal form: associativity of segc, associativity and commutativity of pare,
LMO is zero element for both functions. R

For each term p; from equation (5.1) we construct the term mklm;[p;] : State x E; — LM, which
gives us a way to represent the terms p; as the terms of sort LM, in the following way:

mkIm; [X( )] (ta te,) = seql (T |d, e; := ta, Lo.], LMO)
mklm; [p' - p?](tq, te,) = seqe(mklm;[p'](tq, t.,), mklm;[p®](tq, t.,))
mklm; [p! || p*](ta, te,) = parc(mklm;[p'](tq, te, ), mklm, [p?](tq, te. )

As an example, if pi = (X(n) || X(s(n))) - X(s(s(n))), then mklm;[p;](n) = ({n, s(n)}, s(s(n))) (or as
a term seqM (par(seql (n, LM0O), ML(seql (s(n), LMO0)), seq1 (s(s(n)), LMO0)))).

As explained earlier, the data type LM represents a nesting of sequential and parallel compositions
of the state vectors of process X defined by equation (5.1). For a given Im:LM, an important notion
is the multiset of the state vectors of X that are ready to be executed. In other words, these are state
vectors of X that are not prepended by other state vectors of X with a sequential composition. We call
this multiset of state vectors of X from Im the first layer of im. More formally, an occurrence of d:State
belongs to the first layer of Im if Im has no subterm of the form seq! (dy, Imy) or segM (mly, Im,) such
that this occurrence of d is in Im;.
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The following functions involving the notion of the first layer are used in the definitions of the
resulting LPE:

lenf : LM — Nat — the number of elements in the first layer
getfl : LM x Nat — D — get n-th element

replfli : LM x Nat x LM — LM — replace n-th element with an Im

remfl : LM x Nat — LM — remove n-th element

replf2 : LM x Nat x Nat x LM x LM — LM  — replace two elements

replremf2 : LM x Nat x Nat x LM — LM — replace one and remove the other element
remf2 : LM x Nat X Nat — LM — remove two elements

As can be seen from the implementation (Appendix C.2), removing an element from an Im:LM is
equivalent to replacing it with LM0. In the example considered earlier, we have two elements in the
first layer, where n is has number zero, and s(n) has number one.

Assume the system G7 consists of process equation X as defined in (5.1). We can now define a
system L consisting of process equation Z, that mimics the behavior of X, in the following way:

Z(Ilm:LM) =
Z Z Z fl (getf1(Im,n), e;)) - Z(replf1 (Im,n, mklm;[p;](getf! (Im,n),e;)))

i€l n:Nat o 5
_
<an < lenf(Im) A c;(getfl (Im,n),e;) > §

Jrz Z Z aj fJ getf1(lm n) e;)) - Z(remfI (Im,n))

jeJ n: Nat—;
-
<n < lenf(Im) A remf1 (Im,n) # () A c;(getfl (Im,n),e;) > 6

+3°5° 3 8y (F (getfi (tm,n), e;))

jEJn:Natﬁ
-
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+ Y>> N Z (ar, a0) (Fu(getf1 (im, ), en)) - Z(remf2(lm, n, m))

(k l)€ J~J n:Nat m: Nat = en:En el El

an <mAm < lenf(lm) A ]Tk}(getf] (Im,n),ex) = E)(getfl (lm,m), e))
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where PyQ = {(k,l) € P x Q | v(ak, a;) is defined}.

The first three sets of summands of the equation represent the singular executions of the ready
components (elements of the first layer), which are sometimes called interleavings. The process Z(Im)
can execute any action the original process X(E)) can execute, provided that E) belongs to the first
layer of Im. After that the state of Z becomes Im with the first layer occurrence of d replaced by the
LM representation of the resulting parallel/sequential composition generated from the terms p; taken
from the equation for X. The second and third sets represent the case where the ready component
terminates. In this case we remove the component from /m and, depending on whether this was the
last element of Im, either terminate, or not.

The last four sets of summands represent the dual executions of the ready components by means
of synchronous Commumcatlon of them, sometimes called handshakmgs Here we take two different
ready components, say d and @ and execute the actions that X( )| X(d’ ) could execute. These
are the actions that communicate and have equal parameter vectors. Due to the commutativity
of communication function and parallel composition, it is enough to consider only ordered pairs of
elements of the first layer (that is why the condition n < m is present if both components perform
terminating actions of X, or both do not). In order to determine the next state of Z, we either replace

both of the components by the future behavior of both X(E)) and X(?)7 respectively (fourth set of
summands), or replace one and remove the other (fifth set), or remove both components (last two
sets). The last two sets of summands only differ in the fact that the first one does not terminate, and
the second one does. This behavior is determined on whether the two communicating components
were the last two elements of Im, or not.

The following theorem states the correctness of our construction.

Theorem 5.2. (X(d),Gr) = (Z(seql (d ,LM0)), L).

Proof. The statement can be proved similarly to Proposition 49 in [21]. Here we define gz in the
following way:

gz(lm) =5 <alm = ()>
e
(X(getf1(Im,0)) < remf1 (Im,0) = ()>
—_—
(X(getft (Im,0)) - gz(remf1(Im,0)) < lenf (Im) = 1>

(gz(getfim(lm)) || gz(remfim(lm)) < —is_seq(Im)r>
(9z(getfim(im)) || gz(remflm(getseql(Im)))) - gz(getseqr(im)))))

with the additional functions (see Appendix C.2 for precise definitions) having the following meaning:

e is_seq(lm) is a predicate that checks if Im is a sequential composition of two non-empty LMs;
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e getflm(im) returns the first element of the first multiset of the list Im (undefined in case there
is no first multiset in im);

e remflm(Ilm) removes the above mentioned element;

o getseql(lm) and getseqr(Im) split Im into two sequential parts, with the former one returning the
first multiset and the latter one returning the rest (undefined in case there is no first multiset
in Im).

From this definition, assuming Im # (), it can be shown that for any n > 0:

gz(seql (d,LM0)) = X(d)

g2(seq1 (d . 1m)) = X(d) - gz(Im)

gz(seqM (par(lmy, . .. par(Im,, ML(Imp41)) ... ), LMO)) = gz(Im1) || - - || 9z(imp+1)
gz(seqM (par(lmy, ... par(lmp, ML(lmp11)) ... ), im)) = (9z(Ima) || - - - || gz(lmn 1)) - gz(Im)

Furthermore, we can show that for all the terms p; from the equation (5.1)
— - —
gz(mklm;[p;]( t)) = pi[d,e; := t]

Using all these facts, correctness of necessary proof obligations can be derived from the axioms of
#CRL and the data types defined in Appendix C. O

5.2 Renaming Operators

In this subsection we still assume that only handshaking communication is possible, but allow the
renaming operations to be present. Taking into account that x = pr,,,,., (79(9g(x))), where Ractrap
is the identity mapping, we assume that G contains a single uCRL process equation in post-PEGNF
of the following form:

X(dD) =33 ai(fi(d.er) - pilder) <cildier) > 6
i€l 25
—_ — — (5-3)
+30 > aifi(diey) Qei(dieg) >
i€ o E;
where pi(cTe; ) are terms of the following syntax:
p=p-p | pr(m@u(X())) | pr(r1(0u(p | p)) (5.4)

We reuse the State data type defined in the previous subsection and extend the LM and ML data
types to contain information about renaming operations surrounding a recursive call or a parallel
composition, which we call annotation (cf. Appendix C.3).

To capture the annotations in the form of a data type, we first need to turn actions into a data
type. Let the set of action labels ActLab be equal to {ap,...,a,}. We define the data types Act,
ActSet, ActMap and Annote (see Appendix C.3), to represent actions, sets of actions, mappings of
actions, and triples (R, I, H), respectively. For each action label a € ActLab we define mka(a] :— Act
to be equal to a(i), where 4 is such that a = a;. For each S C ActLab we define mkas[S] :— ActSet
such that mkas[{ay,...,a,}] = add(mkalag],...add(mkala,,], ActSet0) ...). For every well-defined
action renaming function R (cf. Definition 2.3) we define mkam|[R] :— ActMap to have the property
that for any action a € Act appl(mkala], mkam[R]) = mka[R(a)], where appl : Act x ActMap — Act
gives the result of application of a mapping to an action label.

The data types ALM (annotated LM) and AML (annotated ML) have the same constructors as
LM and ML, respectively, with the following two type differences that concern the annotations:



30

e seql : Annote x State x ALM — ALM, with seqI (ann,d, Im) representing the list with the state
vector d, annotated with ann, added to the head of Im,

e par : Annote x ALM x AML — AML, with par(ann, lm, ml) representing the multiset with the
list Im added to ml and this parallel composition annotated with ann.

Normal forms of the ALM and AML terms are defined as follows. A term of sort ALM is in normal
form if it is of the form:

o ALMO,

o seql(ann,d,lm),

o segM (ml,lm),
where

e d is a term of sort State and ann is a term of sort Annote,

e [m is a term of sort ALM in normal form,

e ml is a term of sort AML in normal form having par as outermost symbol.
A term of sort AML is in normal form if it is of the form:

o AML(Im),

e par(anny,lmy,...par(ann,, imy,, AML(Im,11)) ... ),
where for all i € {1,...,n+1}:

e [m,Im; are terms of sort ALM in normal form, not of the form
seqM (par(Ann0,Im/, ml), ALMO0),

o Im; # ALMO,
e [m, is not of the form seqM (ml, ALMO),
] ﬁgt(lmi, lmi+1).

The gt function (greater than) is defined on ALM and AML using the functions g¢ on the sorts State
and Annote.

As in the case without annotations, normal forms are preserved by the auxiliary functions conc,
conp, mkml and comp. In addition to that we have the function annote to emulate the application of
the renaming operations to an ALM. The preservation of normal forms can be shown for all functions
that generate terms of sort ALM or AML. Also, the properties of combinations of mkml and conp,
as well as the properties of seqc and parc compositions are also valid in the setting with annotations.
It is also easy to check that annote distributes over segc.

For each term p; from the equation for X we construct the term mklm;[p;] : State x EZ — ALM in
the following way:

kg [pr (77 (D (X(1)] (s Ee;) =
seql (ann(mkam|R], mkas|I], mkas[H]), t [d e; :=tq, te ] LMO0)

mklm;[p! - p?|(tg, €;) = seqc(mklml[pl](td, s mklml[pQ}(td, )

]
mkIm; [pr (71 (O (" || p*)] (Fas te,) =
parc(ann(mkam[R], mkas|I], mkas[H]), mklm;[p' ](td, s mklm,[pg](ﬁ))
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As an example, if p; = pr(dg (X(n) | X(s(n)))) - 71(Dar, (X((s(n))))), then

mklm;[p;](n) = seqM (par(ann(mkam[R], ActSet0, mkas[H]), seql (Ann0,n, LM0),
ML(seq1(Ann0,s(n), LM0))), seql (ann(ActMap0, mkas[I|, mkas[H;]), s(s(n)), LMO))

For the precise definition of the ALM and AML data types we refer to Appendix C.3.

The notion of the first layer is preserved for the case with annotations, but in addition to the
state vector, each element of the first layer has its individual annotation, which is a composition
of all annotations in the scope of which it appears. In case we are interested in a pair of state
vectors from the first layer, we have to consider three annotations. For example (considering just the
encapsulations), On (O, (X(1)) || 9m, (X(2))) leads to the pair of the first layer elements (1 and 2), and
three annotations (H, Hi, and Hs). The following additional functions involving the notions of the
first layer and annotations are used in the definition of the resulting LPE:

getfid : ALM x Nat — D — get n-th element
getfla : ALM x Nat — Annote — get n-th element’s annotation
getf2a0 : ALM x Nat x Nat — Annote — get n-th element’s annotation

up to the junction with the m-th element
getf2al : ALM x Nat x Nat — Annote — get m-th element’s annotation

up to the junction with the n-th element
getf2a : ALM x Nat x Nat — Annote — get (n,m)-th elements’ annotation

(from the junction upwards)

And as in the case without annotations, removing an element is equivalent to replacing it with ALMO0.

Assume the system G7 consists of process equation X as defined in (5.3). A system L consisting of
process equation Z, which mimics behavior of X, is defined in Appendix A. The following theorem
states the correctness of our construction.

Theorem 5.3. ()((7)7 G7) =¢ (Z(seql (Ann0, 7, LMO0)),L).

5.3 Multi-Party Communication

In this subsection we define the LPE for the case when an arbitrary number of parallel components
can be executed synchronously. The number is unknown a priori and is only bound by the number of
the elements of the first layer in a particular state. On the other hand, the number of different action
labels is finite, and, as will be shown later, so is the number of possible communication configurations.

We start from the simpler sub-case where no renaming operations are present. First of all we
introduce some abbreviations to make dealing with the commutative associative partial communication
function v a bit more liberal. We assume that € is such that for any a € ActLab ~(a,e) = a,
and recall that ~(7,a) is undefined. Moreover, taking associativity of v into account, we define
y(a1,.. . an) = Y(a1,...¥(an_1,3n) ...). For any action label a € ActLab, we define a’ = ¢, a! = a,
and a"t! = v(a,a"). Similarly, 70 = ¢, 7! = 7, and 7" is undefined for all n > 1. From the finiteness
of ActLab it can easily be seen that for any action a € ActLab there are minimal natural numbers
p(a) (prefix of a) and c¢(a) (cycle of a) such that the sequence a™ repeats itself after p(a) steps with
the period c¢(a). More precisely, taking into account that a™ may become undefined for some n and
all greater powers, we define the numbers p(a) and c(a) as follows:

p(a) =min{n € N | a” is undefined VvV Im>n a" =a™}

(a 0 if aP(®) is undefined
C =
min{n € N | n>0 A a?(® = aP@+7} otherwise



32

which means that if a” is undefined for some n, then p(a) is minimal with respect to such n, and in
this case we put c(a) = 0. In accordance to this, we define p(7) = 2 and ¢(7) = 0.

Considering the equation for X as defined in (5.1), we take the sets of indices I and J and for
all i € TUJ we define p(i) = p(a;) and ¢(i) = ¢(a;). For this equation for X we define a notion
of configuration as a function conf : I UJ — N. A particular configuration specifies how many
occurrences of an action label take part in a communication. We consider only the configurations
that for each action label a; have no more than p(i) + ¢(i) — 1 occurrences. Moreover we only

2o (0) | qconf (m))

consider the configurations that are defined. Assuming that v(conf) = ~( , where

TuJ=H{0,...,m}, we define the set of configurations in the following way:

Conf = {conf | VieIUJ (0 < conf(i)<p(i) + c(i)) A Z conf(i) >0 A ~y(conf) is defined}
ieIuJ

The set of configurations that do not lead to termination is defined as

Confl = {conf € Conf | Z conf (i) > 0}

iel

and the set of all others is named Conf2 = Conf \ ConfIl. Now, for a given n we can check whether
a’ conforms to a configuration as follows (n | m represents the "n divides m” predicate):

is_conf|conf,i](n) = (n = conf(i)) V (conf(i) > 0 Ac(i) > 0 An > p(i) Ac(i) | (n— conf(i)))

which says that n should either be the exact number specified in the configuration, or be greater than
it by a multiple of ¢(a;).

