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Preface

THIS THESIS is devoted to the study of
linear unary operators in process algebra. The idea to do systematic research
on this subject came after finishing my first technical report [43]. In this report
we proposed a solution for a problem by means of an operator introduced in an
ad hoc way. The idea of solving a problem in this way is not very original. In
fact, people working in the field of process algebra are used to solve problems
in this manner. We decided that it was probably an interesting task to design
a unifying framework for such theories. At that time we had no idea of the
amount of work that accompanied this target. So it will be not very surprising
that we have not fulfilled our aims yet. Nonetheless, in this thesis a lot of work
has already been done. In the following section we will give an overview of
what can be expected.

Overview

In this section an overview of the contents of this thesis is given. A linear
unary operator is an operator that distributes over alternative composition.
Its domain and its image is the sort of processes. And, of course, a linear
unary operator takes one argument.

Chapter 1 provides a short and incomplete introduction to process algebra.
However, an elaborate “list” of linear unary operators can be found in this
chapter. After all, this thesis is about linear unary operators.

Chapter 2 can be seen as a case study concerning linear unary operators.
Nearly all the problems that can be thought of for the introduction of an
operator come into play in this chapter. A way to handle processes with parallel
input is treated in this chapter. To obtain this, a linear unary operator called
the register operator is proposed that can be seen as a “memory” that special
atomic actions can use to read or write data. It is shown that the register
operator distributes over the merge operator, which is an important result
for the applications. As an application we prove a correctness theorem on
palindrome recognition with the use of the register operator.

In the subsequent chapter 3 a first attempt is made in order to obtain
a uniform approach for the introduction of linear unary operators. For this
purpose a proof rule is proposed. In order to be able to reason in a comfortable
way about linear unary operators a second proof rule is added, as well. Stan-
dard facts such as termination and elimination are presented in this chapter.
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Preface

A model for the theory without abstraction is given. General theorems on lin-
ear unary operators in which the proof rules have been used extensively form
an important part of this chapter. By a number of examples, originally treated
in different theories, it is shown that the proposed theory is unifying since they
can be handled with one theory. Finally, generalizations in order to be able to
incorporate more and more linear unary operators are briefly mentioned.

In chapter 4 one of the recommendations given in chapter 3 has been
worked out. In chapter 3 it was not yet possible to reason smoothly about the
class of projection operators, but in chapter 4 this is solved by generalizing
some aspects of chapter 3. Besides the two proof rules of chapter 3, we propose
a proof rule in order to be able to give inductive proofs. The termination,
elimination and the model without abstraction are not present in this chapter,
but they can be imitated effortlessly with the aid of the results in chapter 3.
However, a section on general theorems concerning linear unary operators is
included, in which theorems on projection operators form the main part. Then
a section follows in which the use of the third proof rule is shown. It is proved
that a fair FIFO queue satisfies a criterion for protocol correctness. The method
is applied to several alternating bit protocols with a time out that can take place
at any moment.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

N this chapter we will provide a short introduction to the basic notions

that will be used in the rest of this thesis. In fact, the other chapters are
based on the algebraic theory ACP, with projection operators. The acronym
stands for the Algebra of Communicating Processes with Abstraction and the
subscript 7 is called Milner’s silent action [36]. The theory ACP, was first
studied in [12]. Since then many extensions of this theory have been proposed.
These proposals often consist of the addition of a set of linear unary operators
to the axiomatic framework ACP;,. Since this thesis is about the systematic
research on linear unary operators, we will give in this chapter an overview of
a number of these operators. In addition, we will treat some extra features
such as the notion of a guarded recursive specification, the recursive definition
principle, the recursive specification principle and the approximation induction
principle (they are necessary if we want to deal with infinite processes). Finally,
we will include a section on conditional axioms.

Readers familiar with ACP, might consider skipping this chapter, whereas
those not familiar with any kind of process algebra better can read an intro-
ductory text like [8], [26], [27], [36] or [37].

1.1. The signature and the axioms

In this section we will discuss the signature of ACP,. The processes that we
will consider are capable of performing atomic actions, with the idealization
that the actions are events without positive duration in time. These actions
are denoted by a, b, c, ... and the set of these actions is denoted by A. Besides
atomic actions there are also two so-called special constants in ACP,: the
special constant ¢ or deadlock and 7 or silent action. We can compose atomic
actions and special constants with several operators into composite processes.

We will discuss them hereinafter. There are five binary operators (they are all
infix):

merge: | : PxP— P,
left-merge: | : PxP— P,
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Introduction: 1.1. The signature and the axioms

communication-merge: | :Px P — P,
sequential composition: -:PxP— P,
alternative composition: +:PxP— P.

For the communication-merge we have also a pre-defined binary function on Ag
(= AU {d}), which is also denoted by |

|:A5XA5—>A5.

In fact, the theory ACP; is parameterized with a set of atomic actions and this
binary communication function. Now we will discuss the unary operators. For
each subset H C A we have an encapsulation operator and for each I C A an
abstraction operator. We will call the set H the encapsulation set and for I we
will use the name abstraction set. For our purposes we will also need projection
operators so we will include them directly in the signature of ACP,. They can
be found already in [9] and in process algebra we see them for the first time
in [14].

encapsulation operator: Oy: P— P,
abstraction operator: 71: P — P,
projection operator: Tp: P — P.

In fact, this concludes the discussion of the signature of ACP, with projection
operators. But before we continue with the axioms we will informally give some
intuition about the meaning of the elements of the signature. We already men-
tioned that the atomic actions can be seen as events without positive duration
in time. The basic binary operations in process algebra are the alternative and
sequential composition or sum and product. We can interpret the sum a + b as
the choice between a and b. We think of the product a - b as the process that
first performs the action a and then b. This means that the alternative compo-
sition is commutative, whereas the sequential composition is not commutative.
This will be reflected in the axiom system. We will discuss the special con-
stants. The process a-b performs two actions and then terminates successfully,
whereas the process a - b - § will terminate unsuccessfully: after the execution
of the a and b the process wants to continue with another proper action but it
cannot. So we can see d as inaction. Now we will discuss the silent step 7. The
process a- 7 -b performs an a then does something that we can not observe and
then it will execute b and terminates successfully. We will see in the axioms
that this process will be the same as a - b.

Now we will discuss the other three binary operators. If z and y are
processes, their so-called parallel composition or merge x || y is the process that
first chooses whether to do a step in x or in y or a communication and proceeds
as the parallel composition of the remainders of z and y. For describing the
operator || we will use auxiliary binary operators || and | with the interpretation
that z || y is like x || y albeit that the initial step is performed by z and
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Introduction: 1.1. The signature and the axioms

for z | y yields that the initial step is a communication. For instance, if we
know that for the pre-defined communication function we have a | b = ¢ we will
have a® | b=a-(a| b) +b-a®+c-a, in which a? is an abbreviation for a - a.

Al z+4+y=y+=x x-T=x T1
A2 z+(y+z2)=(r+y) += Tor+ax=x T2
A3 z+z=x a(t-z4+y)=a-(t-x+y)+a-xz T3
Ad (z+vy)-z=z-24+y-z

A5 (z-y) - z=x-(y-2) mn(a) = a PR1
A6 z+0=ux mi(a-z) =a PR2
A7 d-x=94 Tne1(a-x) =a-m,(x) PR3

n(x +y) = mp(z) + 7, (y) PR4
Cl alb=0b]a
C2 (alb)|c=al(b]|ec)

C3 dla=9o
CMlzl|ly=z|y+yllz+z|y
CM2a||z=a-x 7| x=7-2TMl
M3 (a-2) Ly =a- (| 9 (o) ly =7 (& || ) T™2
CM4 (z+y)|[z=x]2z+yl 2 7|z=4§ TC1
CM5 (a-x)|b=(a|b) x x| T=0 TC2
CM6al|(b-z)=(a|b) x (t-x)|y=x|y TC3
CM7 (a-z) | (b-y)=(a|b)-(z]y) z|(r-y)=x|y TC4
CM8 (x4y)|z=x|z4+y]|=z
CMIz|(y+z2)=z|y+z|z dg(t)=7 DT
() =7 TI1
D1 Oy(a)=a, ifa¢ H 17(a) =a, ifa¢l TI2
D2 0Oy(a) =90, ifa€eH T7(a) =9, ifael TI3
D3 Ou(z-y)=0u(x)- Ou(y) Tr(z - y) =71(z) -7 (y) T4
D4 Ou(z+y) =0n(z) + Ou(y) Ti(x +y) =T7r(x) + 71(y) TI5

Table 1.1. ACP:;.