As one can expect, we need several list data types to deal with multi-party communications. In
addition to the sorts State and Nat defined in Appendix C.1 we use the sorts LState and LNat to
represent lists of natural numbers and states, respectively (see Appendix C.4). We also use the sort
ActPars to represent different action parameter tuples that occur in the initial specification. Different
actions may be parameterized by the same parameter sorts. In this case the values of the actual
parameters have equal representations in the sort ActPars. The sorts E; are used to represent the
tuples of sorts that occur in the sum sequences of the equation (5.1) for X. These data types are tuple
data types similar to State, with the exception that ActPars preserves a type information for tuples.
The sorts LActPars and LE; represent lists of ActPars and FE;, respectively. All the list data types
have the functions len, cat and head, representing the length of the list, concatenation of two list,
and the first element of the list (undefined for the empty list), respectively. The following additional
functions involving these data types are used in the definitions below:

is_unique : LNat — Bool

is_sorted : LNat — Bool
is_each_lower : LNat X Nat — Bool
EQ : LActPars — Bool

F; : LState x LE; — LActPars

C; : LState x LE; — Bool

The function is_unique checks if all list elements are unique, the function is_sorted checks if the list
is sorted, and the function is_each_lower checks if each of the list elements is less than some natural
number. The functions F; model application of the terms E) to each pair of elements in the argument
lists, the functions C; model conjunction of ¢; applied to each pair of the elements, and the function
EQ checks if all of the list elements are equal.
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In addition to the data types LM and ML we use the sort LLM to represent lists of LMs (see
Appendix C.5). The following additional functions involving this data type are used in the definitions
below:

getfn : LM x LNat — LState — get n first layer elements
replfn : LM x LNat x LLM — LM  — replace n first layer elements with elements of LLM
remfn : LM x LNat — LM — remove n first layer elements

mkllm; : LState x LE; — LLM

The function mkllm; applies the term mklm;[p;] to each pair of elements in the argument lists.
We use the following meta-symbols in the resulting LPE definition:

catlly,...,ln] = cat(ly, ... cat(lp—1,lm)...)
— —
mkllm|p;|(1d, le;) = mkllm;(ld, le;) for i € T
mkllm[p;](id, le;) = add(LM0, LLMO0) for j € J
Assume the system G7 consists of process equation X as defined in (5.1) with the sets of indices

J={0,....,k}and I ={k+1,...,m}. We can now define a system L consisting of process equation
Z, which mimics behavior of X, in the following way:

Z(Ilm:LM) =

Z Z Z Z Z ~(conf) fmc(getfl(lm head(ln)),head(ﬁ)))

conf€Confl Ilng:LNat In,,:LNat 7. .75, leo:LEq lem LE,,

Z(replfn(im, In,

—_— — —_—
cat[mkllm|po](getfn(im, Ing), leg), . .., mkllm|p,,|(getfn(lm, In,,), lem)]))
< ln # LNat0 A len(In) < lenf(Im) A is_unique(In)
A /\Ogigmis_sorted(lni) A /\ . is-each_lower(lenf(lm), In;)
A /\Ogigmis,conf[conf 1(Ten( lnl ) A /\ len (In;) = len(E)
A EQ(cat[Fy(getfn(lm, Ing), leo), ce m(getfn(lm, nm), E;)})

_ _ —
A Co(getfn(im, Ing), leg) A - -+ A Cp(getfn(Im, Iny,), ley,) > 0

D DR DR DI WL Z (conf)(Fme (getf (Im, head(InJ)), head (ieme.)))

conf € Conf2 Ing:LNat Ing:LNat 7. .75 leo:LEg lek LE,
- Z(remfn(Im, InJ))
< nd # LNat0 A len(InJ) < lenf (Im) A is_unique(InJ)
A /\Ogjgkzs_sorted(lnj) A /\OSJ_Skzs_each_lower(lenf(lm), In;)

A /\Ogjékis_conf[conf,j](len(lnj)) A /\ogjgklen(lnj) = len(le;)

A EQ(cat[Fy(getfn(lm, Ing), EZ), ooy Fr(getfn(lm, Ing,), EZ)])

_— — _
A Co(getfn(im, Ing), leg) A - - - A Cr(getfn(im, ing), lex)
A remfn(lm,InJ) # () >4
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+ Z Z Z Z Z (conf) fmc(getfl (Im, head(an)Lhead(@)))

conf € Conf2 Ing:LNat Ing:LNat 7, .7 leo:LEg lek LE,
< Ind # LNat0 A len(Ind) < lenf(Im) A is_unique(InJ)

A /\Ogjgkzs_sorted(lnj) A /\OSjSkzs-each_lower(lenf(lm), In;)
. flconf, j](len(ln;)) A /\ len(ln;) = len(ﬁ)
N /\OSjSkls_con , ] j o<k i) = )

A EQ(cat[Fy(getfn(lm, Ing), EJ)), ooy Fx(getfn(lm, Ing), Ez)])

_— — —_—
A Co(getfn(lm,lng), leg) A -+ - A Cr(getfn(im, ing), lex)
A remfn(lm,InJ) = () >4

where In = cat[ing, ..., Iny], InJ = cat[ing, ..., Ing], and mec = min{n € Nat | conf(n) > 0}.

The first set of summands of the LPE represents the case when the process cannot terminate,
because at least one of the communicating components is not terminating (for some i € I we have
conf (i) > 0). The sum variables In, ..., In,, represent lists of numbers of ready components that
will communicate by performing actions ag, . .., a,, from the process equation for X, respectively. The
condition of the summand makes sure that the total number of communicating components is not
zero and not bigger than the total number of first layer elements. Moreover, the same component
should not occur more than once, the order of the components is not important, and the numbers, the
components are indexed by, are in range (smaller than lenf(Im)). Finally it is checked that the number
of components performing each particular action conforms to the chosen configuration. The variables
E)}, ceey En) represent lists of the sum parameter vectors e; from the process equation for X. The
length of each list should be equal to the number of components performing the corresponding action.
We note that not all of the sums for Ing,...,In,, and E)), ceey En} are needed for each configuration.
For instance if in a particular configuration we have conf (i) = 0, then the sums for In; and E can be

dropped. This is because the only valid representations for In; and le; will be the empty lists, and all
other conjuncts of the condition involving them will be equal to true.

Furthermore, the other conditions necessary to make the communication possible are: the initial
conditions ¢; are satisfied for all of the components, and the parameters of communicating actions are
equal. We use the function ]7; applied to the first communicating component to get the values of
the action parameters. To figure out what the next state of the process Z is, we replace the elements
of the first layer of Im that took part in the communication with the next states these components
would have in the process X (LM0 in case a particular component terminates).

The other two sets of summands represent the configurations that only involve the terminating
actions of the equation for X. The difference between the two is in whether after this communication
the Im becomes equal to LMO0. If this is the case, then the LPE Z terminates, and otherwise continues
the execution.

The following theorem states the correctness of our construction.

Theorem 5.4. (X(d),Gr) = (Z(seql (d ,LM0)), L).

5.4 Multi-Party Communication with Renaming

For the case with the renaming operations we cannot use the communication configurations because
we do not know to what action labels the initial action labels performed by the components will be
renamed. That is why we have to expect that the resulting action can be any action to which one of
the actions a; can be renamed by a renaming function.

In addition to the data types ALM and AML we use the sort LALM to represent lists of ALMs,
the sort LAct to represent lists of Acts and the sort ActDT to represent either an action label, or 7,
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or ¢ (see Appendix C.6). The following additional functions involving these data types are used in
the definitions of the resulting LPE:

is_act : Act x LALM x LNat x LAct — Bool
is_tau : LALM x LNat x LAct — Bool
mklact : Nat x Act — LAct

70 : ALM x LNAT x ... x LNAT x Ey x ... x E, — ActPars
mkllm; : LState x LE; — LALM

The function is_act checks if a list of components can communicate by performing action from the
list, and the result of this communication is the given action. The function is_tau does the same, but

]
checks that the result is 7. The function mklact generates the list of n actions a. The function f0 can
be defined as:

—

fo(lm,Ing, ..., I, €0, .., En) = ﬁ(getf]d(lm, head(In;)), e;) for | = min{i | len(In;) >0 V i = n}

The meaning of this definition is that we find the number [ of the first ready component taking part
in the communication, and apply the corresponding function vector ﬁ to get the values of the action
parameters. The function mkllm; applies the term mklm;[p;] to each pair of elements in the argument
lists.

Assume the system G7 consists of process equation X as defined in (5.4). A system L consisting of
process equation Z, which mimics behavior of X, is defined in Appendix B. The correctness statement
is similar to the case with handshaking:

Theorem 5.5. (X(E)), G7) = (Z(seql (Ann0, j, LMO0)),L).

Summarizing Section 5 and the entire transformation, for any X® from the initial uCRL specification
we have
— —
(XS( t )7 G) ¢ (Z(Seql (Ann07 (57MXS( 3 ))7 LMO))7L)
and the current specification contains definitions of the data types from Appendix C (for the data
type dependencies we refer to Figure 1 in that Appendix).

6. Conclusions

We described a transformation of uCRL process definitions into a linear format, and argued that this
transformation is correct. Our correctness argument is not tied to some particular model, and also
applies to process definitions that do not necessarily imply that the models have unique solutions.
Furthermore, this transformation is idempotent in the following sense: applying the transformation
to an LPE yields the same LPE.

During the process of linearization many optimizations are conceivable, some of which can only be
applied in a certain context. We have already mentioned some optimization rewrite rules (Table 13)
that can be applied during one of the linearization steps. Another optimization can be performed
in the cases where a new process name is introduced. There can be a choice of what parameters to
use for the new process name in order to fetch the complicated structure of data terms involved (see
Subsection I1.6.3 of [37] for a detailed example). Furthermore, there are many (minor) optimizations,
such as the rewriting of conditions or the elimination of constant parameters. Due to the fact that the
LPE format provides such a simple process structure, we feel that this type of optimizations can be
best performed after the transformation into the LPE format. Such optimizations include rewriting
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of data terms, eliminations of redundant variables and constants, abstract interpretation, and so on,
some of which have been described in [17] and implemented in the pCRL Toolset [37].

One particular optimization that we want to mention is called regular linearization. By regular lin-
earization we mean the linearization process that does not deploy infinite data types to encode process
behavior. The regular linearization procedures can take the equations we have before introduction
of the infinite LM data type (Section 5) and try to achieve the LPE form without this data type
introduction. This is not always possible: for instance X = a - XX 4 a cannot be linearized without
introducing an infinite data type, even if we restrict to the bisimulation model. This follows from
the fact that X represents an infinite graph in the bisimulation model (cf. [27]), but an LPE without
infinite data types can only represent a finite graph in that model (cf. [15], page 40). One of the pos-
sibilities for regular linearization is based on [27], and applies to the situation where regularity follows
from the absence of termination in a recursion, like in X = a - X - X. Restricting to standard process
semantics for yCRL, an LPE that specifies the same behavior is X = a-X. However, this optimization
is model dependent, as there can be models in which the two equations have different sets of solutions.
For some other cases, also dealt with in [27] and used in the pCRL Toolset, these optimizations can
be justified on a general level using the equivalence of systems of process equations. For example, the
system G; = {X =a-Y-X,Y = b} can be transformed into Go = {X =a-Z,Z =b- X}, and we can
prove that (X,G1) = (X, G2), thus showing that this transformation is sound in every model. More
on regular linearization, as it is implemented in the pCRL Toolset, can be found in Subsection I1.6
of [37].

Another particular optimization that we want to mention is called clustering of actions. We refer to
Definition 2.7, Theorem 2.8 and Theorem A .4 in [23]. This transformation allows to optimize an LPE
to a form in which every action label occurs at most twice (either as a termination action or not). The
constructed LPE is equivalent (in every model) to the original one. During the transformation the
sums ) ;; and jes» which in Definition 5.1 represent abbreviations for alternative compositions,
are changed to ‘real’ sums over enumerated data types. A similar transformation could be applied
before introducing the data type LM in Section 5, which would lead to smaller resulting LPEs. More
on clustering of actions, as it is implemented in the uCRL Toolset, can be found in Subsection 3.1
(page 13) of [37].

In the future we plan to work on extending the linearization procedure to cover the timed version
of uCRL [22]. A precise definition of the regular linearization procedure, as well as some regularity,
reachability and guardedness analysis methods could lead to better linearization results. Additional
extensions to the language like interrupts, process creation and priorities could be investigated, as they
seem to be useful for applications. An implementation of the linearization procedure using rewriting
strategies [36] is currently under development.
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the manuscript, and to Jan Bergstra, Bert Lisser, Bas Luttik, Faron Moller, Vincent van Oostrom,
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A. Resulting LPE for the Case with the Renaming Operations
and Handshaking

Z(m:ALM) =
Z Z Z Z E) getfld(Ilm,n),e;)) - Z(replf1 (Im,n, mklm;[p;](getf1d(im,n), e;)))

i€I\I; a€R(i) n:Nat - E)

<an < lenf(Im) A ¢;(getfld(Ilm,n), e;)
A mkala;] ¢ getH (getfla(im,n)) U getl (getfla(lm,n))
A mkala] = appl(mkala;], getR(getfla(lm,n))) > 6
+ 30 ST ST 1 Z(replft (m, n, mKlmy [p) (getfid(Im, n), e;)))
i€I\I, n:Natei—:E—;
<an < lenf(Im) A ¢;(getfld(lm,n), e;)
A mkala;] € getI(getfla(lm,n)) \ getH (getfla(lm,n)) > §
+ Z Z Z 7 - Z(replf1 (Im, n, mklm;[p;](getf1d(Im,n),e;)))

i€l n:Natm
-
<an < lenf(Im) A ¢;(getfld(lm,n),e;) > 6

+ 3 > ST S a(fi(getftd(im, n), e;)) - Z(remf1 (Im, n))

JjeJ\J- a€R(j) n:Nat .5
<an < lenf(Im) A remf1 (Im,n) # () A c;(getfld(im,n), e;)
Amkala;| ¢ getH (getfla(lm,n)) U getl (getfla(lm,n))
A mkala] = appl(mkala;], getR(getfla(lm,n))) > §

+ Z Z Z 7+ Z(remfI (Im,n))

jE€J\J; n:Nat 5

< n < lenf(Im) A remf1 (Im,n) # () A c;(getfld(im,n),e;)
A mkala;] € getl(getfla(im,n)) \ getH (getfla(im,n)) > §

+ Z Z Z 7 - Z(remfI (Im, n))

jEJ- n:Natﬁ
———
<n < lenf(lm) A remf1 (Im,n) # () A c;(getfid(lm,n),e;) > 0

+ Z Z Z Z fJ getfld(im,n), e;))

FjE€J\J; a€R(j) n: Nate E,
<an < lenf(lm) A remf1 (Im,n) = () A c;j(getf1d(im,n), e;)
A mkala;] ¢ getH (getfla(lm,n)) U getl (getfla(lm,n))
A mkala] = appl(mkala;], getR(getfla(lm,n))) > §
+ Z Z z T <an < lenf(Im) A remf1(Im,n) = () A c;(getfld(lm,n), e;)
JEINI- niNat (o] A mkala;] € getl(getfla(im,n)) \ getH (getfla(im,n)) > §

+ Z Z Z T <an < lenf(Im) A remf1(Im,n) = () A cj(getfld(Im,n),e;) > 6

jE€Jr n:Nat e]v:E;
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_|_

+

+

Z Z Z Z Z Z fk getfld(Im,n), ex))

(k,)€(I\I7)? (a,b,c)RE (k,l) n:Nat m:Nat o~ o El

REFERENCES

Z(replf2(Im,n, m, mklmy[px](getf1d(Im,n), ey ), mklmy [p;|(getf1d(Im,m), e})))

an <mAm <lenf(lm) A ﬁ(getf]d(lm, n),er) = ﬁ(getfld(lm,m),e;)

A cx(getfld(lm,n), er) A ci(getf1d(lm,m), e;)

A mkala;] ¢ getH (getf2a0(lm,n,m)) U getl (getf2a0(Im,n,m))
A mkala;] ¢ getH (getf2al (Im,n,m)) U getl(getf2al (Im,n,m))
A mka[b] = appl(mkalay], getR(getf2a0(lm,n, m)))

A mka|c] = appl(mkala;], getR(getf2al (Im,n,m)))
Amka[y(b,c)] ¢ getH (getf2a(lm,n,m)) U getl (getf2a(lm,n,m))
A mkala] = appl(mka[y(b, c)], getR(getf2a(lm,n,m))) > §

2. X X 2T

(kDE(INI)? (be)eRT (k 1) n:Nat m:Nat ¢ "5 orpy

Z(replf2(Im,n, m, mklmy[pg](getf1d(Im,n), ex ), mklmy[p;|(getf1d(lm,m), e))))

<an <mAm < lenf(lm) A E(getf]d(lm, n),eg) = ﬁ(getf]d(lm,m),e;)

A ck(getfld(lm,n), ex) A ci(getf1d(lm,m), e;)

A mkalag] ¢ getH (getf2a0(Im,n,m)) U getI(getf2a0(lm,n,m))
A mkala)] ¢ getH (getf2al (Im,n, m)) U getI(getf2al (Im,n,m))
A mka[b] = appl(mkalag], getR(getf2a0(lm,n, m)))

A mka|c] = appl(mkala;], getR(getf2al (Im,n,m)))

A mka[y(b,c)] € getH (getf2a(lm,n,m)) U getl (getf2a(lm,n,m))

>4

Z Z Z Z Z Z fk getfld(lm,n),ex))

(kDEUNI) X (J\J7) (a,b,c) €RE (k1) n:Nat m:Nat o g org)
_
Z(replremf2(Im, n, m, mklmy[pi](getf1d(Im, n), ex)))
an #mAn <lenf(Im) Am < lenf(Im) A E(getfld(lm, n),er) =

A ck(getfld(lm,n), ex) A ci(getf1d(lm,m), e;)

A mkala;] ¢ getH (getf2a0(lm,n,m)) U getl (getf2a0(Im,n,m))
A mbkala)] ¢ getH (getf2al (Im,n, m)) U getl (getf2al (Ilm,n,m))
A mka[b] = appl(mkalay], getR(getf2a0(lm,n, m)))

A mka|c] = appl(mkala;], getR(getf2al (Im,n,m)))

A mka[y(b,c)] ¢ getH (getf2a(lm,n,m)) U getl (getf2a(lm,n,m))
A mbkala] = appl(mka[y(b, c)], getR(getf2a(im,n,m))) >

i (getf1d(im,m), e})
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+

_|_

+

(kD)€

(k,0)e(J\J-)? (a,b c)€R3(k 1) n:Nat m:Nat o~

2 PP DD ID I

(I\I:)x (J\J7) (b,c)ER2 (k,l) n:Nat m:Nat o5~ o Ez
S
- Z(replremf2(Im, n, m, mklmy [py](getf1d(Im,n), ex)))
DS —— _
an#mAn <lenf(lm) Am < lenf(lm) A ﬁ)(getfld(lm, n),er) = ﬁ(getfid(lm,m),e;)

A cx(getfld(lm,n), ex) A ci(getf1d(lm,m), e;)

A mkalag] ¢ getH (getf2a0(lm,n,m)) U getl (getf2a0(Im,n,m))

A mkala;] ¢ getH (getf2al (Im,n,m)) U getl (getf2al (Im,n,m))

A mka[b] = appl(mkalay], getR(getf2a0(lm,n, m)))

A mka|c] = appl(mkala;], getR(getf2al (Im,n,m)))

A mka[y(b,c)] € getH (getf2a(lm,n,m)) U getl (getf2a(lm,n,m)) > §

Z Z Z Z Z Z (getf1d(lm,n), ek) Z(remf2(Im,n,m))

er:Ey e): El

an <mAm <lenf(lm) A fk(getfld(lm,n),ek) = fl (getf1d(lm,m), e;)

A cx(getfld(lm,n), ex) A ci(getf1d(lm,m), e;) A remf2(lm,n,m) # ()
A mkala;] ¢ getH (getf2a0(lm,n,m)) U getl (getf2a0(Im,n,m))

A mkala)] ¢ getH (getf2al (Im,n,m)) U getl (getf2al (Im,n,m))

A mka[b] = appl(mkalay], getR(getf2a0(lm,n, m)))

A mka[c] = appl(mkala;], getR(getf2al (lm,n,m)))

Amka[y(b,c)] ¢ getH (getf2a(lm,n,m)) U getl (getf2a(lm,n,m))

A mkala] = appl(mka[y(b, c)], getR(getf2a(lm,n,m))) > §

Z Z ZZZZT Z(remf2(lm,n,m))

(kDE(INI7)? (b,e)€RF (k1) n:Nat m:Nat ¢ g orp)

an <mAm <lenf(lm) A fk(getfld(lm,n),ek) = ﬁ(getf]d(lm,m),e;)

A ck(getfld(lm,n), ex) A ci(getf1d(Im,m), e;) A remf2(lm,n,m) # ()
A mkalag] ¢ getH (getf2a0(lm,n,m)) U getl (getf2a0(Im,n,m))

A mbkala)] ¢ getH (getf2al (Im,n, m)) U getl (getf2al (Im,n,m))

A mka[b] = appl(mkala], getR(getf2a0(lm,n, m)))

A mka|c] = appl(mkala;], getR(getf2al (Im,n,m)))

A mkaly(b,c)] € getH (getf2a(lm,n,m)) U getI (getf2a(lm,n,m)) > ¢
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+ Z Z Z Z Z Z fk getf1d(Im n) er))

(k,)€(J\J7)? (a,b,c)€R3 (k,1) n:Nat m:Nat o 5> o El

an <mAm <lenf(lm) A fk(getfld(lm, n),er) = E(getfld(lm,m),e;)

A cx(getfld(lm,n), ex) A ci(getf1d(Im,m), e;) A remf2(lm,n,m) = ()
A mkala;] ¢ getH (getf2a0(lm,n,m)) U getl (getf2a0(Im,n,m))

A mkala)] ¢ getH (getf2al (Im,n,m)) U getl (getf2al (Im,n,m))

A mka[b] = appl(mkalay], getR(getf2a0(lm,n, m)))

A mka[c] = appl(mkala;], getR(getf2al (lm,n,m)))

Amkaly(b,c)] ¢ getH (getf2a(lm,n,m)) U getl (getf2a(lm,n,m))

A mkala] = appl(mka[y(b, c)], getR(getf2a(lm,n,m))) > §

PP VD D S DD D,

(kDE(INI7)? (b,e)€RF (k,1) n:Nat m:Nat ¢ g orp)

an <mAm <lenf(lm) A fk(getfld(lm,n),ek) = ﬁ(getf]d(lm,m),ef)

A ck(getfid(lm,n), ex) A ci(getf1d(lm,m), e;) A remf2(lm,n,m) = ()
A mkalag] ¢ getH (getf2a0(Im,n, m)) U getI(getf2a0(lm,n,m))

A mkala)] ¢ getH (getf2al (Im,n, m)) U getl(getf2al (Im,n,m))

A mka[b] = appl(mkalag], getR(getf2a0(lm,n, m)))

A mka|c] = appl(mkala;], getR(getf2al (Im,n,m)))

A mkaly(b,c)] € getH (getf2a(lm,n,m)) U getI (getf2a(lm,n,m)) > ¢

where

L. ={iel|a, =1} Jr={jeJ|aj=1}

R(i) = {a € ActLab | type(a) = type(a;)}

R?{(k,l) = {(b,c) € ActLab* | type(b) = type(ar) = type(c) = type(a;) A (a,b) is defined}
3(16,1) {(a,b,c) € ActLab x R?/(k,l) | type(a) = type(b)}

~

The LPE Z is in a sense an extension of the LPE we obtained for the case without the remaining
operations. The first nine summands correspond to the first three summands of the latter LPE, so
each of the interleaving possibilities is represented by three summands. The first one represents the
case when the action (not 7) is not encapsulated or hidden, but can be renamed. The second one
represents the case when the action (not 7) is not encapsulated, but hidden. And the third one
represents the 7 summands (we treat them separately, because 7 cannot be encapsulated, hidden or
renamed). There is no summand for the encapsulated actions, as they all become equal to § and
vanish.

In the case of handshakings, we get only two summands for each summand in the case without
the renaming operations. This is because 7 does not communicate and we do not need an additional
summand for it.
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B. Resulting LPE for the Case with the Renaming Operations
and Multi-Party Communication

Without loss of generality, we assume that J\ J, ={0,...,k} and I\ I, ={k+1,...,m}.

Z(Ilm:ALM) =

DD DD DRI DI S Z a(f0(Im, Ing, . . ., I, head(leo), - . ., head(len)))

i€I\I; a€R(i) Ino:LNat Iny:LNat oo T o LE.
S S —
Z(replfn(lm, In, cat[mkllm[po](getfn(lm, Ing), E))), ..., mKklm[p,,](getfn(lm, In,y,), E,:)]))
< Inl # LNat0 A len(ln) < lenf (Im) A is_unique(ln) A /\ is_sorted(In;)
o<i<m

. —
A /\oglgmzs,each,lower(lenf(lm), In;) A /\oglgmlen(lnl) = len(le;)

e _ —
A EQ(cat[Fy(getfn(lm, Ing), leg), . . ., Em(getfn(im, ing,), ley)])
A Co(getfn(lm, Ing), E;) Ao A Cr(getfn(lm, Ingy,), EZ)
A is_act(mkala], Im, In,
cat[mklact(len(Ing), mkalag)), . .., mklact(len(in,,), mkala,,])]) > ¢

UDIED LD SD BIED S

1€I\I; Ino:LNat Iny:LNat j_ 1. leo:LEq lem LE,,
——— _ —
Z(replfn(lm, in, cat[mkllm[po](getfn(lm, Ing), leg), . .., mkllm[p,,](getfn(im, Iny,), lem)]))
< Inl # LNat0 A len(ln) < lenf(lm) A is_unique(ln) A /\0<l< is_sorted(In;)

. —
A /\Oglgmzs_each_lower(lenf(lm), Ing) A /\oglgmlen(lnl) = len(le;)

A EQ(cat[Fy(getfn(im, ino), leo), . . ., Fy(getfn(im, lnm), leps)])
R _

A Co(getfn(im,ing), leg) A -+ A Cp(getfn(lm, Iny,), len,)

A is_tau(lm, In,

cat[mklact(len(Ing), mkalag)), ..., mklact(len(In,,), mkala,,])]) > ¢
£22 00 D 7 Zlreplt (i, m, ik o) (getftd(m ), )

i€l n:N"‘tei:—E;
_
<an < lenf(Im) A c;(getfld(lm,n),e;) > ¢
+ 33 >y 3 Z (70 (Im, Ing, . .., Ing, head(leq), - . ., head(le)))
j€J\Jr a€R(j) Ino:LNat Iny:LNat 1 1. leo:LEq lek LE,

- Z(remfn(lm, InJ))
< nd # LNat0 Alen(InJ) < lenf (Im) A is_unique(InJ) A /\ zs sorted(In;)

A /\Oglgkzs_each_lower(lenf(lm), Ing) A /\oglgklen(lnl) = len(lel)

A EQ(cat[Fy(getfn(lm, Ing), E;), ooy Ex(getfn(lm, Ing), E;)])

A Co(getfn(lm, Ing), E;) A« A Ci(getfn(lm,inyg), E)
A is_act(mkala], Im, InJ,

cat[mklact(len(Ing), mkalag)), ..., mklact(len(Iny), mkalag])])
A remfn(lm,InJ) # () >4
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+ Z Z Z Z Z 7 - Z(remfn(lm, InJ))

j€J\J- Ing:LNat Ing:LNat ;. T 5. leo:LEq lek LE,

< nJ # LNat0 Alen(Ind) < lenf (Im) A is_unique(InJ) A /\0<l<ki3_sorted(lnl)
. T —
A /\Oglgkzs,each,lower(lenf(lm), Ing) A /\ogzgklen(lnl> = len(le;)

N EQ(cat[Fy(getfn(lm, Ing), Eez), oo, Fx(getfn(lm, Ing), EZ)])
A Co(getfn(im, ing), E;) A+ A Cr(getfn(Im, Ing), E;)
A is_tau(lm, InJ,
cat[mklact(len(lng), mkalag)), ..., mklact(len(iny), mkalag])])
A remfn(lm,InJ) # () >0

+ Z Z Z 7 - Z(remfI (Im, n))

jEJ- n:Natﬁ
e
<n < lenf(Im) A remf1 (Im,n) # () A c;(getfld(lm,n),e;) > &

LDIEDUND D VD DD I (0 (lm, Ino, ..., Iy, head(leg), . .., head(ler,)))

JGJ\J aeR(]) Ing:LNat Ing:LNat 7, .77 leo:LE, lek LEy,

< nd # LNat0 A len(InJ) < lenf(Im) A is_unique(InJ) A /\O<l<ki3_sorted(lm)

A /\Oglgkis_each_lower(lenf(lm), Ing) A /\oglgklen(lnl) = len(le;)
_— — _— —
A EQ(cat[Fy(getfn(lm, ing), leg), . .., Frx(getfn(lm, iny), lex)])
_— — —_—
A Co(getfn(lm, Ing),leg) A - -+ A Cr(getfn(im, Ing), lex)
A is_act(mkala], Im, InJ,
cat[mklact(len(Ing), mkalag)), ..., mklact(len(Iny), mkalag])])
A remfn(lm,InJ) = () >4

DD LD IED LD S

JjE€J\J; Ing:LNat Ing:LNat ;. T 5. leo:LEq lek LEx

< nd # LNat0 A len(InJ) < lenf (Im) A is_unique(InJ) A /\O<l<kis_sorted(lm)

A /\Oglgkis_each_lower(lenf(lm), In;) A /\ogzgklen(lm) = len(le;)
_— — _— —
A EQ(cat[Fy(getfn(lm, Ing), leg), . .., Fi(getfn(lm, iny), lex)])
T _ —

A Co(getfn(lm, Ing), leg) A - -+ A Cr(getfn(im, Iny), lex)
A is_tau(lm, InJ,

cat[mklact(len(lng), mkalag)), ..., mklact(len(Iny), mkalag])])
A remfn(lm,InJ) = () >4

—_—
+ Z Z Z T <an < lenf(Im) A remfl(Im,n) = () Acj(getfld(Im,n),e;) > 6

j€Jr n:Nat ﬁ’

where Inl = cat[lngt1,..., Ny, InJ = catling, ..., Ing], and InJ = cat(InJ, Inl).

The first three sets of summands represent multi-party communications of several components with
at least one of them not terminating. In the third set we separate the actions a; that are equal to
7 — they cannot communicate and can only be executed in the interleaving way. In the first set of
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summands we consider all non 7 actions a; and all possible renamings of them. We do not need to
consider the renamings of actions a; here because at least one of the components will be executing an
a; action, and therefore the resulting action will be a renaming of it.