Now we will discuss the unary operators. In ACP, we have two of them:
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Introduction: 1.1. The signature and the axioms

the encapsulation and the abstraction operator. The encapsulation operator is
an operator that renames the atomic actions listed in its encapsulation set H
into the special constant 9. It is needed for the removal of unsuccessful attempts
at communication. The encapsulation set is the set of such attempts. The
abstraction operator is also a renaming operator, albeit that the actions in
the abstraction set will be renamed into the silent action 7. This operator is
needed to hide internal communication. Now we will discuss the projections.
The nth projection 7, (z) of a process x is the process z but cut off at level n.
Soma(a-b-c) =a-b. But ma(a-7-¢) = a-c. We see that 7 has no depth. This
is because of the axioms that we have for 7.

We will enumerate the axioms of ACP, with projection operators in ta-
ble 1.1; see page 11. In this table we will use the following notational conven-
tions: a,b and ¢ are atomic actions or § (we abbreviate A = AU {d}); =,y
and z are processes; H,I C A and n > 1.

1.2. Additional proof rules

In this section we will treat some additional proof rules with accompanying
definitions. They are the recursive definition principle RDP, the recursive
specification principle RSP, the approximation induction principle AIP and
Koomen'’s fair abstraction rule KFAR. The principles RDP, RSP and AIP
have been studied in [17]. The first two are an indispensable tool in algebraic
verification techniques (see, for instance, [3] and [38]). The principle AIP
has mainly been used to extend results on closed terms to a bigger class of
terms. The proof rule KFAR has been introduced in process algebra for the
algebraic verification of communication protocols [17]. This rule originated
from a formula manipulation package that has been developed in [31].

Before we are in a position to formulate these principles we will need
some preliminary definitions. We will need the notion of a (guarded) recursive
specification. These notions are taken from [16], although the notion of a
guard already can be found in [14] in process algebra. We will begin with the
definition of a recursive specification.

Definition (1.2.1) Recursive Specifications

Let X be a set of variables. A recursive specification E with variable set
X over ACP; is a system of recursion equations with variables in X:

E={z=t,(X):z € X}.
For all x € X, we have that ¢,(X) is an ACP,-term with variables in X.
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Introduction: 1.2. Additional proof rules

Definition (1.2.2)

Let ¢ be a term over ACP, without the abstraction operator. Suppose
that in ¢ a variable x occurs. We will call an occurrence of x in ¢ guarded if
t has a subterm of the form a - s, in which a is an atomic action and s is a
term over ACP,, which contains this occurrence of x. Otherwise we will call
the occurrence of x in t unguarded. We will call an ACP,-term ¢ without the
abstraction operator guarded if all occurrences of all variables in ¢ are guarded.
Let E = {z = t,(X) : ® € X} be an abstraction-free recursive specification.
We will call E a guarded recursive specification if we can rewrite it to a recursive
specification E’ with the aid of the axioms and/or the aid of the specification E
itself in which all right-hand sides of the recursion equations of E’ are guarded.
We will call E’ a completely guarded recursive specification.

Definition (1.2.3)

Let E = {z = t,(X) : © € X} be a recursive specification. A solution
for E is a vector p = (pz)zex, with p, a process, such that for all x € X
the following expressions are true statements: p, = t,(p), in which ¢,(p) is
shorthand for: substitute for each occurrence of an element x € X in ¢,(X)
the process p,. We say that two solutions are equal if the components of the
vectors are equal: (pz)zex = (¢z)zex if and only if we have for each z € X
that p, = q..

Principle (1.2.4) The Recursive Definition Principle

Let E be a guarded recursive specification without the abstraction ope-
rator. Then there is a solution for E. We call this principle RDP. It is also
called RDP.

Principle (1.2.5) The Recursive Specification Principle

Let E be an abstraction-free guarded recursive specification. Then there
is at most one solution for E. We call this principle RSP.

At this point we want to introduce the approximation induction principle.
This definition can be found in [17].

Principle (1.2.6) The Approzimation Induction Principle

Let x,y be ACP,-terms. If we have for all n > 1 that 7, (x) = m,(y), then
we have r = y. We will abbreviate this principle by AIP.

Principle (1.2.7) Koomen’s Fair Abstraction Rule

Let z1,...,z, and y1,...,y, be processes. Let I C A and suppose that
we have the following identities for these processes:

r1 =11 22+ Y1,

13



Introduction: 1.2. Additional proof rules

To = 1 - T3 + Y2,

LTn—1 = infl “Tn + Yn—1,

xn:in'xl + Yn,

with the following assumptions on the i;, (1 < j < n):

{r} # {ir,... in} S TU{7},

then we have:

mr(z) =1T" (71(3/1) +7r(y2) + -+ Tl(yn))-

We will refer to this principle by the abbreviation KFAR,,. If n = 1 we will
also use the acronym KFAR.

Remark (1.2.8)

If we use the combination of KFAR and AIP we will need a more restrictive
form of AIP. See for details section 3.2.

1.3. Linear unary operators

In this section we will give an overview of the most important linear unary
operators that have been introduced in process algebra. Linear stands for the
fact that these operators distribute over the alternative composition. So a
linear unary operator is just a unary operator that respects the alternative
composition. In the signature of ACP, we have already seen two important
linear unary operators: the encapsulation operator and the abstraction opera-
tor. The linearity of these operators is expressed in the axioms D4 and TI4;
see table 1.1. We have also seen the projection operators. Strictly speaking
they do not belong to the signature of ACP; but we included them since we
will need them in the subsequent chapters. Moreover, the axiom systems that
we will propose in other chapters will have more or less the same topology as
the system in table 1.1. Because of PR4 we see that this operator is linear,
as well. The operators that we will discuss in this section are the renaming
operators, the simple state operator and the generalized state operator. They
are important operators in process specification and verification techniques;
see [3] for a general reference. The renaming operators can be found for the
first time in process algebra in [4]. An improved version of these operators is
introduced in [40]. In [40] the renaming operators are used for the verification
of two communication protocols. In fact, renaming operators are common in
most concurrency theories, see, for example, [27] and [36]. The state operator
originated from [4] and has been used in process specification and verification
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Introduction: 1.8. Linear unary operators

in [24] and [40]. The generalized state operator is also introduced in [4]. The
ideas behind this operator have been used in [39] to give a formal semantics
for the parallel-oriented language POOL.

Subsequently, we will enumerate the axioms concerning the renaming op-
erators. We will use the version that can be found in [40].

Definition (1.3.1) Renaming Operators

Let f be a function from the set A of atomic actions to the set of atomic
actions joined with the set of special constants. Recall that the set of special
constants C' = {d,7}. Then there is a linear unary operator p; replacing
every occurrence of a constant a € A by f(a). Such a linear unary operator
is called a renaming operator. The operator ps can be defined by means of
the equations in table 1.2. In this table we have a € A, v € C, id is the
identity function (id(a) = a for all a € A) and o is the composition of operators

so fog(x) = f(g(x)), but we put f o g(a) = g(a) if g(a) € C.

pr(y) =7 RN1
ps(a) = f(a) RN2
ps(x+y) =ps(x) +psly) RN3
pr(z-y)=ps(z)-psly)  RN4
pia(r) = RR1
Py 0 Pg(T) = prog(T) RR2

Table 1.2. Renaming operators.

More on renaming operators can be found in [4].

Now we will discuss the (simple) state operator. This operator has been
studied in [4]. In fact, the state operator is a generalized renaming operator,
a renaming with a memory. This operator is useful in describing processes
with an independent global state. It is useful for the translation of computer
programmes (in a higher order language) into process algebra [4].

Definition (1.3.2) The State Operator

Let M and S be two given sets and let A be the set of atomic actions.
Recall that we use C' = {§, 7}. We assume all these sets to be distinct. Suppose
that we have two functions act, for action, and eff, for effect:

act : AXx M xS — AUC,
eff itAxMxS—S.