As in the case of multi-party communications without renaming, we take a number of lists to identify
which first layer elements will communicate by performing which actions. The condition inl # LNat0
ensures that at least one of the elements will not terminate. Instead of checking the conformance to a
chosen configuration, we use the function is_act to see if the result of the multi-party communication is
the chosen action. The rest of the conditions are the same as in the case without renaming operations.
The second set of summands is similar to the first one and captures the case when communication
results in 7.

The following six summands capture the case when all components terminate after performing a
communication. The first three represent the sub-case when the LPE Z does not terminate in such a
situation, and the last three represent the sub-case when the LPE Z terminates.

In case the LPE Z performs an action, its parameters are the parameters of any of the communicating
actions, so we take the first one. We could skip the definition of the function jT()) and use the following
expression instead:

—_— — _— —
head(cat[Fy(getfn(lm, Ing), leg), ..., Fx(getfn(lm, Ing), lex)])

which, however, is a more complex expression.
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C. uCRL Code of LM and ML Data Types

The source code is split into six parts (Figure 1): two basic parts and four terminal parts corresponding
to the cases with or without the renaming operations, and with handshaking or with multi-party
communication. For each terminal part all of the parts it depends upon are needed (only once in case
of multiple dependencies).

LM_ML.mcrl ALM_AML.mcrl
sortsLM, ML sorts Act, ActSet, ActMap,
Annote, ALM, AML

: LM_MLmpO.merl

- sorts LNat, L State, ActPars,
LActPars, E i, LE i, function
- functions F_i and C_j

ALM_AMLmp.mcrl

sorts LALM, LAct, ActDT,
additional functions for
sorts ALM and AML,
communication functions.

LM_MLmp.merl
sortsLLM

additional functions
for sorts LM and ML

Figure 1: Code Files Dependencies.

C.1 Basic Data Types

Ll o o o e o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o e e
2 Y%%% sorts Bool, Nat, State(generated) YANA
3 T T St o T TS T T T T T To S To o To Tt To T To T o Fo Fo T o T T o o o Jo To o o T Fo o o o To o T o o T o o T o T o T T o o o o T o o o
4

O N e e e e o o o o o o o o o e e o o o o T o o o o e e e
6  %%% sort Bool (Booleans) YA
I e e o o e e o o o o ot e o o o o e o o
8 sort Bool

9 func

10 T,F: -> Bool

11 map

12 and: Bool#Bool -> Bool

13 or: Bool#Bool -> Bool

14 not: Bool -> Bool

15 if: Bool#Bool#Bool -> Bool

16 eq: Bool#Bool -> Bool



C. pCRL Code of LM and ML Data Types

gt: Bool#Bool -> Bool

var
b,bl,b2: Bool

rew
and(T,b)=b and(b,T)=b
and(b,F)=F and (F,b)=F
and(b,b)=b
and(b,not (b))=F and (not (b) ,b)=F
and (or (b,b1) ,b2)=or(and(b,b2) ,and(b1,b2))
and (b, or (b1,b2))=or (and(b,b1) ,and (b,b2))
or(T,b)=T or(b,T)=T
or(b,F)=b or(F,b)=b
or(b,b)=b
or (b,not (b))=T or (not (b),b)=T
not (F)=T not (T)=F

not (not (b))=b

not (or(b,b1))=and (not (b) ,not (b1))

not (and (b,b1))=or (not (b) ,not (b1))

if(T,bl,b2)=bl if (F,bl,b2)=b2
if(b,bl,b1)=bl if (not (b),b1,b2)=if (b,b2,bl)
if(b,T,b2)=o0r(b,b2) if (b,F,b2)=and(not (b) ,b2)
if(b,b1,T)=or(not(b),bl) if (b,b1,F)=and(b,bl)

if (b,b1,b2)=or (or(and(b,bl) ,and(not(b),b2)),and(bl,b2))

eq(b,b)=T eq(b,not(b))=F eq(not(b),b)=F eq(not(b),not(bl))=eq(b,bl)
eq(F,b)=not(b) eq(b,F)=not(b) eq(T,b)=b eq(b,T)=b
eq(b,b1)=or(and(b,b1) ,and(not (b) ,not (b1)))

gt (b,b)=F gt(T,F)=T gt(b,T)=F

Yoo o oo toto o to o oot o Totototo o oo tototo o o o toto o o tototototo o fototo to oo to o toto o fo to to to o o To to o to o To fo fo to o fo To o
%h% sort Nat (Natural numbers with binary representations) %%k

ToToToToToToTotoTotoTooto oo oo oo o oo o o o oo oo o o o o o oo o o o oo oo oo o oo oo oo oo o oo o oo o oo oo ol
sort Nat
func
0: -> Nat
x2pl: Nat -> Nat % 2n+1
x2p2: Nat -> Nat % 2n+2
map
eq: Nat#Nat -> Bool
1,2,3,4,5,6: -> Nat % useful abbreviations
x2p0: Nat -> Nat % 2n
succ: Nat -> Nat % n+1
gt: Nat#Nat -> Bool % greater than
if: Bool#Nat#Nat -> Nat
add,sub,csub: Nat#Nat -> Nat % addition, subtraction (partial), cut-off subtraction
divides: Nat#Nat -> Bool % does the first argument divide the second? (partial)
var
n,m: Nat b:Bool
rew

gt(n,n)=F gt(0,n)=F gt(x2p1(n),0)=T gt(x2p2(n),0)=T

gt (x2p1(n) ,x2p2(m))=gt (n,m)
gt (x2p2(n) ,x2p1(m))=not (gt (m,n))

gt (x2p1(n) ,x2p1(m))=gt(n,m)
gt (x2p2(n) ,x2p2(m))=gt (n,m)

% eq(n,m)=not (or(gt(n,m),gt(m,n))) % sane, but inefficient

eq(n,n)=T
eq(x2p1(n),0)=F
eq(0,x2p1(n))=F
eq(x2p2(n),0)=F
eq(0,x2p2(n))=F
eq(x2p1(n) ,x2p2(m))=F
eq(x2p2(n) ,x2p1(m))=F

eq(x2p2(n) ,x2p2(m))=eq(n,m)
eq(x2p1(n),x2p1(m))=eq(n,m)
1=x2p1(0) 2=x2p2(0) % 1=2%0+1 2=2%0+2
3=x2p1(1) 4=x2p2(1) % 3=2%1+1 4=2%1+2

5=x2p1(2) 6=x2p2(2) % 5=2%2+1 6=2#2+2

47
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x2p0(0)=0 % 2%0=0

x2p0 (x2p1(n))=x2p2 (x2p0(n)) % 2(2n+1)=2(2n)+2

x2p0(x2p2(n) )=x2p2(x2p1(n)) % 2(2n+2)=2((2n+1)+1)=2(2n+1)+2
succ (0)=x2p1(0) % 0+1=2%0+1

succ (x2p1(n))=x2p2(n) % (2n+1)+1=2n+2

succ (x2p2(n))=x2p1(succ(n)) % (2n+2)+1=2(n+1)+1

add(0,n)=n add(n,0)=n

add (x2p1(n) ,x2p1(m))=x2p2(add(n,m))

add (x2p2(n) ,x2p2(m) ) =x2p2(succ(add(n,m)))
add (x2p1(n) ,x2p2(m))=x2p1(succ(add(n,m)))
add (x2p2(n) ,x2p1(m))=x2p1(succ(add(n,m)))

(2n+1) +(2m+1) =2 (n+m) +2

(2n+2) +(2m+2) =2 (n+m) +4=2 (n+m+1) +2
(2n+1) +(2m+2) =2 (n+m) +3=2 (n+m+1) +1
(2n+2) +(2m+1) =2 (n+m) +3=2 (n+m+1) +1

e

sub(n,0)=n sub(n,n)=0
sub(x2p1(n),x2p1(m))=x2p0(sub(n,m))

sub (x2p2(n) ,x2p2(m) )=x2p0(sub(n,m))

sub (x2p1(n) ,x2p2(m) )=x2p1(sub(n,succ(m)))
sub(x2p2(n) ,x2p1(m))=x2p1(sub(n,m)) % (2n+2)-(2m+1)=2(n-m)+1

sub(0,x2p{1,2}) is undefined
(2n+1) - (2m+1)=2(n-m)
(2n+2) - (2m+2)=the same

e

csub(n,m)=if (gt (n,m),sub(n,m),0)

divides(x2p1(n),0)=T divides(x2p2(n),0)=T % any n>0 divides 0; divides(0,n) is undefined

divides(x2p1(n),x2pi(m))= % n divides m whenever it divides m-n
and(not (gt (n,m)) ,divides(x2p1(n),sub(x2pl(m),x2p1(n))))
divides(x2p1(n),x2p2(m))=
and(not (gt (n,m)) ,divides(x2p1(n),sub(x2p2(m),x2p1(n))))
divides(x2p2(n),x2p1(m))=F % even never divides odd.
divides(x2p2(n),x2p2(m))=divides(succ(n),succ(m)) % (2n+2)|(2m+2) iff (n+1)]|(m+1)

if(T,n,m)=n if(F,n,m)=m if(b,n,n)=n if(not(b),n,m)=if(b,m,n)

Voo o to o to 1o 1o 1o 1o 10 1o 1o 1o 1o 1o 1o 1o 1o 1o 1o 1o 1o 1o 1o 1o To 1o To To To To To To To To To o o o o oo o o o o o o o o o o o o fo o fo fo fo fo fo 1o Fo Fo Fo fo fo

%hh%h To be generated from the spec hhh
%%%% The parts that do not parse before actual generation %k
%%hh are commented out YANA
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%hh sort State (pre-LPE process parameters tuple) YANA
7////////////////////////////////////////////////7////////7///////A
sort State
% func

% state:D_O#...#D_n->State
map

eq: State#State->Bool
gt: State#State->Bool
if: Bool#State#State->State
% pr_0:State->D_0 ... pr_n:State->D_n
var
d,e:State b:Bool
rew
if(T,d,e)=d if(F,d,e)=e if(b,d,d)=d if(not(b),d,e)=if(b,e,d)
% gt(state(do,...,dn),state(e0,...,en))=

% or(gt(d0,e0) ,and(eq(d0,e0),...or(gt(d{n-1},e{n-1}) ,and(eq(d{n-1},e{n-1}),gt(dn,en)))...

eq(d,d)=T
% eq(state(dO,...,dn),state(e0,...,en))=and(eq(d0,e0),...,and(eq(dn,en))...)

.2 Handshaking LM and ML Data Types

Yo lotoTotototolo oot tolotototetotototortetotortstolosstorlstolodstoledotorstolodotorlotstortstolodstorletololstolodstorlstolorstololotorslols
%%%% LM And ML data types YA
T T T T o o T T T T T o s T T T T oo o o T T o o oo o s T T o o oo o o T T oo oo o o T T oo oo o s T T oo oo o o T T oo
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%h% sort LM Wt

Tototoloo1o 1ol oo 1o o Toto o o oo To o to ToTo 1o o To 1o o ToTo 1o o To 1o o ToTo o ToTo o T ToTo o ToTo o o To 1o o ToFo o T To o o To o o To To o To o

sort LM % list of ML or State elements

func
LMO: ->LM % empty list
seql: State#LM->LM % add one State element to the head of the list
seqM: ML#LM->LM % add one ML to the head of the list

%(first argument never ML(x))

)

REFERENCES

(2n+1)-(2m+2)=2(n-m)-1=2(n-(m+1) )+1 -- undef if n=m!



map

eq: LM#LM->Bool
if: Bool#LM#LM->LM

gt: LM#LM->Bool
conc: LM#LM->LM
conp: ML#LM->LM

lenf :LM->Nat
getfl:LM#Nat->State
replfl:LM#Nat#LM->LM
remfl:LM#Nat->LM
replf2:LM#Nat#Nat#LM#LM->LM
replremf2:LM#Nat#Nat#LM->LM
remf2:LM#Nat#Nat->LM

C. uCRL Code of LM and ML Data
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equality on LM

concatenate 2 LMs in a wf way.
prepend an ML to an LM

number of "ready" components

get n-th component

replace n-th component

remove n-th component

replace n-th and m-th components
replace n-th and remove m-th components
remove n-th and m-th components

parc: LM#LM->LM % compose 2 LMs parallely

seqc: LM#LM->LM % compose 2 LMs sequentially

is_seq:LM->Bool % is it a sequential composition of smth. with a nonempty 1lm?
getflm:LM->LM % only defined if =seqM(ml,lml): get first elem from ml
remflm:LM->LM % only defined if =seqM(ml,lml): remove first elem from ml
getseql:LM->LM % only defined if =seqM(ml,1lm1): get conp(ml,1lmO)
getseqr:LM->LM % only defined if =seqM(ml,lml): get 1lml

var

d,d1l: State 1lm,1ml1,1m2:LM ml,ml1:ML n,m:Nat b:Bool

rew

gt (LMO,1m)=F
gt (seql(d,1m),LMO)=T
gt(seq1(d,1m),seq1(d1l,1m1))
=if (eq(1m,LMO),
if (eq(1m1,LMO),gt(d,d1),F),
if (eq(1m1,LMO),T,or(gt(d,d1) ,and(eq(d,d1),gt(1m,1m1)))))
gt(seql(d,1m),seqM(ml,1ml))=F
gt (seqM(ml,1m) ,LMO)=T
gt (seqM(ml,1m) ,seq1(d,1m1))=T
gt (seqM(ml,1m) ,seqM(ml1,1m1))
=if (eq(1lm,LMO),
if(eq(1m1,LMO),gt(ml,ml1),F),
if (eq(1m1,LMO),T,or (gt (ml,ml1),and(eq(ml,ml1),gt(Im,1m1)))))

conc(LMO,1m)=1m conc(lm,LMO)=1m
conc(seql(d,1m),1mi)=seql(d,conc(lm,1lm1))
conc(seqM(ml,1m),1ml)=seqM(ml,conc(1lm,1ml))

conp (ML (1m) ,1m1)=conc(lm,1lm1)
conp(par(lm,ml) ,1mi)=seqM(par(lm,ml),1ml)

eq(LMO,seq1(d,1m))=F eq(seql(d,1m),LMO)=F
eq(LMO,seqM(ml,1m))=F eq(segM(ml,1lm),LMO)=F
eq(seql(d,1m),seqM(ml,1m1))=F eq(seqM(ml,1lml),seql(d,1lm))=F

eq(1m,1m)=T
eq(seq1(d,1m),seq1(d1,1m1))=and(eq(d,d1),eq(1lm,1m1))
eq(seqM(ml,1m),seqM(mll,1m1))=and(eq(ml,ml1),eq(lm,1m1))

if(T,1m,1m1)=1m if(F,1m,1m1)=1ml if(b,1m,1m)=1m if(not(b),1lm,1lm1)=if(b,1m1,1m)
lenf (LMO)=0

lenf (seq1(d,1m))=1

lenf (segM(ml,1m))=1lenf (ml)