15



Introduction: 1.3. Linear unary operators

V) =" SO1
a) = a(m, s) SO2
AT () SO3
o (@) S04
r+y)=A"(x) + A8 () SO5

Table 1.3. State operator.

We will write a(m, s) for act(a,m,s) and s(m,a) for eff(a,m,s).

For m € M and s € S the linear unary operators A" are introduced in
table 1.3. In table 1.3 we have s € S, m € M, ~v € C, a € A, and x,y are
arbitrary processes.

Remarks (1.3.3)

The set S can be thought of as the state space. The set M is the set of
objects. Usually we will talk about the state of a certain object, for instance,
if m represents a computer, s describes the contents of its memory and x is the
input (the programme) then \7*(z) describes what happens when x is presented
to computer m in state s. The execution of an atomic action will affect a specific
state, which is reflected in the axioms SO2 and SO4; see table 1.3. We see that
the past tense of the atomic action a is a(m, s) and that the state s has been
changed to s(m,a); see SO4. We also see that special constants are invariant
under the application of the state operator; see SO1 (and SO3).

Now we will discuss the generalized state operator. This linear unary
operator is introduced in process algebra in [4], in which it has been used to
translate computer programmes into process algebra.

Definition (1.3.4) The Generalized State Operator

We define the generalized state operator as follows. The function act does
not necessarily yield one element from AUC, but a set of elements from it. We
will denote the power set of AUC' as follows: Z(AUC). Let M and S be two
given sets and let A be the set of atomic actions. We assume all these sets to
be distinct. Suppose that we have two functions act, for action, and eff, for
effect:

act : Ax M xS — P(AUC),
eff i Ax M xSx(AuC)— S.

We will write a(m, s) for act(a,m,s) and s(m,a,b) for eff(a,m,s,b).
In table 1.4 we have s € S, m € M, v € C, a € As and x,y are arbitrary
processes. If a(m,s) = () we will have A7 (a) = 0.

16



Introduction: 1.4. Other operators

A (v) =~ GS1
AT (@) = Speatmn b Gs2
A (r-z) =71 A" (x) GS3
Ad(a-x) = A7 (a) - A, (@) GS4
AJ(z+y) = AP (@) + AT (y)  GSS

Table 1.4. Generalized state operator.

1.4. Other operators

In this section we will mention briefly a number of unary operators that can
also be found in process algebra, albeit that they do not occur in the theory as
often as the operators that we discussed in section 1.3.

The first operator that we will mention is the so-called localization ope-
rator. We can think of this operator as the one that “localizes” a process to
certain actions, so that, in a context, typically a merge of communicating pro-
cesses, we can focus on some actions and abstract from others. This operator
can be found in [4] and can be seen as an operator that has been developed to
give a certain proof. The localization operator is linear and unary.

The next operator that we will mention is the process creation operator.
It can be found in [10] (another approach to process creation can be found
in [2]). The process creation operator is a linear unary operator and it is very
wild: atomic actions can be mapped to open terms. This operator has been
used to construct the sieve of Eratosthenes.

Finally, we will mention the priority operator. It has been introduced in
process algebra in [6]. The priority operator @ is a non-linear unary operator.
It is designed to be able to choose between two alternatives, such that the one
with the highest priority is chosed. Therefore, a partial ordering on the set A of
atomic actions is given. For example, if A = {a,b,c} and we have a < b,a < ¢
and b and c are not related, we have

f(a+0b) =0,
f(a+c) =c,
O0b+c)=b+c.

Since, we have for all @ € A : f(a) = a we see at once that this operator
is not linear. This operator is useful in protocol verifications. In [40] the
priority operator has been used for the verification of the PAR-protocol. The
acronym PAR stands for Positive Acknowledgement with Retransmission.
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Introduction: 1.5. Conditional axioms

1.5. Conditional axioms

In this section we will discuss some additional axioms; the so-called conditional
(alphabet) axioms. They are the subject of research in [5]. To formulate some
of the conditions, the notion of the alphabet of a process is needed. We can
think of this alphabet as the set of atomic actions that the process might
perform. For example, the alphabet of a + b will be the set containing a and b.
It is known that the conditional axioms can be proved for closed terms, q.v. [5].
These axioms are an indispensable tool in algebraic verification techniques;
cf. [3] and, of course, [5]. We will only use conditional axioms in chapter 2.
The reason for mentioning them here is that we propose in chapter 3 an axiom
system in which it will be possible to deduce some of the conditional axioms.

Definition (1.5.1) Alphabet

The alphabet «(z) of a process x is the set of atomic actions that can
be executed by z, so a(x) C A. The axioms are given in table 1.5. We use
the following notational conventions: a € A, v € C and x and y are arbitrary
processes.

aly) =10 AB1
ala) = {a} AB2
a(t - z) = a(x) AB3
ala-z) ={a} Uax) AB4
alz+y)=a(x)Ua(y) AB5

Table 1.5. Alphabet function.

a(z) = U2, a(m(x)) AB6
a(rr(z) = a(z) \ I AB7

Table 1.6. Extension to infinite processes.

The axioms in table 1.5 give us an inductive definition of «(z) on finite
terms. Since all finite projections of processes that can be specified with the aid
of a guarded recursive specification are closed terms [8], we can use axiom AB6
in table 1.6 to define the alphabet of this class of processes. We can extend
this to yet a bigger class with the aid of ABT.
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Introduction: 1.5. Conditional axioms

a(2) | (aly) N H) € H — 0(x || y) = 0 (v || 0(y)) CAI
afz) | (ay)NI) =0= 1(z || y) =1 (z || 71(v)) CA2
alz)NH=0= 0yg(z)=x CA3
ax)NI=0= 17(z) == CA4
H = H,UH; = Jy(x) = 0y, o 0n,(x) CA5
I=5LUI, = 71(x) =71, o7p,() CA6
HNI=0= 71700g(x) =0y o17(x) CA7

Table 1.7. Conditional alphabet axioms.

The conditional alphabet axioms are defined in table 1.7. We will explain
the “bar” notation in that table. Let B,C' C A. Then B | C is the set of all
the non-trivial communications:

B|C={b|c:beB,ceC}\{6}.
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Chapter 2

On the Register Operator

HE main goal of this chapter is to introduce a formal notion for the parallel

notation of a process with parallel input. We use a special state operator:
the register operator. In this chapter it is our intention to stick as closely
as possible to the theory ACP, and additional features. Nevertheless, it can
be seen as a case study for the subsequent chapters. There, we will develop
theories that will allow us to introduce operators like the register operator in
a comfortable way. As an application of the theory that we will present in this
chapter we will prove a result on systolic arrays.

2.1. Introduction

We will work within the axiomatic framework of ACP;, and the register opera-
tor. The axioms of ACP;, can be found in chapter 1. The register operator will
be discussed in this chapter. It is an instance of the state operator such that
it will distribute over the merge in the applications we are interested in.

In this section we will briefly discuss the structure of this chapter: in
section 2.2 most of the definitions needed are stated. In section 2.3 we give
three comprehensive examples in which we show how the register operator can
be used to obtain compact (and correct) specifications of processes with parallel
input. The second and third example deal with the “cells” of systolic arrays.
The following question about the register operator immediately arose: “Do we
have to eliminate the register operators in all the individual cells in order to
be able to prove correctness theorems on systolic arrays?” In the sequel of this
chapter we will answer this question in a negative way. Section 2.4 consists of
the prerequisites we need, to prove the main theorem that is stated and proved
in section 2.5. This theorem implies that the register operator distributes
over the merge if the individual processes only use their own registers. In
section 2.6 we will give, as an application of the theory, a correctness proof of
a theorem on palindrome recognition. This theorem states that we can deal
with sesquipedalian words if we simply merge sufficient palindrome recognizers
that can handle only two-letter words.
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2.2. Definitions
Let us consider a collection of datum elements D and a process P with parallel
input of these datum elements. Let us add a datum element 1 € D, denoting
a meaningless default. We define a partial ordering on D as follows:
ifr,ye Dthenz <y < rx=yorz= 1.
Let t € N and let R be the following collection:

R={(dy,...,d¢s):d; e D,and 1 <i <t teN}.

Let {fi1,..., fr} be the collection of functions of the following form that occur
in the data structure of the atomic actions of P:

f,L-:\D><D><---><D/—>D.

k; times
Observe that {f1,..., fx} is never empty since id : D — D is always in
{f1,..., fr}, that is, if we have an atomic action s(d) then the function occur-

ring in it can be seen as id: s(id(d)). Let [D™ — D] denote the collection of
all the functions with D" as domain and D as range. We will give hereinafter
an inductive definition of a subset F of |J,_, [D" — D).

(i) fi,.., fkE€F
(i) AeF
where Ais: if z,y € D : x Ay = inf{z,y}
(iii) V1<k<tV1<i<k: pfr:DF —DEcF,
where pF is: if (eq,...,ex) = € € D¥, then pF(é) = ¢;
(w) VdeDV1<k<t: d":D¥ —DecF,
where d* is: V& € D¥ : dF(€) = d
(v) f:D"—D,g,....,gn: D' — DcF
= f(g1,...,9n): D! — D€ F
where f(g1,...,9n) is defined as follows:
if (e1,...,e) =€€ D', then f(g1,...,9n) = f(g1(€), ..., gn(€)).

In fact the notation of the constant functions and the projections is a little
unfathomable; so for the constant functions we prefer to use the constants
themselves, and for the projections we leave out the arity.

Let U be the following finite set:

U={up....un }U{AY.
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Choose a function |: U? — U which is commutative, associative, and defined
everywhere. Thus for all u,v,w € U:

ulvel
u| A=A
ulv=v|u

(u]v)|w=wul (v]w)

With this function we will define the communication function on the atomic
actions as follows. For all d,d’ € D and for all u,v € U we have:

u(d) | v(d) = (u|v)(dAd).

In which we define for all w € U : wu(Ll) = §. Furthermore we assume for all
d € D that A(d) = §. As an illustration consider the following. Suppose for
the moment that we deal with commonly used communication in ACP, then
we have say U = {r,s,c, A} and | is defined as follows:

rls=s|r=ec,

and all the other combinations result in A. We will now verify that we have
read /send communication. For,

r(d) | s(d) = (r [ s)(dAd)

=c(dNd)
c(d)

All the other communications result in .
Let N, ={1,2,...,t} and r = (d1,...,d;) € R. Define a function

T :RXNt—>D
by
rTn=d,.

Let f € F be a p-ary function and define a function

fni,...,Tnp) : R— D
by

r— f(rTng,...,rTny), forng,...,n, € N.

Apparently there is also an output of P in which the parallel input of P is
being used in some way. In other words we want to store the input of P. For
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this purpose we can define some new atomic actions. We will also need some
new atomic actions for reading the input, when we need that input. Below we
will list all the new atomic actions. First some notational machinery: a row of

elements nq,...,n; is represented by Ng, the row Tnq,...,Tn, is denoted by
T Ni, the row r T ny,...,r T ng by » T Ng, and, provided that no confusion
arises, for {nq,...,n,} we simply write N}, instead of {Ny}.

We define U(D) ={u(d) |ue U, de D}. Now let u(d) € U(D), then for
all rows Nj needed, we define a new atom: wu(d | Ni). The intuition behind
this new action is as follows: 7(d | 1,2) means that we read a d and afterwards
we want to store this d on the first and second position. We can do this with
the register operator. The collection of this type of atomic actions is denoted
by U(D |).

Let f € F and u € U, then for all the necessary rows N, we define a new
atom: u( f(1 Ni)) and we denote the collection of all these atomic actions by
U(F). As an exemplification of this new atomic action, consider the following;:
s(id (1 1)) We want to sent a datum element, but in this phase we do not
know which one. With the aid of the register operator we can read what
datum element should be sent. In case we want to store the output directly we
have for all the necessary rows M; an atom u( F(T Ng) lMl) and the collection
of all these atomic actions is denoted by U(F |). The meaning of this type
of atoms is the same as the former type. The only difference is that we can
store the datum in a possibly other register. After the actual definition of the
register operator we will illustrate how the last mentioned category of atomic
actions may be used, see example (2.2.1).

We have now made a collection of atomic actions
A=A UUD)UUD |)UU(F)UU(F |),
in which A’ is the collection of atomic actions that are not in
UD)UU(D [)UU(F)UU(F |).

We will extend the communication function | to this new set of atomic actions
A. Suppose that we have u | v = w for some u,v,w € U. Henceforward we use
instead of (u | v)(d A d) the formula w(d):

v(d | Ni) = w(d | Ni)

v(f(TNg)) =w((dA f)(TNg))
v(f(TNg) L M) =w((dA f)(TNk) | M)
I Ng) | v(d L M) =w(d | Ny, M;)
LNg) [o(f(1 My))

((dAFYAM) | Ni), if NN M = 0;
otherwise.

u(d) |
(d) |
(d) |
(d
(d

g

Q

U

Q
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u(d | Ni) [ v(f(1 M) | Pn)

w((dA f)(1 M) | Ny, P), if Ny 0 M; =0
, otherwise.

(f (T Nk) ) |U(9 (T M) ) _w((f//\g/)(TSu)) (Ny UM; =S,)
u(f(1 Nk) )|v(9TMz L P,)
{ ((f' A g)(18u) LPy), if Nen Py =05

5, otherwise.
_ {w((f’ NG )Y(180) L PayQs), if NN Qs = MNPy, = 0;
d,

%)

S

LP) [v(g(1M;) 1Qs)
otherwise.

Now we will elucidate the “aggrandizement” of the communication function,
and—first of all-—the meaning of d A f and f' A g'.

dANf=d*ANf:DF — D
and

f//\g/:f(pTLl?"'apnk)/\g(pmla"'apml):Du —>D
where

‘NkUMl| =u, NyUM; =S5,, and ps,,...,ps, : D* — D.

The first communication is simple, e.g., if we have r(d) | s(d | 1), we want to
be able to store d in a register on the first position after the communication
has taken place. Thence the resulting communication is ¢(d | 1). In the second
formula we use “generic” communication. As an example we take

r(d) | s(id(1 1)) = c(d A id(] 1)).

If this communication takes place, we do not know what value the register
operator will contain on the first position. If it happens to be a d, we really
want this communication. If not, then ¢(d A id(1 1)) should be 6. In the third
formula the only difference with the second is that, if we indeed have a d, we
want to store it in a possibly other register. The fourth formula is easy to
understand: if we have r(d | 1) | s(d | 2), we want to store the d on both
positions in the register. The fifth formula yields almost the same result as the
third, albeit we have made a restriction as to the registers that can be used.
For, if we should have r(d | 1) | s(id(1 1)), then we have a “timing” problem:
if the d is stored at position 1 in the register before it is read, we obtain, in
general, another answer, than if we first read the register and then store the
d at position 1. We do not have this problem in the third formula. For first
we must read what we have in the registers, and then we store the result. In
all the other formulas we state this sort of conditions for the same reason (we
will call them the register conditions for later reference). The sixth formula is
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essentially the same as the fifth. In all the other formulas we have two atomic
actions that might communicate. And they do if it turns out that f and g¢
coincide if they are instantiated by the values of the current register, i.e., if
fldnyy- . ydn,) = 9g(dmy,-..,dm,). Below we will axiomatize what the register
operator is, and that the “past tense” of all these new atoms will be the old
atomic actions that we already had.

Now choose an r = (dy,...,d;) € R. For such an r we will introduce a new
operator that we denote by [r]. With [r(Ny/d)] we mean [r], but on the n;-th
place a d instead of d,,,, (1 < i < k). Below we will give a complete list of
axioms:

rl(u(f (r T Ni))

rl(u(d | Ng) - z) = u(d) - [r(Ng/d)](x)

T (u(f(TNk)) :1:) = u(f(r 1 Nk)) - [r](x)

r](u(f(TNk) LMi) - x) = w(f(r T Ni)) - [r (M) f(r T Ni))] (2)
For all other atomic actions we have:

[rl(a) = a

And finally:
[rl(z +y) = [r](z) + [r](y).

Where v is a special constant, e.g., § or 7, z and y are arbitrary processes.