% undefined getf1(LMO,n)=

getfl(seql(d,1m),0)=d

getfl(seqM(ml,1m),n)=getf1(ml,n)

replfi(seqi(d,1m),0,1lml)=conc(Ilml,1m)
replfi(seqM(ml,1lm),n,1lmi)=conp(replfi(ml,n,lml),1lm)

remf1(1lm,n)=replfi(lm,n,LMO)

replf2(seqM(ml,1m) ,n,m,1lml,1m2)=conp(replf2(ml,n,m,1m1,1m2),1m)
replremf2(1lm,n,m,1ml)=replf2(lm,n,m,1lm1,LMO)
remf2(1lm,n,m)=replf2(lm,n,m,LMO,LMO)

seqc(1m,1m1)=conc(1lm,1ml)
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parc(1lm,1m1)=conp (comp (mkml(1lm) ,mkml(1m1)),LMO)
is_seq(LMO)=F is_seq(seql(d,LM0))=F is_seq(segM(ml,LMO0))=F
is_seq(seql(d,seq1(d1,1m)))=T is_seq(seql(d,seqM(ml,1m)))=T
is_seq(seqM(ml,seql(d,1m)))=T is_seq(seqM(ml,seqM(mll,1m)))=T
getflm(seqM(par (1m,ml) ,1m1))=1m
remflm(seqM(par (1m,ml),1m1))=conp(ml,lml)
getseql(seqM(ml,1m))=conp(ml,LMO)
getseqr(seqM(ml,1m))=1m
ToToToToToToTotoTotoToto o oo oo o oo oo o o o oo o o o o o o o o o o o o oo oo oo o oo oo oo oo o oo oo o oo o oo ol
%hh sort ML Whh
T T St I T TS T T T To s To To S To o To To o o T To To o o Fo Fo o T Fo To o o T o To Yo Fo T o o o o T o o Vo o T o T T o o Yo Fo T o o o o T oo
sort ML % Multiset of LM
func
ML: LM->ML % Multiset with one list
par: LM#ML->ML % Add a list to the multiset (first argument never LMO)
map
eq: ML#ML->Bool % equality on ML
if :Bool#ML#ML->ML
mkml :LM->ML % Make a proper ML out of an LM
comp :ML#ML->ML % Compose 2 MLs in a wf way.
gt :ML#ML->Bool
in: LM#ML->Bool % test if an 1lm is in ml (on the first level, of course).
rem: LM#ML->ML % remove an 1lm from ml if it is on the first level, don’t change otherwise

lenf: ML->Nat

getfl: ML#Nat->State

replfl: ML#Nat#LM->ML

replf2:ML#Nat#Nat#LM#LM->ML % replace n-th and m-th components
var

d,d1l: State 1m,1ml1,1m2:LM ml,ml1:ML n,m:Nat b:Bool
rew

gt (ML(1m) ,ML(1m1))=gt(1m,1m1)

gt (ML(1m) ,par(1mi,ml))=F

gt (par(1ml,ml) ,ML(1m))=T

gt (par(1m,ml) ,par(1mi,ml1))=or(gt(lm,1m1) ,and(eq(lm,1ml) ,gt (ml,m11)))

mkm1 (LMO) =ML (LMO)
mkml (seq1(d,1m))=ML(seql(d,1m))
mkml (seqM(ml,1m))=if (eq(1m,LMO) ,m1,ML(segM(ml,1m)))

comp (ML (LMO) ,m1)=ml
comp (m1,ML(LMO))=ml

comp (ML (seq1(d,1m)) ,ML(seql(d1,1m1)))=
if (gt (seql(d,1m),seql(d1,1ml)),
par(seql(dl,1ml) ,ML(seql(d,1m))),
par(seql(d,1m) ,ML(seq1(d1,1m1))))
comp (ML (seq1(d,1m)) ,ML(seqM(ml,1m1)))=par(seqi(d,1m1) ,ML(seqM(ml,1m1)))
comp (ML (seqM(ml,1m)) ,ML(seq1(d,1m1)))=comp(ML(seql(d,1m1)) ,ML(seqM(ml,1m)))
comp (ML (seqM(ml,1m)) ,ML(seqM(mll,1m1)))=
if (gt (seqM(ml,1lm) ,seqM(mll,1m1)),
par(seqM(ml1,1m1) ,ML(seqM(ml,1m))),
par(seqM(ml,1m) ,ML(seqM(mll,1m1))))

comp (ML (seq1(d,1m)),par(lml,ml))=
if(gt(seql(d,1m),1ml),
par(1mi, comp(ML(seq1(d,1m)),ml)),
par(seql(d,1lm),par(lml,ml)))
comp (par (1m1,ml) ,ML(seq1(d,1m)))=comp(ML(seql(d,1m)) ,par(lml,ml))
comp (ML(seqM(ml,1m)),par(lmi,ml1))=
if (gt (seqM(ml,1m),1ml),
par (1m1, comp (ML (seqM(ml,1m)) ,m11)),
par (seqM(ml,1m) ,par(lml,ml1)))
comp (par (1m1,m11) ,ML(seqM(ml,1m)))=comp (ML(seqM(ml,1m)),par(lmi,ml1))
comp (par (Im,ml) ,par (1m1,ml11))=
if (gt (1m,1m1),
par(1mi,comp(mll,par(lm,ml))),
par (1m, comp(ml,par(lml,ml1))))

eq(ML(1m) ,par (1m1,ml1))=F eq(par(lml,ml) ,ML(1m))=F
eq(ML(1m1) ,ML(1m2))=eq(1ml,1m2)
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eq(par (1m,ml) ,par(lml,ml1))= % ML par(lml,ml1) has at least 2 elements

and(in(1m,par(lml,ml1)),eq(ml,rem(lm,par(1lml,ml1))))
eq(ml,ml)=T

if(T,ml,m11)=ml if(F,ml,ml1)=ml1 if(b,ml,ml)=ml if(not(b),ml,ml1)=if(b,ml1,ml)

in(1m,ML(1m1))=eq(lm,1m1)
in(1lm,par(1mi,ml))=or(eq(lm,1m1),in(lm,ml))

% undefined (not needed) rem(1lm,ML(1m1))=if(eq(lm,1lm1),ML(LMO),ML(1m1))

rem(1lm,par (1m1,ML(1m2)))=if (eq(1m,1m1) ,ML(1m2),if (eq(1m,1m2) ,ML(Im1) ,par(1lml,ML(1m2))))
rem(1lm,par(1mi,par(1m2,ml)))=if (eq(1m,1ml) ,par(1lm2,ml) ,par(lml,rem(1lm,par(1lm2,ml))))

lenf (ML(1m))=1lenf (1m)
lenf (par (1m,ml))=add (lenf (1m) ,lenf (ml))

getf1(ML(1m) ,n)=getf1(1lm,n)
getfl(par(lm,ml) ,n)=if (gt (lenf(1m),n),getf1(1m,n),getf1(ml,sub(n,lenf(1m))))

replf1(ML(1m),n,1m1)=mkml(replf1(lm,n,1m1))
replfi(par(lm,ml) ,n,1m1)=if (gt (lenf (1m),n),

comp (mkml (replfl(lm,n,1m1)),ml),

comp (ML (1m) ,replf1(ml,sub(n,lenf(1m)),1ml)))

replf2(ML(1m) ,n,m,1m1,1m2)=mkml (replf2(lm,n,m,1ml,1m2))
replf2(par(lm,ml) ,n,m,1ml,1m2)=
if(gt(m,n),
if (gt (lenf(1m),n),
if (gt (lenf (Im) ,m),
comp (mkml (replf2(1lm,n,m,1m1,1m2)) ,ml),
comp (mkml (replfl(1lm,n,1m1)) ,replfl(ml,sub(m,lenf (1m)),1m2))),
comp (ML (1m) ,replf2(ml,sub(n,lenf (1m)),sub(m,lenf (1m)),1ml,1m2))),
if (gt (lenf (1m) ,m),
if (gt (lenf (Im) ,n),
comp (mkml (replf2(1lm,n,m,1m1,1m2)) ,ml),
comp (mkml (replfl(lm,m,1m2)) ,replfl(ml,sub(n,lenf(1m)),1ml))),
comp (ML (1m) ,replf2(ml,sub(n,lenf (1m)),sub(m,lenf (1m)),1ml,1m2))))

C.3 ALM and AML Data Types
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%%h% ALM And AML data types Y%
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%ht%  sort Act (Actions) %
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sort Act
func

a:Nat->Act
map

eq:Act#Act->Bool
if :Bool#Act#Act->Act
gt:Act#Act->Bool
var a,al:Act n,m:Nat b:Bool
rew
eq(a(n),a(m))=eq(n,m)
if(T,a,al)=a if(F,a,al)=al if(b,a,a)=a if(not(b),a,al)=if(b,al,a)
gt(a(n),a(m))=gt(n,m)

Toto IototoToto Tototo oo o To o Tototo Yoo To ot Tota o toto To oo toto Tototo To o fo fo to Fo o To toto Fo oo foto fo o to Toto fo o to Fo o fo toto Fo to o
%h%h sort ActSet (Sets of action Actions) Wt
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sort ActSet
func

ActSet0:->ActSet

_add:Act#ActSet->ActSet
map

eq:ActSet#ActSet->Bool

gt:ActSet#ActSet->Bool

if :Bool#ActSet#ActSet->ActSet

add:Act#ActSet->ActSet % add an element

addl:Act#ActSet->ActSet % add an element assuming it is not in the set
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in:Act#ActSet->Bool % is an element in the set?
rem:Act#ActSet->ActSet % remove an element (if present)
union:ActSet#ActSet->ActSet % set union
minus:ActSet#ActSet->ActSet % set minus
intersect:ActSet#ActSet->ActSet % set intersection

var a,al:Act as,asl:ActSet b:Bool

rew

eq(as,as)=T eq(ActSet0,_add(a,as))=F eq(_add(a,as),ActSet0)=F
eq(_add(a,as),_add(al,asl1))=and(in(a,_add(al,as1)),eq(as,rem(a,_add(al,as1))))

gt (ActSet0,as)=F

gt(_add(a,as) ,ActSet0)=T
gt(_add(a,as),_add(al,asl))=or(gt(a,al),and(eq(a,al),gt(as,asl)))
if(T,as,asl)=as if(F,as,asl)=asl if(b,as,as)=as if(not(b),as,asl)=if(b,asl,as)
add(a,as)=if(in(a,as),as,add1(a,as))

addl(a,ActSet0)=_add(a,ActSet0)
add1(a,_add(al,as))=if(gt(a,al),_add(al,addl(a,as)),_add(a,add(al,as)))
in(a,ActSet0)=F in(a,_add(al,as))=or(eq(a,al),in(a,as))

rem(a,ActSet0)=ActSet0
rem(a,_add(al,as))=if (eq(a,al) ,as,_add(al,rem(a,as)))

union(ActSet0,as)=as union(as,ActSet0)=as
union(_add(a,as),asl)=union(as,add(a,as1))

minus (ActSet0,as)=ActSet0 minus(as,ActSet0)=as
minus(_add(a,as),as1)=if(in(a,asl) ,minus(as,asl),_add(a,minus(as,asl1)))

intersect (ActSet0,as)=ActSet0 intersect(as,ActSet0)=ActSet0
intersect(_add(a,as),as1)=if(in(a,as1),_add(a,intersect(as,asl1)),intersect(as,asl1))
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%ht% sort ActMap (Function from Act to Act) YANA
Tl lotototoToTota o oo o ToTo oo o oo oo Tota o o oo oo oo o oo oo oo o o oo o T o oo oo oo oo oo oo o T oo
sort ActMap
func

ActMapO:->ActMap

_add:Act#Act#ActMap->ActMap
map

eq:ActMap#ActMap->Bool

gt :ActMap#ActMap->Bool

if :Bool#ActMap#ActMap->ActMap

mod:Act#Act#ActMap->ActMap % modify the mapping with the pair
modO:Act#Act#ActMap->ActMap % modify the mapping with the pair assuming the arg is there
mod1:Act#Act#ActMap->ActMap % modify the mapping with the pair assuming the arg is not there
in:Act#ActMap->Bool % is an element in the map’s args?
in:Act#Act#ActMap->Bool % is a pair in the map?
rem:Act#ActMap->ActMap % remove a pair by the arg (if present)
appl:Act#ActMap->Act % apply the mapping
comp: ActMap#ActMap->ActMap % compose 2 maps
rimage:ActSet#ActMap->ActSet % F~{-1}(AS)
simpl:ActSet#ActMap->ActMap % transform am not to change as
var a,al,a2,a3:Act as:ActSet am,aml:ActMap b:Bool

rew
eq(am,am)=T eq(ActMapO,_add(a,al,am))=F eq(_add(a,al,am),ActMap0)=F
eq(_add(a,al,am),_add(a2,a3,am1))=and(in(a,al,_add(al,a2,aml)),eq(am,rem(a,_add(a2,a3,am1))))

gt (ActMapO, am)=F

gt(_add(a,al,am),ActMap0)=T
gt(_add(a,al,am),_add(a2,a3,aml))=or(gt(a2,a),and(eq(a2,a) ,or(gt(al,al) ,and(eq(al,al),gt(am,am1)))))
if(T,am,am1)=am if (F,am,aml)=aml if(b,am,am)=am if(not(b),am,am1)=if(b,aml,am)
mod(a,al,am)=if (in(a,am) ,mod0(a,al,am) ,mod1(a,al,am))

modO(a,al,_add(a2,a3,am))=if (eq(a,a2),_add(a2,al,am),_add(a2,a3,mod0(a,al,am)))
modi(a,al,ActMap0)=_add(a,al,ActMap0)
modl(a,al,_add(a2,a3,am))=if (gt (a,a2),_add(a2,a3,mod1(a,al,am)),_add(a,al,_add(a2,a3,am)))

in(a,ActMap0)=F in(a,_add(a2,a3,am))=or(eq(a,a2),in(a,am))
in(a,al,ActMap0)=F in(a,al,_add(a2,a3,am))=or(and(eq(a,a2),eq(al,a3)),in(a,al,am))

rem(a, ActMap0)=ActMapO
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rem(a,_add(a2,a3,am))=if (eq(a,a2) ,am,_add(a2,a3,rem(a,am)))

appl(a,ActMap0O)=a appl(a,_add(a2,a3,am))=if (eq(a,a2),a3,appl(a,am))

comp (ActMap0,am)=am comp (am,ActMap0)=am

comp(_add(a,al,am),am1)=if (eq(appl(al,aml) ,a),rem(a,comp(am,aml)),modl(a,appl(al,aml),rem(a,comp(am,ami))))

rimage (ActSet0,am)=ActSet0 rimage(as,ActMap0)=as

rimage(as,_add(a,al,am))=if(in(al,as),add(a,rimage(as,am)) ,rem(a,rimage(as,am)))

simpl(ActSet0,am)=am simpl(as,ActMap0)=ActMap0

simpl(as,_add(a,al,am))=if (in(a,as),simpl(as,am),_add(a,al,simpl(as,am)))

AN AN N NSNS A AN SN AN YA AN N AN AN Y SN A YN AN AN A

%%% sort Annote (Triple of one ActMap and two ActSets) Dl
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sort Annote

func
ann:ActMap#ActSet#ActSet->Annote

map
eq:Annote#Annote->Bool
gt:Annote#Annote->Bool
if :Bool#Annote#Annote->Annote
AnnO:->Annote
comp:Annote#Annote->Annote
getH:Annote->ActSet
getI:Annote->ActSet
getR:Annote->ActMap

var as,asl,as2,as3:ActSet am,aml:ActMap annl,ann2:Annote b:Bool

rew

eq(ann(am,as,asl) ,ann(aml,as2,as3))=and(and(eq(am,aml) ,eq(as,as2)),eq(asl,as3))
gt(ann(am,as,asl) ,ann(aml,as2,as3))=or(gt(asl,as3),and(eq(asl,as3),or(gt(as,as2),and(eq(as,as2),gt(am,am1)))))

if(T,annl,ann2)=annl if(F,annl,ann2)=ann2 if(b,annl,annl)=annl if(not(b),annl,ann2)=if(b,ann2,annl)