Example (2.2.1)

Consider the following guarded recursive specification:
E={Y=Y(0), Y(n)=s(n+1)-Y(n+1) | neN}.

It will be clear that the following process is a solution for E:

H s(n) =s(1)-s(2)-s(3)----.

Let f be the successor function on N. Define X’ = s(f(1 1) | 1) - X’. Let
X = [0](X’). We obviously have: X =Y. For, if we put

VneN: Y(n):=[n](X),
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then this system is also a solution for F. Thence, by RSP, we obtain

X:Y:Hs(n)

Observe that we introduced here infinitely many atomic actions. If we should
discuss this topic in detail, it would be better to define f on {0,1,...,k — 1}
with f(k — 1) = 0. In that case we obtained:

- (THow)”

1=0

Remark (2.2.2)

In fact, the register operator is an instance of the state operator. For the
definition of the state operator we refer to chapter 1, but for a more concise
treatment we refer to [4]. The main difference here is that we denoted it by
[r] instead of A,. This information is redundant in order to understand the
theory presented in this chapter. However, for reasons of completeness we
will enumerate here the action function and the effect function of this state
operator.

Since there is only one object, we take M = {m}. For the state space S
we take the set R.

The action function:

u(d | Ni)(m,r) = u(d),

u(f(TN))(m,r) =u(f(r 1 Ni)),

w(f(1 Ng) L M) (m,r) = u(f(r T Ni)).

And for the other atomic actions a € A we have:

a(m,r) = a.

The effect function:

r(m,u(d | Ni)) = r(Ng/d),
r(m,u(f(1 Np) | M) =r(M/f(r 1 Ni)).
And otherwise:

r(m,a) =r.
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2.3. Hermeneutics

In this section we will explain the symbolism of the previous section by giving
three examples. Consider the following process P: first we want to read data
via channels 1 and 2 in an arbitrary order (parallel input). Afterwards we want
to send the sum of these datum elements—which itself is a datum element—
via channel 3. Then the process starts all over again. In [44] we see that such
processes are specified as follows:

P= (Y @) | Yorae) ssld+e)- P, (1)

deD ecD

although it is a well-known fact that this way of specifying is at least question-
able, for, the d in the sum is a bound variable. Hence we can rename this d
without changing the semantics of the formula. But the d in s3(d + €) is not
in the scope of the first sum.

Since we often have an interleaving merge this dubious way of specifying
the process P is said to be shorthand for

P=> r(d)-> rae) ss(d+e)- P

+ Y ra(e) - Y ri(d) - ss(dte) - P (2)
ecD deD

Of course, we do not want to write down equation (2) if we mean equation (1)
all the time. We see that in equation (2) there are no parentheses to show
where the scopes of the sum signs end. Note that P is a process, so in P there
are no variables. This means that we can freely choose the position of these

delimiters:
P=Y (rl(d) oS (ra(e) - sald + e))) P

deD ecD

+ Z(rg(e) S (1) - 33(d+e))> P

ecD deD

T A ER)

deD eceD
+ Z (Tz(e) . Z (Tl(d) . 33(d+ 6) . P))
eeD deD

This is an immediate consequence of the left distributivity of the sequential
composition.

We will show how we can adapt equation (1) such that the scope problem
is solved. Let f : D x D — D be the function that represents the sum of two
datum elements and assume for the set of atoms A the following:

{rid|i),c(d]i)|deD,i=12}
U{ss(f(11,72),c3((dAf)(11,12))|de D} CA.
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Consider the following specification:

Xz(Zrldl HZTg@lQ)

deD ecD

Y =s3(f(11,12)- X

Theorem (2.3.1)

Virle R:[r|(X) =P
Proof. Let [r] = [u,v] € R be chosen arbitrarily. Since we have interleaving
we immediately see:

X=> rm(dl1)-> rel2) Y+ rel2)-> r(dl1)Y
deD eeD eeD deD
Hence we get

[r(X) = Z r1(d) - [CLU](Z ra(e | 2) -Y)

deD ecD

+ Y nEd (X n@i-y)

ecD deD

= r(d)- ) ra(e)ld,e)(Y)

deD ecD
+ ) r2(e)- Y ri(d)de](Y). (4)

Now we are going to calculate [d, e](Y):
4,e)(Y) = [ds el (53 (£ 1,1 2)) - X)
= s3(f(d,e)) - [d, e](X)
= s3(d+e)-[d,e](X). (5)
Combining the equations (4) and (5) we find thus:

[F(X) = ri(d)- Y ra(e) - sa(d+e) - [dy ] (X)

deD ecD

+ ) rale) - Y ri(d) - ss(d+e) - [d,e](X).

ecD deD

It is evident that [d,e|(X) in the first term of (6) differs, in general, from
[d, e](X) in the second term of (6). To avoid possible ambiguity we will re-
name the bound variables d and e in the second part of the right-hand side of
equation (6), and so we obtain:

[P(X) = ri(d)- Y rale) - sa(d+e) - [d, ] (X)

deD ecD

+Zr2 g) ZTl + S3 f+9) [fag](X)

geD febD

(6)
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Let us now index the set R by saying R = {r; | 1 < j < |D|*}. Define a
function

i:DxD—N by i(d,e) =j <= r; =d, €.

|DI?
Consider the guarded recursive specification E below:

E= {XZ- =y (Tl(d) =Y (ra(e) - s3(d +e) 'Xz‘(d,e))>

deD e€D
+ Z (rg(g) : Z(ﬁ(f) -s3(f+9)- Xz‘(fﬂ))) ‘ I<is |D|2}’
geD feb

With the aid of the equalities in equation (3) we immediately see that, if we
put
P=X, = Xi(d,e) = Xi(f,g) for all ¢ € N|D|2’
that P is a solution for E. However, if we put
Xi = [r](X), Xia,e) = [d,e](X), and X;(54) = [f,9](X) for all i € N|D|2,

we find, because of equation (7), that this system is also a solution for E.
Hence, we can conclude now, with the aid of RSP, that [r](X) = P for all
r € R. This proves 2.3.1.

Now we will consider another example that is known as an IPS cell. See,
e.g., [33]. For the sake of convenience we have somewhat simplified notations.
The specification of P’ at present looks like this:

P (Z ri(a) | 3 m0) || Y 7“3(33)) Q' (a,b,2)

a€D beD r€D (8)
Q' (a,b,x) = (83(b) | s2(x+a- b)) - P.
Now we are going to eliminate the merge in the first equation of (8) in order
to achieve a correct specification of P’:

Pr=3" ) (Y ra) Y ra(@) - Qab.a)

= e reD
+ 3 rale) 3 ralt)- Qo v))
+b€§;)r2(b) : (;)rl(a) : ;)rg(:c) - Q'(a,b, )
+ g;) ra(z) - ;}mw Q'(a,b,7))
+ 26;)7“3(:5) : <§r1(a) : b;rz(b) - Q'(a,b, )
+3 "l > ri@) Qe b)),
Q'(a,b,x) = (33(£)€1||) sa(x :jé@) P ©)

30



On the Register Operator: 2.3. Hermeneutics

Let the function f be defined as follows:
f:DxDxD— D with f(a,b,x) =x+a-b, for all a,b,z € D.

In this example we also need the function id : D — D. Suppose now that the
following holds for the set A of atomic actions:

{ri(d|i)|deD,i=1,2,3}U{s3(id(1 2)), s2(f(11,72,13))} C A.

Observe that we only listed the atomic actions needed for the specification
below. In fact we also introduced, by adding the aforementioned atoms, a
number of communication actions. Neither are these atoms necessary to give
a correct specification, nor do they occur in the correctness proof hereinafter.
Nevertheless we will now give an enumeration of all new atomic actions:

{ri(d|i),ci(d]i)|de D, i=1,2,3}
U{es((dnid)(12),es((dnid)(12) 1 1) |de D}
U{ea((dNF)(T1,72,13),c2((dAf)(T1,12,73)]2)|deD}
U {s3(id(12)), s2(f(1 1,72,13))}.

With these new atomic actions in view we can write down the following equa-

tions:
X = (Y n@l ) Yol Yos@ls)- v, o)

aeD beD zeD

V' = (s3(id(12)) | (1 1,12,73))) - X"

Theorem (2.3.2)

Virle R:[r|(X') =P
Proof. Let [r] = [u,v,w] € R be chosen arbitrarily. Below we have eliminated
the merge in equation (10):

X =3 (el 1) (Ym0 12> (e 13) Y

aeD beD zeD
+ ng(:pl3)-2r2(bl2)-Y’>
xeD beD
Y012 (Yol )Y @ 3)- Y
beD aeD xzeD
+Zr3(:pl3)-2r1(al1)-Y’)
xzeD a€eD
+ > ra@13)- (Yo rmlal 1) Y a1 2)- Y
xzeD a€eD beD
+Zr2(bl2)-2r1(al1)-Y’>.
beD aeD
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Hence if we apply [r] we obtain:

(X)) =) rila): (Z ra(b) - Y ra(@) - [a, b, 2](Y")

a€D beD xeD

+ Z r3(:C) : Z r2(b) : [a’ b’x](Y/)>
z€D beD

# 3l (S n@- @) fab.al)
beD a€D zeD

+ Y maf@) - Y ) - a.bal()
x€D acD

+ Z T3(.§C‘) . (Z 7"1(01) ’ Z Tz(b) : [CL, b’x](Yl)
xzeD a€D beD

£ rab)- 3 @) - [a,b,a] (7))
beD a€D

Let us now calculate [a, b, z](Y'):
la, b, z](Y :abx<33sz2 (F(11,12,13)-X

+5:(f(11,12,13)) -ss(id(1 2) - X )

= s5(b) - [a,b,2] (f(1 1,1 2.7 3)) - X)
+ sa(x +a-b)-[a,b,z](s3(id(1 2)) - X')
= s3(b) - s2(x +a-b) - [a, b, z](X")
+sa(x+a-b)-s3(b) - [a,b,x](X")
= (83(b) | s2(z+a-b)) - [a,b,z](X"). (11)
Notice that we actually have computed one of the six possibilities. The others

are calculated analogously. However, to avoid ambiguity we will rename some
of the bound variables that occur in [r](X’). This results in:

(X)) =) ria)- (Z ra(b)- ) ra(z) - [a,b,2](Y")

aeD beD €D

3 msly) - Dm0 e yl(V))
yeD ceD

+ 3 ra(e) - (Z r(d) -y ra(z) - [doe, 2)(Y7)
eeD deD zeD

+ 3t > () e )
teD febD

+3 rs(s) - (Z rig) - S ra(h) - [g. by s(Y)
seD geD heD
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30 ra(m) - Y@ - Lm,s)(Y)). (12)

meD leD
Let {r; | 1<j <|DJ®} be an indexation of the set R, and define:

i:DXDXD—>N|D|3

with, for all d,e, f € D,
i(d,€,f) :] — r; = [d7€7f]7

we can write down the following guarded recursive specification:

E = {X{ = Z ri(a) - <Z r2(b) - Z r3(z)

a€eD beD xeD
< (s3(b) || s2(z +a-b)) - Xjgpa

+ > 7y ) ra(e) - (s3(o) || s2(y +a-c)) 'Xz{(aac’y)>

yeD ceD

+ 3 ma(e) (Do) D ra(2) - (sale) | sa(z + d- ) - Xy
ecD deD zeD

3t Y () (sa(e) [ salt+ £ €)) - Xgo))
teD feD

3 rs(s) - (Do rile) - Do rah) - (ss(h) [l sals + 9+ R)) - Xy
seD geD heD

+ ) ra(m)- > ri(l)
meD leD

. (33(m) || 32(s+l-m)) : z{(l,m,s)> ‘ 1 S 1 S |D|3 }

It is obvious that, if we put for all 7 € N D[

Y Y oyt oyt _ _ ! _ v/
P = Xz - “Yi(a,byx) T Xz'(a,c,y) - Xz'(d,e,z) - Xz'(f,e,t) - Xig,h,s — “ri(lym,s)

that P’ is a solution for E’, because of the equations in (9). On the other hand,
however, if we put for all N |

Dla:
Xi = [r](X")

/ _ / Xz{(f,e,t) = [f, €, t] (X/)
i(a,b,x) — [0’7 b’ JZ](X ) , ,
/ _ / and Xi(g,h,s) = [97 h, S](X )
i(a,cy) — [0’70’ y](X ) , ,
/ / i(l,m,s) — [[,m, s](X)
i(d,e,z) — [d7€’ Z](X )
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we immediately see, with (11) and (12), that this system is also a solution
for the guarded recursive specification E’. Hence, with the use of RSP this
concludes the proof of 2.3.2.

We are now about to give a last example, which is not very difficult, but
we will need this example later on. In [44] we find in table 24 on page 135 a
specification in which occurs a process C!(x). Below we see this specification
after we rid ourselves of all the superfluous notational ballast.

P =P@) = (L rw) | X nw) Q" @y (13)

yeSs veEB
Q"(z,y,v) = (s2((w = y) &) | s1(y)) - P".

We will eliminate the merge in equation (13) in order to achieve a correct
specification. Thus we obtain:

P"=3% may) - Y i) Q"(x,y,)

yeSs veB
+ Y i)Y ray) - Q" (x,y,0) (14)
veEB yeS
Q"(x,y,0) = (s2((@ =) Ev) [ 51(y)) - P". (15)

Clearly we have D := S U B, with B := {true, false}. Let us now define a
function f, : D x D — D by:

f.(0, ):{true, ifyeS, be B, b=true & (z =y);

false, otherwise. (16)

About the collection A of atomic actions we assume:

{ri(dli)]deD, i=1,2}U{sa(fa(11,12),s1(id(1 2)) } C A

As before we only denoted the actions that we need in order to obtain the spec-
ification below. However, in the correctness proof on palindrome recognition
in section 2.6 (theorem (2.6.2)), we will see a communication between a “new”
atom and an “old” one. Thence, we will give all the new atomic actions in a
separate display:

{ri(d|i),c(d|4)| de D,i=1,2}
Ufea((dNfa)(11,12),e2((dAf2)(11,12) 1 2) | de D}
U{a((dnid)(T2),a((dnid)(12)11)]| de D}

U {s2(fo(11,12),51(id(1 2)) }.
We are now in a position to write down the following specification:

X' = (Y l2) | Yonw )y (17)

yeS vEB

V" = (s2(fo(11,12) || s1(id(1 2))) - X" (18)
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Theorem (2.3.3)

Virle R: ACP + [r](X")=P".
Proof. Choose an [r] = [d,e] € R. If we eliminate the merge in equation (17)
and apply [r| to it we immediately see that:

[PIX7) =D ra(y)- Y (@) [, )Y+ D ()Y ra(y)-fo.yl(Y"). (19)

yeSs veB veB yes

It is also easy to see that:

[,y (V") = (s2((z = y) Ev) || s1(y)) - [v,y)(X"). (20)

Hence after renaming several variables in (19), we eventually find combining
all with (20):

X" =D ray) - Y i) - (s2((w = y) &) || s1(y)) - [v,9)(X”)

yes vEB

+ > )Y ra(z) - (s2((x = 2) Bw) | s1(2)) - [w, 2](X”).

weB z€S

Let ¢ be the function in the proof of theorem (2.3.1). Consider the guarded
recursive specification E’ after this:

X = T ) n) - (2 =) 60) [ 96) Xy

yes vEB

+ Z ri(w) - ng(z) (s2((z = 2) Bw) || s1(2)) - Z{Ew’z)

weB z€S

| 1<i<|D]? }
Clearly, P” is a solution for E”, for, if we put for all i:

v,Y)

On the other hand it is immediately clear that, if we put for all ¢:

X = [ri(X7), = [v,y](X"),  and Xj(,, .y = [w, 2](X"),

1(1} y) i(w,z)

this system is also a solution for E”. Therefore we can conclude with the aid
of RSP that [r](X"”) = P”. This ends the proof of theorem 2.3.3.

2.4. Prerequisites

In this section we summarize some basic material with which the reader is
assumed to be more or less familiar, in case the theoremata below concern
closed terms (see, e.g., [15]). The difference here is that we prove these basic
facts for processes that are solutions of guarded recursive specifications.
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Notation (2.4.1)

Let x be the solution of a guarded recursive specification F, then we write
x € GRS.