AnnO=ann (ActMapO,ActSet0,ActSet0)

comp(ann(am,as,as1),ann(aml,as2,as3))=

ann(comp (aml,am) ,union(as2,rimage(as,aml)) ,union(as3,minus(rimage(asl,aml) ,as2)))

getH(ann(am,as,as1))=asl getI(ann(am,as,asl))=as getR(ann(am,as,asl))=am
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%hh sort ALM
sort ALM
func

ALMO: ->ALM

seql: Annote#State#ALM->ALM
seqM: AML#ALM->ALM
map
eq: ALM#ALM->Bool
if: Bool#ALM#ALM->ALM

gt: ALM#ALM->Bool

conc: ALM#ALM->ALM
conp: AML#ALM->ALM
annote: Annote#ALM->ALM

lenf:ALM->Nat
getfld:ALM#Nat->State
getfla:ALM#Nat->Annote
replfl:ALM#Nat#ALM->ALM
remfl:ALM#Nat->ALM

getf2a0:ALM#Nat#Nat->Annote
getf2al:ALM#Nat#Nat->Annote
getf2a:ALM#Nat#Nat->Annote

replf2:ALM#Nat#Nat#ALM#ALM->ALM
replremf2: ALM#Nat#Nat#ALM->ALM
remf2: ALM#Nat#Nat->ALM

parc: Annote#ALM#ALM->ALM
seqc: ALM#ALM->ALM

hthh
List of AML or State elements

Empty list

Add one State element to the head of the list
Add one AML to the head of the list (first argument never AML(x))

Equality on ALM

Concatenate 2 ALMs in a wf way.
Prepend an AML to an ALM
add annotation

number of "ready" components
get n-th component

get n-th component’s annotation
replace n-th component

remove n-th component

get n-th component’s annotation
get m-th component’s annotation

get (n,m)-th components’ annotation

replace n-th and m-th components

replace n-th and remove m-th components

remove n-th and m-th components

Compose 2 ALMs parallely
Compose 2 ALMs sequentially
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var
d,d1l: State 1lm,1ml1,1m2:ALM ml,ml11:AML n,m:Nat b:Bool ann,annl:Annote a:Act
rew
gt (ALMO, 1m)=F
gt(seql(ann,d,1lm),ALMO)=T
gt(seql(ann,d,1lm),seql(annl,dl,1ml))
=if (eq(eq(1m,ALMO) ,eq(1m1,ALMO)),
if (eq(eq(ann,Ann0),eq(anni,Ann0)),
or(gt(d,d1),and(eq(d,dl),or(gt(lm,1ml) ,and(eq(lm,1m1),gt(ann,ann1))))),
eq(anni,Ann0)),
eq(1m1,ALMO))
gt(seql(ann,d,1lm),seqM(ml,1m1))=F
gt (seqM(ml,lm) ,ALMO) =T
gt (seqM(ml,1lm),seql(ann,d,lml))=T
gt (seqM(ml,1m),seqM(mll,1m1))
=if (eq(eq(1m,ALMO) ,eq(1m1,ALMO)),
or(gt(ml,ml1),and(eq(ml,ml1),gt(1lm,1m1))),
eq(1m1,ALMO))

conc (ALMO,1m)=1m conc(1lm,ALMO)=1m
conc(seql(ann,d,1lm),1lml)=seql(ann,d,conc(lm,lml1))
conc (seqM(ml,1m),1ml)=seqM(ml,conc(lm,1ml))

conp (AML (1m) ,1m1)=conc(lm,1lm1)
conp (par (ann,1m,ml),1m1)=seqM(par(ann,lm,ml) ,1m1)

annote (ann,ALMO)=ALMO annote(AnnO,lm)=1m
annote (ann,seql(annl,d,1lm))=seql(comp(ann,anni),d,annote(ann,lm))
annote (ann,seqM(ml,1lm) )=conp(annote(ann,ml) ,annote(ann,1m))

eq(ALMO, seql(ann,d,1m))=F eq(seql(ann,d,1lm),ALMO)=F
eq(ALMO,seqM(ml,1m))=F eq(segM(ml,1lm),ALMO)=F
eq(seql(ann,d,1m),seqM(ml,1m1))=F eq(seqM(ml,1ml),seql(ann,d,1lm))=F

eq(1lm,1m)=T
eq(seql(ann,d,1lm),seql(annl,dl,1lml))=and(and(eq(d,d1) ,eq(1lm,1m1)),eq(ann,annl))
eq(seqM(ml,1m),seqM(mll,1ml))=and(eq(ml,ml1),eq(1lm,Iml))

if(T,1m,1m1)=1m if(F,1lm,1m1)=1ml if(b,1m,1m)=1m if (not(b),1lm,1m1)=if(b,1m1,1lm)

lenf (ALMO)=0
lenf (seql(ann,d,1lm))=1
lenf (seqM(ml,1m))=1enf (ml)

% undefined getfl(ALMO,n)=
getfild(seql(ann,d,1m),0)=d
getfld(seqM(ml,1lm) ,n)=getf1d(ml,n)
getfla(seql(ann,d,1lm),0)=ann
getfla(seqM(ml,1m) ,n)=getfla(ml,n)

replfi(seql(ann,d,1lm),0,1lml)=conc(annote(ann,1lml),lm)
replfi(seqM(ml,1lm),n,1lmi)=conp(replfi(ml,n,lml),1lm)

remfl(1lm,n)=replfl(lm,n,ALMO)
getf2a0(seqM(ml,1m),n,m)=getf2a0(ml,n,m)
getf2al(seqM(ml,1m),n,m)=getf2al (ml,n,m)

getf2a(seqM(ml,1lm) ,n,m)=getf2a(ml,n,m)

replf2(seqM(ml,1m) ,n,m,1lml,1m2)=conp(replf2(ml,n,m,1mi,1m2),1lm)
replremf2(1lm,n,m,1m1)=replf2(lm,n,m,lml, ALMO)
remf2(1lm,n,m)=replf2(1lm,n,m,ALMO, ALMO)

seqc(1m,1m1)=conc(lm,1m1)
parc(ann,lm,1lml)=annote(ann,conp (comp (mkml (1m) ,mkml (1m1)) ,ALMO))

AN AN NN NSNS A AN SN AN N AN AN A A Y SN YA YA AN A

%h% sort AML Wt
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sort AML % Multiset of ALM
func
AML: ALM->AML % Multiset with one list
par: Annote#ALM#AML->AML % Add a list to the multiset (first argument never ALMO)
map
eq: AML#AML->Bool % equality on AML

if :Bool#AML#AML->AML

REFERENCES
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mkml :ALM->AML % Make a proper AML out of an ALM
comp :AML#AML->AML % Compose 2 AMLs in a wf way.
annote: Annote#AML->AML % add annotation

gt : AML#AML->Bool

in: ALM#AML->Bool % test if an 1m is in ml (on the first level, of course).
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rem: ALM#AML->AML % remove an lm from ml if it is on the first level, don’t change otherwise

lenf: AML->Nat

getfld: AML#Nat->State
getfla: AML#Nat->Annote
replfl: AML#Nat#ALM->AML

getf2a0:AML#Nat#Nat->Annote % get n-th component’s annotation
getf2al:AML#Nat#Nat->Annote % get m-th component’s annotation
getf2a:AML#Nat#Nat->Annote % get (n,m)-th components’ annotation
replf2:AML#Nat#Nat#ALM#ALM->AML % replace n-th and m-th components

var

d,d1l: State 1m,1m1,1m2:ALM ml,ml1:AML n,m:Nat b:Bool ann,annl,ann2:Annote a:Act

rew

gt (AML (1m) ,AML(1m1))=gt (1m,1m1)

gt (AML(1m) ,par (ann,1lml,ml))=F

gt (par(ann,1lmi,ml) ,AML(1m))=T

gt (par(ann,1lm,ml) ,,par(anni,1lml,ml1))

=if (eq(eq(ann, Ann0) ,eq(anni,Ann0)),

or(gt(lm,1ml) ,and(eq(1m,1m1) ,gt (ml,ml1))),
eq(ann1,Ann0))

mkm1 (ALMO) =AML (ALMO)
mkml (seql(ann,d,1m))=AML(seql(ann,d,1lm))
mkml (seqM(ml,1m))=if (eq(1lm,ALMO) ,ml,AML(seqM(ml,1m)))

comp (AML (ALMO) ,m1)=ml
comp (ml, AML (ALMO) ) =m1

comp (AML (seql(ann,d,1m)),AML(seql(anni,d1,1m1)))=
if (gt (seql(ann,d,1m),seql(annl,d1,1ml)),
par (Ann0O,seqi(anni,d1,1m1) ,AML(seql(anni,d,1m))),
par (Ann0,seql(ann,d,1m) ,AML(seql(ann1,d1,1m1))))

comp (AML (seql(ann,d,1m)) ,AML(seqM(ml,1ml)))=par (Ann0,seql(ann,d,1ml) ,AML(seqM(ml,1m1)))
comp (AML (seqM(ml1,1m)) ,AML(seql(ann,d,1m1)))=comp(AML(seql(ann,d,1m1)),AML(seqM(ml,1m)))

comp (AML (seqM(ml,1m)) ,AML(seqM(ml1,1m1)))=
if (gt (seqM(ml,1m),seqM(mll,1m1)),
par (Ann0,seqM(mll,1m1) ,AML(seqM(ml,1m))),
par (Ann0,seqM(ml,1m) ,AML(segM(ml1,1m1))))

comp (AML (seql(ann,d,1m)) ,par(anni,lml,ml))=
if (and(eq(annl,Ann0),gt(seql(ann,d,1m),1m1)),
par (Ann0,1ml, comp (AML(seql(ann,d,1m)) ,ml)),
par (Ann0O,seql(ann,d,1m) ,par(annil,1lmi,ml)))

comp(par (annl,lml,ml),AML(seql(ann,d,1m)))=comp(AML(seql(ann,d,1m)),par(anni,lml,ml))

comp (AML (seqM(ml,1m)) ,par(anni,lml,ml1))=
if (and(eq(anni,Ann0) ,gt (seqM(ml,1m),1ml)),
par (Ann0,1m1, comp (AML (seqM(ml,1m)) ,m11)),
par (Ann0,segM(ml,1m) ,par(annil,1lmi,ml1)))

comp(par (annl,lml,ml1) ,AML(seqM(ml,1m)))=comp (AML(seqM(ml,1m)) ,par(anni,lml,ml1))

comp (par (ann,lm,ml) ,par(anni,lml,ml1))=
if (eq(ann, Ann0),
if (eq(annl,Ann0),

if (gt (1m,1m1) ,par (Ann0,1m1, comp(mll,par(ann,lm,ml))) ,par (AnnO,1m,comp(ml,par(anni,iml,ml1)))),

par (Ann0, 1m, comp(ml,par(anni,lml,ml1)))),
if (eq(anni,Ann0),
par (Ann0,1ml,comp(mll,par(ann,lm,ml))),
if (gt (par(ann,lm,ml),par(anni,lmi,ml1)),
par (AnnO,segM(par (annl,1m1,m11) ,ALMO) ,par(ann,lm,ml)),
par (Ann0, seqM(par (ann,1m,ml) ,ALMO) ,par (annl,1lmi,ml1)))))

annote (ann, AML (1m) ) =mkm1 (annote (ann,1m))
annote (ann,par(anni,lm,ml))=par(comp(ann,annl),lm,ml)

eq(AML (I1m) ,par(anni,1lml,ml))=F eq(par(anni,lmi,ml),AML(1m))=F
eq(AML(1m1) ,AML(1m2))=eq(1m1,1m2)
eq(par(ann,lm,ml),par(anni,lmi,mll))=

and(eq(ann,annl) ,and(in(1lm,par (Ann0,1m1,m11)),eq(ml,rem(1lm,par (Ann0,1ml,m11)))))
% AML par(AnnO,1lml,mll) has at least 2 elements
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eq(ml,ml)=T
if(T,ml,ml11)=ml if(F,ml,m11)=ml1 if(b,ml,ml)=ml if(not(b),ml,ml1)=if(b,m11,ml)

in(1m,AML(1m1))=eq(1m,1m1)
in(1lm,par(anni,lml,ml))=and(eq(annl,Ann0),or(eq(lm,1m1),in(lm,ml)))

% undefined (not needed) rem(lm,AML(1m1))=if(eq(lm,1lm1),AML(ALMO),AML(1m1))
rem(1lm,par(anni,lml,AML(1m2)))=
if (eq(annil, Ann0),
if (eq(1m,1m1) ,AML(1m2),if (eq(1m,1m2) ,AML(1ml) ,par(anni,lml,AML(1m2)))),
par(annl,1lml,AML(1m2)))
rem(lm,par (annl,1lml,par(ann2,1m2,ml)))=
if (eq(anni, Ann0),
if (eq(1m,1m1) ,par(ann2,1m2,ml) ,par(anni,1lmi,rem(lm,par(ann2,1m2,ml)))),
par(annl,1lml,par(ann2,1m2,ml)))

lenf (AML(1m) )=lenf (1m)
lenf (par(ann,1lm,ml))=add (lenf (1m) ,lenf (ml))

getf1d (AML(1m) ,n)=getf1d(1m,n)

getfid(par(ann,1lm,ml) ,n)=if (gt (lenf(1m),n),getf1d(1m,n),getf1d(ml,sub(n,lenf(1m))))
getfla(AML(1m) ,n)=getfla(lm,n)

getfla(par(ann,lm,ml) ,n)=comp(ann,if (gt (lenf (1m) ,n),getfla(lm,n),getfla(ml,sub(n,lenf(1m)))))

replf1(AML(1m) ,n,1m1)=mkml(replf1(lm,n,1lml))
replfi(par(ann,lm,ml) ,n,1lml)=annote(ann,if (gt (lenf (1m),n),
comp (mkml (replf1(lm,n,1m1)),ml),
comp (AML (1m) ,replf1(ml,sub(n,lenf (1m)),1m1))))

getf2a0(AML(1m) ,n,m)=getf2a0(1lm,n,m)
getf2a0(par(ann,lm,ml) ,n,m)=
if (eq(gt(lenf (1m),n),gt(lenf (1m),m)),
if (gt (lenf (Im) ,n) ,getf2a0(lm,n,m) ,getf2a0(ml,sub(n,lenf (1m)),sub(m,lenf (Im)))),
if (gt (lenf (1m) ,n) ,getfla(lm,n) ,getfla(ml,sub(n,lenf (1m)))))
getf2al (AML(1m) ,n,m)=getf2al(lm,n,m)
getf2al(par(ann,lm,ml) ,n,m)=
if (eq(gt(lenf (1m),n),gt(lenf (1m) ,m)),
if (gt (lenf (1m),n) ,getf2al(lm,n,m),getf2al (ml,sub(n,lenf (1m)),sub(m,lenf(1m)))),
if (gt (lenf (1m) ,m) ,getfla(lm,n) ,getfla(ml,sub(m,lenf (1m)))))
getf2a(AML(1m) ,n,m)=getf2a(lm,n,m)
getf2a(par(ann,lm,ml) ,n,m)=
if (eq(gt (lenf (1m),n),gt(lenf (1m) ,m)),
comp(ann, if (gt (lenf (1m),n) ,getf2a(lm,n,m) ,getf2a(ml,sub(n,lenf (1m)),sub(m,lenf(1m))))),
ann)

replf2(AML(1m) ,n,m,1ml,1m2)=mkml (replf2(lm,n,m,1m1,1m2))
replf2(par(ann,lm,ml) ,n,m,1ml,1lm2)=annote(ann,
if(gt(m,n),
if (gt (lenf (1m),n),
if (gt (lenf (1m) ,m),
comp (mkml (replf2(1lm,n,m,1m1,1m2)) ,ml),
comp (mkml (replfl(lm,n,1m1)) ,replfl(ml,sub(m,lenf (1m)),1m2))),
comp (AML (1m) ,replf2(ml,sub(n,lenf (1m)),sub(m,lenf (1m)),1m1,1m2))),
if (gt (lenf (1m),m),
if (gt (lenf (1m),n),
comp (mkml (replf2(1lm,n,m,1m1,1m2)) ,ml),
comp (mkml (replfl(lm,m,1m2)) ,replfl(ml,sub(n,lenf(lm)),1ml))),
comp (AML (1m) ,replf2(ml,sub(n,lenf (1m)),sub(m,lenf(1m)),1m1,1m2)))))