Lemma (2.4.2)
For all z € GRS the following holds:

Vnk>1, 0 me(2) = Tmin(n.r) (2).

Proof. We will prove the lemma with induction on n. Since x € GRS, we
have, in accordance with proposition 5.7 on page 91 in [7]:

Z a;x; + Z bj, with x; € GRS.

=1

Henceforth, we will use this proposition tacitly. So, if we apply 71 o 7x to this,

we see:
71 o T () Zal—{—Zb

=1
= Tmin(1,k) (33)

For the moment, take £ = 1, and n > 1 then:

T © 1 () :Wn(Zaz%—Zb)

=1

= Tmin(n,1) (x) .

Now, let n > 2, k£ > 2, and assume that 2.4.2 is correct up to n inclusive. Then:

m
7Tn—|—1O7Tk E A;Tp—1 0 TE—1 xl +§ b]
Jj=1

m
= Z Qi Tmin(n—1,k—1) (i) + Z b; (induction hypothesis)
7j=1

m
- § Tmin(n—1,k— 1)+1 Qs xz + E b]
=1 7j=1

= Tmin(n,k) (x)
This proves 2.4.2.
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Proposition (2.4.3)
For all z,y € GRS the following holds:

(4) m (x|l y) = m(z)

(i) Vn>1,Vk>n+1Vi>n: mpii(z|Ly) = mng (me(@) L m(y))
(41) Vn > 1,Vk,l>n: Tn(@ | y) = 70 (m(2) | m(Y))
(i) Yn>1,Vk,I>n: Tl || y) = mn (m(2) || mi(y)).

Proof. The proof of (i) is trivial. We prove (i), (¢4), and (4v) with induction
on n. First take n =1 and k,[ > 1, then:

(ZZ) ( |_|_7Tl ) —7T1 O7Tk( )
= Tmin(1,k) (Z) because of (2.4.2)

= 7T1({L')

7,

= m(z [ y)-

Since x,y € GRS, we have:

n m p q
x:Zaixi—i—ij:x'—i—x”, y:chys+ZdT:y’+y".
=1 j=1 s=1 r=1

It is straightforward to see that:

n7p n7q
(i) m(me(@) | m) = ) aile+ Y aild,
1, r=1 1,5=1
m?p m?q
+ Zbﬂcr—i— ij|ds
7,r=1 7,5=1
=mi(z|y).

Observe that we proved (ii) only under the assumption that k,I > 1, so we
obtain:

(iv) w1 (g () || mi(2)) = m (m(@) | mi(2)) +m(m(y) L 7e(z))
+7T1(7Tk(33) | m(x))
T (mr(2)) + 1 (mi(y)) + Tz | y)
mi(z) + 71 (y) + Tz | y)
)

Ly) + m(y | z) +mi(z | y)
|

—~
)

)7T1(33 Yy
7T1(93 y)
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Now, let n > 1, and suppose that (i), (¢), and (iv) have been proved up to
n inclusive. We will prove them for n 4+ 1. Take k,l > n + 1; then we see:

(¢d1) Tt (Tk(@) | T1(y)) = Tnr (me(2) | mi(y'))

+7rn+1(77k:( ) | m y”))

+ M1 (me(2”) [ m(y'))
(7 ( (v")).

//

+ g1 (T (7)) | m

We are now going to calculate the four terms of the equation above one at a
time:

) ) = mes (Do) | 3 )
i=1
n,p
= > (ai | ep)mn (i1 (i) || i1 (yy))
1,r=1
n,p
induction hypothesis = Z (a; | cr)mn (i || y;)
i,r=1

= Tn41(2” [ 1),

2 Tnir (me(@) | T(y")) = Tonir (ﬁ: a1 (@) ‘ Eq: d8>

n,q

= (ai | ds)ﬂn O7Tk—1(33z‘)

3 Tnal (7rk(33”) | m(y')) = Z (bj | ck)mp 0 m—1(yy)

7,r=1
m,p

= 3 b | ew)malys)

7,r=1
= mp1(2” | Y),

m,q

4 Tt (e (@) [m(y")) = D (b | d)

Jrs=1

= 7Tn+1(x// | y//)-
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Combining the equations 1—4, we obtain the desired result for (7ii). Now let
k>n+2and ! >n+ 1, then we can derive for (ii):

n

T (m (@) L) = T (D s (mica ) | my )+meom

i=1
= Z a;mn (|| y) + Z b Tmin(n,1) (¥) induction
i=1 =1
= mpt1(z L y)-

Now we have proved (i¢) and (7) up to and including n+1. So we immediately
see that (iv) is also valid up to and including n+1. This ends the proof of 2.4.3.

Corollary (2.4.4)

For all z,y € GRS and for all n > 1, the following holds:
(7’) 71'”(33 | y) = Tn (7Tn ’ 7Tn ))
(i)  mulx|Ly) = mn(mn(z) L ma(y))
v))

(ZZZ) Wn(x || y) = Tn (7Tn || 7Tn

2.5. The main theorem

In this section we will prove the main theorem of this chapter. We will prove
the following. Suppose we have two processes x and y that can be specified
with the aid of a guarded recursive specification. Suppose that the registers
that occur in z and y are disjoint (this will be formalized with an auxiliary
operator later on). Then the register operator [r| distributes over the merge:

(@ 1 y) = [ () || [r)(y)-

In [4] we can find a similar theorem stating that the simple state operator
distributes in certain circumstances over the merge. In that paper it is de-
manded that there is no communication, whereas we do not. Unfortunately,
the theorem in [4] does not hold but it can be repaired. See section 3.4 for a
counterexample and a modified version of the theorem.

Before we can state and prove the main theorem we will treat a number
of technicalities and we will define the notion of the registers that occur in a
process x.

Lemma (2.5.1)
Ve € GRS, Vr € R, Vn>1 : 7, o[r](z) = [r] o m,(x).
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Proof. It is evident that 2.5.1 holds when x is just an atomic action. Recall
that the collection of atomic actions A is of the form:

A=A UUMD)UUD | )UUF)UU(F |).

We prove 2.5.1 with induction on n. Since x € GRS we have, for some a;,b; €
A:
r = Z a;r; + Z bj with z; € GRS.

Now let n = 1, then:

m o Zm [ri] (z:)) + Zm o [r](b;)

for certain [r1],...,[r,] € R. Now, suppose that n > 1, and 2.5.1 is correct up
to n inclusive. Then we can easily see:

Tni1 O anﬂ (a;)[r:]( 931 + Z?Tn+1 o [r](b;)
= Z[r](@i)ﬂn o [r](z:) + Z[r] o Tpt1(by)
— Z[r](ai)[”] o T (2;) + Z[r] o Tny1(b;)  induction

= S o mmnn () + 3 0] 0 T ()
i=1 Jj=1
= [r] o Tpy1().

This proves the Lemma.
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Definition (2.5.2)

Consider an element [r] € R. A register is a natural number n that stands
for the nth position in the register operator [r]. Let x be a process in GRS.
Then we define reg(z) to be the collection of all the registers that occur in x.
The axiomatization of all this is as follows:

reg(0 - x

reg(a) = ifae A/ UU(D)
reg(y) = where + is a special constant
reg( (d lNk)) = Nk
reg (ul £(1 M) = N
reg(u(f(TNy) | M;)) = Ny UM,
reg(7 - w)z g(x) if v # 0
)
) =

reg(a - x) = reg( ) Ureg(x) ifa#46
reg(z +y) = reg(z) Ureg(y)

and for infinite processes we add the following axiom:
O

reg(z) = U reg (7, ()

n=1

These axioms do not tell us instantaneously how reg(x || y) has to be
evaluated if z,y € GRS. Below we will prove a lemma (see corollary (2.5.6)(7ii))
that states that reg(x || y) C reg(x) Ureg(y). In order to show the lemma, we
will first need some intermediate results.

Lemma (2.5.3)
Let x,y € GRS, then the following holds:

VI>1,Vk(1<k<l): reg(mp(z)) Creg(m(z)).