C.4 Basic Data Types for Multi-Party Communications
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%%h% Sorts LNat, LState; ActPars, E_i, LActPars, LE_i, functions on them (all generated) %%k
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%hh sort LNat (list of Naturals) YANA
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sort LNat
func

LNatO:->LNat

add:Nat#LNat->LNat
map
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eq:LNat#LNat->Bool

if :Bool#LNat#LNat->LNat
len:LNat->Nat
cat:LNat#LNat->LNat

head:LNat->Nat % return the head of the list
in:Nat#LNat->Bool
lower:LNat#Nat->LNat % return a sublist containing elems <n
upper :LNat#Nat->LNat % return a sublist containing elems >=n
sub:LNat#Nat->LNat % subtract n from each elem.
is_unique:LNat->Bool % are all the elems different?
is_sorted:LNat->Bool % is the list sorted?
is_each_lower:Nat#LNat->Bool % is each of the elems lower than the first arg?
genOMm1:Nat->LNat % generate list 0..M-1 (if M=0 then return LNatO)
var
lnat,lnatl:LNat n,m:Nat b:Bool
rew

eq(lnat,lnat)=T eq(LNatO,add(n,lnat))=F

eq(add(n,lnat),LNat0)=F eq(add(n,lnat),add(m,lnat1))=and(eq(n,m),eq(lnat,lnatl))
if(T,1lnat,lnat1)=1lnat if(F,lnat,lnatl)=1lnatl

if (b,1lnat,lnat)=1lnat if(not(b),lnat,lnatl)=if(b,lnatl,lnat)
len(LNat0)=0

len(add(n,lnat))=succ(len(lnat))

cat(LNatO,lnat)=1nat cat(lnat,LNatO)=1lnat
cat(add(n,lnat),lnatl)=add(n,cat(lnat,lnatl))

head(add(n,lnat))=n

in(n,LNat0)=F

in(n,add(m,1lnat))=or(eq(n,m),in(n,1lnat))

lower (LNatO,n)=LNatO

lower (add(m,1lnat) ,n)=if (gt (n,m) ,add(m,lower (lnat,n)),lower(lnat,n))
upper (LNat0,n)=LNat0

upper (add (m, 1nat) ,n)=if (gt (n,m) ,upper (lnat,n),add (m,upper (lnat,n)))
sub(LNatO,n)=LNatO

sub(add(m,1lnat) ,n)=add(sub(m,n),sub(lnat,n))

is_unique(LNat0)=T
is_unique(add(n,lnat))=and(in(n,1lnat),is_unique(lnat))
is_sorted(LNat0)=T is_sorted(add(n,LNat0))=T
is_sorted(add(n,add(m,1lnat)))=and(not(gt(n,m)),is_sorted(add(m,1lnat)))
is_each_lower(n,LNat0)=T
is_each_lower(n,add(m,1lnat))=and(gt(n,m),is_each_lower(n,lnat))
genOMm1 (0)=LNatO

genOMm1 (x2p1(n))=cat (genONm1 (x2p0(n)) ,add (n,LNat0))

genOMm1 (x2p2(n) ) =cat (genONm1 (x2p1(n)) ,add(n,LNat0))

oot ototototolololotototototo oo oo tolototototototolo oo toloto oo oo to oo oo To oo oo oo To oo to o oo To o To o To o To o To o
%hh sort LState (list of States) oot
ToToToToToToTotoTooTo o To oo oo o oo To o oo o oo oo ot oo o oo oo o oo oo oo o oo oo oo o oo oo oo oo oo oo ol
sort LState
func
LStateO:->LState
add:State#LState->LState
map
eq:LState#LState->Bool
if :Bool#LState#LState->LState
len:LState->Nat
var
1d,1d1:LState d,dl1:State b:Bool
rew
eq(1d,1d)=T eq(LState0,add(d,1d))=F
eq(add(d,1d) ,LState0)=F eq(add(d,1d),add(d1,1d1))=and(eq(d,dl),eq(1ld,1d1))
if(T,1d,1d1)=1d if(F,1d,1d1)=1d1 if(b,1d,1ld)=1d if(not(b),1d,1ld1)=if(b,1d1,1d)
len(LState0)=0
len(add(d,1d))=succ(len(1d))

Dol ToToto o oo T ToTo o o ol T To T o o o T To o o o o o T To o o o o T To o o o o T T T o o oo T T o o oo o T T o o oo o o
%%% Sorts LActPars (list of ActPars, defined below) YA
T T St I T Tt To fo To To o To fo o To o To To o Fo To To o T Fo Fo o o Fo To o o T Jo T o o Fo o T o Fo T o T Yot T o T Fo o o o T T oo Vot o oo
sort LActPars
func

LActPars0:->LActPars

add:ActPars#LActPars->LActPars
map

eq:LActPars#LActPars->Bool

if :Bool#LActPars#LActPars->LActPars

len:LActPars->Nat

head:LActPars->ActPars % return the head of the list

EQ:LActPars->Bool % are all of the elements equal?




var
laa,laal:LActPars aa,aal:ActPars b:Bool
rew
eq(laa,laa)=T eq(LActPars0,add(aa,laa))=F
eq(add(aa,laa) ,LActPars0)=F eq(add(aa,laa),add(aal,laal))=and(eq(aa,aal),eq(laa,laal))
if(T,laa,laal)=laa if(F,laa,laal)=laal if(b,laa,laa)=laa if(not(b),laa,laal)=if(b,laal,laa)
len(LActPars0)=0
len(add(aa,laa))=succ(len(laa))
head(add(aa,laa))=aa
EQ(LActPars0)=T
EQ(add(aa,LActPars0))=T
EQ(add(aa,add(aal,laa)))=and(eq(aa,aal) ,EQ(add(aal,laa)))

bk

%hh% To be generated from the spec hhh
%%%% The parts that do not parse before actual generation %
%hhh are commented out YANA

ot T T to Tt s Tt To To T To T o o To o To o To T T o o o o o o Jo T o oo o oo T o T o T o oo o ot o o Fo o o o oo Voo o o o o o

Tototoloto1ololoTo o 1o ToTo 1o o 1o o 1o To o 1o o 1o 1o o To o o To 1o 1o o ToTo o To 1o 1o o To 1o o ToTo o Fo To o o To 1o o Fo To o o 1o 1o o Fo o o T 1o 1o o Fo o o Fo 1o o T T o

%h% Sort ActPars (unique action parameters tuples) %ot
%%% if parameters of act(m) are a_k(...), YANA
%%h% it means that act(m) and act(k) have the same parameter sorts YANA

Yoto to oo to o TotoTo oo oot Toto o toto To oo to o To o o To o To ot fo oo o to foto o toto Fo o o fo o To toto o to fo o to To o o fo to Fo o o toto fo to o toto To toto fo
sort ActPars
func
% a_k:D_O#...#D_n->ActPars
map
eq: ActPars#ActPars->Bool
gt: ActPars#ActPars->Bool
if: Bool#ActPars#ActPars->ActPars
% pr_k_O0:ActPars->D_0 ... pr_k_n:ActPars->D_n
var
aa,aal:ActPars b:Bool
rew
if(T,aa,aal)=aa if(F,aa,aal)=aal if(b,aa,aa)=aa if(not(b),aa,aal)=if(b,aal,aa)
% gt(a_k(dO,...,dn),a_k(e0,...,en))=

% or(gt(d0,e0) ,and(eq(d0,e0),...or(gt(d{n-1},e{n-1}) ,and(eq(d{n-1},e{n-1}),gt(dn,en)))...

% gt(a_k(dO,...,dn),a_m(e0,...,el))="k>m"

eq(aa,aa)=T

% eq(a_k(dO,...,dn),a_k(e0,...,en))=and(eq(d0,e0),...,and(eq(dn,en))...)
% eq(a_k(dO,...,dn),a_m(e0,...,el))=F (k!=m)

Tototololo1ololo1o o1 ToToto o 1o o 1o To 1o o To 1o 1o o To 1o o ToTo 1o To ToTo o 1o 1o o To To 1o o 1o 1o o To To o T To 1o o To 1o o T To o o To 1o o T To o Fo T

%%h% Sorts E_i (sum types tuples) A
Tt lolotototoTo oo o oo o oo oo o o o o oo tata o o o o oo oo o o o oo ota o o oo o oo oo oo o oo oo o o o oo To oo
sort E_O
func

% e_i:D_O#...#D_n->E_i
map

eq: E_O#E_0->Bool
gt: E_O#E_0->Bool
if: Bool#E_O#E_0->E_O
% pr_0:E_i->D_0 ... pr_n:E_i->D_n
var
ee,eel:E_O0 b:Bool
rew
if(T,ee,eel)=ce if(F,ee,ecel)=eel if(b,ee,ece)=ce if (not(b),ee,eel)=if(b,eel,ece)
% gt(e_i(dO,...,dn),e_i(e0,...,en))=

% or(gt(d0,e0) ,and(eq(d0,e0),...or(gt(d{n-1},e{n-1}) ,and(eq(d{n-1},e{n-1}),gt(dn,en)))...

eq(ee,ee)=T
% eq(e_i(d0,...,dn),e_i(e0,...,en))=and(eq(d0,e0),...,and(eq(dn,en))...)

ToToToToloToTotoTotoTototo oo oo o oo oo o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o oo o o o o o oo oo oo o oo o oo oo o oo ol

%%% Sorts LE_i (list of E_i) AN
T e T s Tt s T T o T o T s fo o T o T o T s T e e T o T o T s T s T T o o o T s T T T o T o T s T T T o T o T o T o o
sort LE_O

func

LEO_0:->LE_O
add:E_O#LE_O->LE_O

map
eq:LE_O#LE_0->Bool
if :Bool#LE_O#LE_0->LE_O
len:LE_O->Nat
head:LE_0->E_O

var

))

))
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C. pCRL Code of LM and ML Data Types

lee,leel:LE_O ee,eel:E_O b:Bool
rew
eq(lee,lee)=T eq(LE0_0,add(ee,lee))=F
eq(add(ee,lee) ,LE0_0)=F eq(add(ee,lee),add(eel,leel))=and(eq(ee,eel),eq(lee,leel))
if(T,lee,leel)=lee if(F,lee,leel)=leel if(b,lee,lee)=lee if(not(b),lee,leel)=if(b,leel,lee)
len(LE0_0)=0
len(add(ee,lee))=succ(len(lee))
head(add(ee,lee) )=ee

e el o T e e T e e e e e o o e e e o o o e et o o e e el ot o el e ot o o ettt o o ho to o
%%% Functions F_i and C_i (use the terms vectors f_i and c_i) %%%
Db ol T Toto o oo T ToTo o o o T To T o o o T To o o o o o T To o o oo T To o o oo T To T o o oo T T T o oo o T Fo o o oo o o
map
F_0:LState#LE_O->LActPars
C_0:LState#LE_0->Bool
var
d:State 1d:LState e:E_O le:LE_O
rew
F_0(LState0,LE0_0)=LActPars0
% F_i(add(d,1d) ,add(e,le))=add([meta(f_i)] (pr_k(d),pr_k(e)),F_i(1d,1le))
C_0(LState0,LE0_0)=T
% C_i(add(d,1d),add(e,le))=and([meta(c_i)] (pr_k(d),pr_k(e)),C_i(1ld,le))

C.5 Data Types for Multi-Party Communications with LM and ML

ToToToToToToTotoTotoToo o oo oo oo o oo o oo oo oo oo o o o oo oo o oo oo oo o oo oo oo o oo oo o oo oo o oo ol
%hh sort LLM (list of LMs) YA
T T St I T T S T T T To s To To S To o To To o o T To To o o To S o T Fo T o T o To Yo T T o o o o T o o o o o o T T o o o Fo T o o T o T oo
sort LLM
func

LLMO:->LLM

add:LM#LLM->LLM
map

eq:LLM#LLM->Bool

if :Bool#LLM#LLM->LLM

len:LLM->Nat

cat:LLM#LLM->LLM
lower:LLM#LNat#Nat->LLM % return a sublist containing elems whose places are <n
upper : LLM#LNat#Nat->LLM % return a sublist containing elems whose places are >=n
LEmptyLM:Nat->LLM % returns the list consisting of n LMOs.

var
11m,11m1:LLM 1lnat:LNat 1lm,1lm1:LM b:Bool n,m:Nat

rew

eq(11m,11m)=T eq(LLMO,add(1m,11m))=F

eq(add(1m,11m) ,LLMO)=F eq(add(1lm,11lm),add(1lm1,11lm1))=and(eq(lm,1ml),eq(11lm,11lmi))
if(T,11m,11m1)=11m if(F,11lm,11lm1)=11ml if(b,11lm,11lm)=11lm if(not(b),1lm,11lm1)=if(b,11lm1,11m)
len(LLMO)=0

len(add(1m,11lm))=succ(len(1lm))

cat(LLMO,11m)=11m cat(1lm,LLMO)=11m

cat(add(1lm,11lm),1lml)=add(1lm,cat(11lm,11m1))

lower (LLMO,LNatO,n)=LLMO

lower (add(1m,11m) ,add(m,1lnat) ,n)=if (gt (n,m),add(1lm,lower(1lm,1lnat,n)),lower(1lm,1lnat,n))
upper (LLMO,LNat0,n)=LLMO

upper (add(1m,11m) ,add (m,1lnat) ,n)=if (gt (n,m) ,upper (11lm,lnat,n) ,add(lm,upper(1lm,lnat,n)))
LEmptyLM(0)=LLMO

LEmptyLM(x2p1(n))=add(LMO, cat (LEmptyLM(n) ,LEmptyLM(n)))
LEmptyLM(x2p2(n))=add(LMO,LEmptyLM(x2p1(n)))

Tolotoolotootolototo o oto o oot to oo o o tototota o o o o ol tato oo o oot tota o o odotolo oo oo o o oo tota o o o o oo ote

%%% Additional parts for the sorts LM and ML o
ot T T T Tt s Tt To To T To Fo o fo T o To o To T T o o o oo To o T o o o o o T o Fo o Vo o o oo oo T o Fo o o o oo o Fo o T o o
map
getfn:LM#LNat->LState % get the list of states.
replfn:LM#LNat#LLM->LM % replace the components with indices from LNat with the elements of LLM
replfn:ML#LNat#LLM->ML
remfn:LM#LNat->LM % remove the components with indices from LNat
var
11m:LLM 1lnat:LNat 1m,1lm1:LM ml:ML n:Nat
rew

getfn(lm,LNat0)=LState0
getfn(lm,add(n,lnat))=add(getf1(lm,n),getfn(1lm,1lnat))

replfn(lm,add(n,LNat0),add(1m1,LLMO))=replf1(lm,n,1lml)
replfn(seqM(ml,1m) ,add(n,lnat),add(1m1,11lm))=conp(replfn(ml,add(n,lnat),add(1lml,11m)),1lm)

59
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replfn(ML(1m),1lnat,11lm)=mkml(replfn(lm,lnat,1lm))
replfn(par(lm,ml),lnat,1l1lm)=
comp (if (eq(lower (1nat,lenf (1m)),LNat0),
ML (LMO) ,
mkml (replfn(lm,lower (lnat,lenf (1m)),lower(1lm,lnat,lenf(1m))))),
if (eq(upper(1lnat,lenf (1m)),LNat0),
ML (LMO),
replfn(ml,sub(upper(lnat,lenf(1m)),lenf (1m)) ,upper(1lm,lnat,lenf(1m)))))

remfn(lm,lnat)=replfn(lm,lnat,LEmptyLM(len(lnat)))

Tl totototooTota o o oo To o oo o o o o To oo o o oo oo o o o o o ToTo oo o o oo oo o oo oo oo oo oo oo oo o

%%%% To be generated from the spec %%
%%%h% The parts that do not parse before actual generation W
%hhh are commented out Dl

Toloto oo oo toto oo o o oo ToTo oo o o o o toto oo o o odototota o o oo oo tato o o oo ot tata o o o o To o oo oo o oo oo e

T T s T e T T o T o T s T o T o T o T s T s e o o T o T s T s o o o T o T o o s o o T o T o T o T s T o T o o o T s o
%%% Functions mkllm_i YANA
Dol ToToto o oo o ToToto o o e T ToTo o o o T To o o o o o T To o o oo T T To o o o o T To T o o oo T T o o oo o T Fo o o oo o o
map
mkllm_O:LState#LE_O->LLM
var
d:State 1d:LState ee:E_O lee:LE_O
rew
mkllm_O(LStateO,LEO_0)=add (LMO,LLMO)
% mkllm_O(add(d,1d),add(ee,lee))=add([meta(mklm_0)] (pr_k(d),pr_k(ee)) ,mkllm_0(1ld,lee))

REFERENCES

C.6 Data Types for Multi-Party Communications with ALM and AML

oI T T I T T S T T T To s To To T To o To To o T T To To o o To S T T Fo T o T o To Yo Fo T o o o o T o T ot T o T T o o o Fo T o Fo o T oo
Wh’% sort LALM (list of ALMs) i
ToToToToToToTotoTotoToto o oo oo o oo o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o oo o oo oo oo oo oo o oo oo o oo o oo ol
sort LALM
func

LALMO:->LALM

add:ALM#LALM->LALM
map

eq:LALM#LALM->Bool

if :Bool#LALM#LALM->LALM

len:LALM->Nat

cat:LALM#LALM->LALM

lower:LALM#LNat#Nat->LALM % return a sublist containing elems whose places are <n
upper : LALM#LNat#Nat->LALM % return a sublist containing elems whose places are >=n
LEmptyALM:Nat->LALM % returns the list consisting of n ALMOs.

var
11m,11m1:LALM lnat:LNat 1m,1lml:ALM b:Bool n,m:Nat

rew

eq(11lm,11m)=T eq(LALMO,add(1m,11m))=F
eq(add(1m,11m),LALMO)=F eq(add(lm,1lm),add(1m1,11lml))=and(eq(lm,1m1),eq(11lm,11m1))

if(T,11m,11m1)=11m if(F,11lm,11lm1)=11ml if(b,11lm,1lm)=11m if (not(b),11lm,11m1)=if(b,1lmi,11lm)

len(LALMO)=0
len(add(1m,11lm))=succ(len(1lm))

cat (LALMO,11m)=11m cat(1lm,LALMO)=11m
cat(add(1m,11m),11m1)=add(lm,cat(11lm,11ml))
lower (LALMO,LNatO,n)=LALMO

lower (add(1m,11lm) ,add(m,1lnat) ,n)=if (gt (n,m) ,add(lm,lower (1lm,lnat,n)),lower (1lm,lnat,n))

upper (LALMO,LNatO,n)=LALMO

upper (add(1m,11m) ,add (m,1lnat) ,n)=if (gt (n,m) ,upper (11m,1lnat,n) ,add (lm,upper (1lm,lnat,n)))

LEmptyALM(0)=LALMO
LEmptyALM(x2p1(n))=add (ALMO, cat (LEmptyALM(n) ,LEmptyALM(n)))
LEmptyALM(x2p2(n))=add (ALMO, LEmptyALM(x2p1(n)))

I T St I T Tt T T To To s To To S To o To To o o T To To o Fo Fo Fo o o Fo To o o T o T Yo Fo T o T o o T o o o o o o T T o o Yo Fo T o o Fo o T oo
%h% sort LAct (list of Actions) YANA
Tototoototototolo oo tototototototo oo tololotototototoo oo tototo oo oo toto oo to oo o oo oo Toto oo To oo oo To o To o To o To
sort LAct
func

LAct0O:->LAct

add:Act#LAct->LAct
map

eq:LAct#LAct->Bool




C. pCRL Code of LM and ML Data Types

if :Bool#LAct#LAct->LAct
len:LAct->Nat
cat:LAct#LAct->LAct

lower:LAct#LNat#Nat->LAct % return a sublist containing elems whose places are <n
upper :LAct#LNat#Nat->LAct % return a sublist containing elems whose places are >=n
mklact:Nat#Act->LAct % generate the list of n actions a

var
la,lal:LAct lnat:LNat a,al:Act b:Bool n,m:Nat

rew

eq(la,la)=T eq(LAct0,add(a,la))=F

eq(add(a,la),LAct0)=F eq(add(a,la),add(al,lal))=and(eq(a,al),eq(la,lal))
if(T,la,lal)=1la if(F,la,lal)=lal if(b,la,la)=la if(not(b),la,lal)=if(b,lal,la)
len(LAct0)=0

len(add(a,la))=succ(len(la))

cat(LAct0,la)=1la cat(la,LActO)=la

cat(add(a,la),lal)=add(a,cat(la,lal))

lower (LActO,LNatO,n)=LActO
lower(add(a,la),add(m,1lnat),n)=if (gt (n,m) ,add(a,lower(la,lnat,n)),lower(la,lnat,n))
upper (LAct0,LNat0,n)=LAct0

upper (add(a,la) ,add(m,1lnat) ,n)=if (gt (n,m) ,upper(la,lnat,n),add(a,upper(la,lnat,n)))
mklact (0,a)=LActO

mklact (x2p1(n),a)=add(a,cat(mklact(n,a),mklact(n,a)))

mklact (x2p2(n) ,a)=add(a,mklact (x2p1(n),a))

TototololoTololo1o o1 o Toto o 1o o 1o To 1o to ToTo 1o o To o o ToTo 1o To 1o 1o o ToTo o ToTo o o 1o 1o o ToTo o o 1o 1o o To 1o o T To o o To 1o o T To o To T

%h% Sort ActDT (action or delta or tau) YA
T oI ToToto o e T ToTo o o o T To T o o o o T To o o o oo T To o o oo o T To o o oo o T T o o oo o T o o o oo T T o o oo oo
sort ActDT

func

adt_a:Act->ActDT
adt_d:->ActDT
adt_t:->ActDT
map
eq:ActDT#ActDT->Bool
if :Bool#ActDT#ActDT->ActDT
gamma: ActDT#ActDT->ActDT
annote: Annote#ActDT->ActDT
var
a,al:Act adt,adt1:ActDT b:Bool ann:Annote
rew
eq(adt,adt)=T eq(adt_a(a),adt_a(al))=eq(a,al)
eq(adt_a(a),adt_d)=F eq(adt_a(a),adt_t)=F
eq(adt_d,adt_a(a))=F eq(adt_d,adt_t)=F
eq(adt_t,adt_a(a))=F eq(adt_t,adt_d)=F

if(T,adt,adt1)=adt if(F,adt,adtl)=adtl if(b,adt,adt)=adt if(not(b),adt,adtl)=if(b,adtl,adt)

gamma (adt_a(a) ,adt_a(al))=if (cannot_communicate(a,al) ,adt_d,adt_a(gamma(a,al)))
gamma (adt_d,adt)=adt_d gamma(adt_t,adt)=adt_d gamma(adt,adt_d)=adt_d gamma(adt,adt_t)=adt_d

annote (ann,adt_a(a))=if (in(a,getH(ann)) ,adt_d,if (in(a,getI(ann)),adt_t,adt_a(appl(a,getR(ann)))))
annote(ann,adt_d)=adt_d annote(ann,adt_t)=adt_t

Tototoloo1o 1ol 1o o1 ToToto o 1o o 1o To 1o to o 1o 1o o To 1o o ToTo 1o fo 1o 1o fo ToTo o To To o Fo 1o To o ToTo o o To 1o o To 1o o T To o o To o o T To o o o

%%% Additional parts for the sorts ALM and AML YA
Tl lotototoTo oo o oo oo To oo o o o oo ta o o oo oo oo o o o oo oo o o oo o oo oo oo oo o o oo o To T
map
getfnd:ALM#LNat->LState % get the components with indices from LNat
replfn:ALM#LNat#LALM->ALM % replace the components with indices from LNat with the elements of LALM
replfn:AML#LNat#LALM->AML
remfn:ALM#LNat->ALM % remove the components with indices from LNat.
getActDT: ALM#LNat#LAct->ActDT % get the action a list of ready components performing the list of action
getActDT: AML#LNat#LAct->ActDT % will communicate into
is_act:Act#ALM#LNat#LAct->Bool % is this action a?
is_tau:ALM#LNat#LAct->Bool % is this tau?
var
1m,1m1:ALM ml:AML 1lnat,lnatl:LNat 1lm:LALM ann:Annote a,al:Act la,lal:LAct n,nl:Nat
rew

getfnd(1m,LNat0)=LState0
getfnd(1lm,add(n,1lnat))=add(getf1d(1m,n) ,getfnd(1m,1lnat))

replfn(lm,add(n,LNat0),add(1m1,LALMO))=replfi(lm,n,1lml)
replfn(seqM(ml,1lm),add(n,1lnat),add(1m1,11m))=conp(replfn(ml,add(n,lnat),add(1m1,11m)),1lm)

replfn(AML(1m) ,1lnat,1lm)=mkml (replfn(lm,lnat,1l1lm))
replfn(par(ann,lm,ml),lnat,llm)=
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annote (ann, comp (if (eq(lower (lnat,lenf (1m)),LNat0),
AML (ALMO) ,
mkml (replfn(lm,lower (1lnat,lenf (1m)),lower(1lm,lnat,lenf(1m))))),
if (eq(upper(lnat,lenf (1m)),LNat0),
AML (ALMO) ,
replfn(ml,sub(upper(lnat,lenf (1m)),lenf(1m)) ,upper(1lm,lnat,lenf(1m))))))

remfn(lm,lnat)=replfn(lm,lnat,LEmptyALM(len(1lnat)))

getActDT(1m,add (n,LNat0) ,add(a,LAct0))=annote(getfla(lm,n) ,adt_a(a))
getActDT (segM(ml,1m) ,add (n,add(n1,1lnatl)),add(a,add(al,lal)))=
getActDT(ml,add(n,add(nl,1lnatl)),add(a,add(al,lal)))

getActDT(AML (1m) ,1nat,la)=getActDT(1m,1lnat,la)
getActDT(par(ann,1lm,ml),lnat,la)=
annote(ann,
if (eq(lower (1nat,lenf (1m)),LNat0),
getActDT (ml,sub(lnat,lenf (1m)),la),
if (eq(upper (1nat,lenf (1m)),LNat0),
getActDT(1m,1lnat,la),
gamma (getActDT (1m,lower (1nat,lenf (1m)),lower(la,lnat,lenf(1m))),
getActDT (ml, sub(upper (lnat,lenf (1m)),lenf (1m)) ,upper(la,lnat,lenf (1m)))))))

is_act(a,1lm,1lnat,la)=eq(adt_a(a),getActDT(1lm,lnat,la))

is_tau(lm,lnat,la)=eq(adt_t,getActDT(1m,1lnat,la))
b oI ToToto o e T ToTo o o o T To T o o o o T To o o o o o T To o 0o oo o T T o o oo o T T o o o o T T T o o oo o T o o oo o T
%hh% To be generated from the spec YANA
%%%% The parts that do not parse before actual generation W
%hh% are commented out YANA
Do el ToToto o oo T ToTo o o o T To T o o o T To o o o o T To o 1o o o o T To o o o o T T T o o o o T T o o oo o T T o o oo o T
A A AN A N A A SN A AN A AN AN AN A AN A NS AN
%%h% Communication functions YANA
Dot 1oto1o1oto o 1o 1o 1o 1o 1o 1o to o 1o To ToTo o o To Toto To foto To o To Toto To fo 1o To To 1o fo 7o To o 1o Fo 1o To o 1o FoTo To fo 1o To 1o 1o To 7o To o 1o Fo 1o To o o
map

cannot_communicate:Act#Act->Bool

gamma:Act#Act->Act
Dot 1ototototo 1o 1o 1o o toTooto oo To Toto o foTo Toto To foto To o To Foto To fo 1o To To 1o fo 1o To o 1o fo 1o To o 1o To To To fo 1o To 1o 1o Fo 1o To o 1o Fo 7o To o 1o
%%% Functions mkllm_i and fO YANA
bl Te T ToTo o o o T ToTo o o o T To o o o o o T To o 0o o o o T To o o oo o T To T o oo o T T 0o o oo o T T o o oo o To o s oo oo
map

mkllm_O:LState#LE_O->LALM

% £O:ALM#LNat#.. .#LNat#E_O#E_1#...#E_n->ActPars
var

d:State 1ld:LState ee:E_O lee:LE_O
rew

mkllm_O(LState0,LE0_0)=add (ALMO,LALMO)

% mkllm_0(add(d,1d),add(ee,lee))=add([meta(mklm_0)] (pr_k(d),pr_k(ee)) ,mkllm_0(1ld,lee))
% f0(lm,1n_0,...,ln_n,e_0,...,e_n)=

% if (not(eq(1n_0,LNat0)), [metalf_0(getf1(lm,head(1ln_0)),e_0),

% if (not(eq(1n_1,LNat0)), [metalf_1(getf1(lm,head(1ln_1)),e_1),

VA if (not(eq(1n_2,LNat0)), [metalf_2(getf1(lm,head(1n_2)),e_2),

ho e

% if (not(eq(1n_{n-1},LNat0)), [metalf_{n-1}(getf1(lm,head(ln_{n-1})),e_{n-1}),
% [metalf_n(getf1(lm,head(1ln_n)),e_n)

% )

ho e

% )

% )
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