Proof. We prove this lemma with induction on [. If [ = 1, then we have k = 1,
so there is nothing to prove. Now let [ > 1, and 1 < k <. As x € GRS, we

have that: . .
T = Zaixi + ij.
i=1 j=1

First we consider the case k£ = 1:

reg(m(z)) = U reg(a;) U

=1

(reg( )Ureg -1 (x;) ) U U reg(b
7j=1

-

—-

&
I
_

 reg(m(2))
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Now let 1 < k <[, then we deduce:

I
=
s
&
09
s

reg (7rk (:c))

reg(a;) Ureg(m—1(z;)) U

i
I
S,
i
I

N
-
s

reg(a;) Ureg(m—_1(z;)) U | Jreg(b;)  induction

@
Il
—
.
Il
—

— reg(m (@)

This finishes the proof of 2.5.3.

Lemma (2.5.4)

(1) YVn>1,Vk>n+1,Vl>n reg(mpi1(z | y)) C reg(mi(x)) Ureg(m(y))
(ii) Vn > 1,Vk,l >n reg(wn(a: ly)) C reg(wk ) Ureg(ﬂ )
(4i) Vn > 1,Vk,l > n reg(m, (z || y)) C reg(mi(z)) Ureg(m(y)).

Proof. We will verify 2.5.4 with induction on n. First we prove (¢)—(ii) for
n = 1. Because of proposition (2.4.3)(¢) and lemma (2.5.3), we immediately
see:

=
~—~
8
~—
~—

reg(ﬂl (x U_y)) = reg(ﬂ
C reg(mx(z))
C reg(m(x)) Ureg(m(z))

First we prove (i) for atomic actions a,b € A. Observe that (ii) has the
ensuing form:
reg(a | b) C reg(a) Ureg(b).

If a | b =9, there is nothing to prove. Recall that the set of atoms consists of:
A=A UUD)UUD |)UUF)UU(F |). fa|b=cand c € A’UU(D), then
we obviously have reg(c) = (). So in this case there is nothing to prove either.
Now we will treat the verification of the nine remaining possibilities.

1 reg(u(d) | v(d | Ny)) = reg(w(d | Ni))

= (U N;

= reg(u(d)) Ureg(v(d | Ni))
2 reg(u(d) | v(f(1Ny))) = reg(w((d A f)(T Nk)))

= (U N;

eg(w((d A f)(TNy) | M)
U N U M,

S"ﬁ
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= reg(u(d)) Ureg(v(f(T Nk) | M)
y reg(u(d | Ny,) | v(d | My)) = reg(w(d | Ny, M;))

= N UM,

= reg(u(d | Ni,)) Ureg(v(d | M)))
5 reg(u(d | Ny)) | v(f(1M1))) C reg(w((dA £)(TM;) L Ni))

= N, UM,

= reg(u(d | Ny)) Ureg(v(f(1 My)))
6 reg(u(d | Ni) | v(f(1 M) | Py)) Creg(w((dA f)(T M) | Ni, P,))

= Ny U(M;UP,)

= reg(u(d | N))

Ureg(v(f(1 M) | P,))

(Su = N, U Ml) :
7 reg(u(f(TNk)) | v(g(1 M) = reg(w((f' A g')(1Su)))
— S,
= N UM,
= reg(u(f(1 Ni)))
Ureg(v(g(TMl)))

8 reg(u(f(1NR)) [v(9(T M) L Pp)) Creg(w((f' Ag')(1S5u) | Pn))
=N U (Ml U Pn)
= reg(u(f(T Ni)))
Ureg(v(g(1 M) L Py))
reg(w((f' A g")(15u) | P, Qs))
(Nk U Pn) U (Ml U Qs)
reg(u(f(TNk) an))
Ureg(v(g(1 M) 1Qs))

Now it is also easy to see that (7i) is valid if n = 1, albeit we still have to
distinguish several cases. Because of the fact that x,y € GRS, we have:

9 reg(u(f(TNi) L Pn) | v(g(1 M) 1Qs)) €

n p

m q
:E:Zaixi+2bj::v'+:v", y:chys+Zdt:y’+y".

i=1 j=1 s=1 t=1

First we treat the situation that £k =1 = 1.
n.p

reg(mi(z | y)) = U reg(a; | ¢s) U reg(a; | dt)
1

s
Q

’I:,S:]. ’L»t
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m,p m,q
U U reg(b; | cs) U U reg(b; | d¢)
7,s=1 7,t=1
n,p n,q
C | (reg(a;) Ureg(c,s)) U | (reg(a;) Ureg(dy))
iys=1 it=1
n,p m,q
U U reg(b;) Ureg(c,)) U (reg(b;) Ureg(dy))
7,5=1 7,t=1
n m q
= | Jreg(a U )U [ reg(cs) U | reg(dr)
=1 7j=1 s=1 t=1

I
C =
=
@D
09
—~
=
—
—
S
8
i’_/
~—
-
-
=
@D
09
—~
|
—
—~~
S
<
~—
~—

U 7T1 (csys)) U U reg(wl(dt))
= reg( 1(z)) Ureg(mi(y)).

Now we will handle the case k,I > 1. We already saw the first step of the
following display:

reg(m (@ | y)) € | reg(a) U reg(bs)

s=1

U U reg(Csm 1(ys ) U U reg(m dt))
— reg(wk(aj ) U reg(m )

If we have k=1and ! >1or k> 1and [l =1, then we mix the deductions of
the former cases to prove the required property. With this we have finished (7).
Now it is instantly clear that (4ii) is valid if n = 1, so let n > 1 and suppose
that 2.5.4 has been proved up to and including n. We fix arbitrarily chosen
k>n+1and!>n.

n

veg(mn 1 (z L)) = | (reglas) Ureg(ma (i || 1) )

i=1
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U U (reg(bj) U reg(ﬂn (y)))
j=1
Since k — 1 > n and [ > n, we may use the induction hypothesis:

C U (reg(ai) U reg(wk,l(a:i)) U reg(m (y)))

U U (reg(bj) U reg(ﬂn (y)))
i=1
= reg(m () Ureg(m(y)) Ureg(mn(y)) use (2.5.3)
= reg(ﬁk (:c)) U reg(m (y))

Now fix k,l > n + 1. Then we infer:

<

reg(mn41(x | y)) = reg(mug1 (@’ | y)) Ureg(mngr (2’ | y"))
Ureg(mni1(a” | y')) Ureg(mnir(z” | y")).

We will handle these four terms one at a time:

n,p
1 reg(ﬂn+1(:c' ] y’)) = U reg(a; | cs) Ureg(wn(a:i I ys))
i,5=1
As k—1,l —1 > n, we can use induction:
n,p
C U reg(a; | cs) U reg(ﬁk,l(xi)) U reg(mfl(ys))
1,;;1
C U reg(a;) Ureg(cs)

U reg(ﬂk,l (xz)) U Teg(ﬂlfl (ys))
= reg(mg(a”)) Ureg(m(y'))

n?q
2 reg(mppr(a’ |y") = | reg(a; | di) Ureg(m, ()
it=1
since k — 1 > n, we can use lemma (2.5.3):
n,q
C reg(a; | dy) Ureg(mp—1(x;))

% 1

T~
I

3
<

C | ) reg(as) Ureg(dy) Ureg(ms_1(2:))

% 1

T~
I

S
IS

= reg(a;) U reg(m(dt)) U reg(ﬂk—1($¢))
1

\.S‘
~
I
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= reg(mx(z")) Ureg(m(y"))
3 This case is calculated in precisely the same way as the previous case.

m,q
4 reg(mnga (@ |y") = | reg(b; | dv)
jt=1
- reg(b;) Ureg(dy;)
jvt:

Combining these four terms, we see that (i) is now proved up to and including
n+1, too; and it will be at once clear that (74i) is also valid up to n+1 inclusive.
This ends the proof of 2.5.4.

Corollary (2.5.5)

For all z,y € GRS and for all n > 1, the following holds:
(1))  reg(ma(z | y)) Creg(mn(x)) Ureg(mn(y))
(i)  reg(mu(z | y)) C reg(mn(x)) Ureg(mn(y))
(#i1)  reg(mn(z || y)) C reg(ma(x)) Ureg(mn(y))

Corollary (2.5.6)

For all z,y € GRS, the following holds:
(4) reg(z | y) C reg(x) Ureg(y)
(i)  reg(z || y) C reg(x) Ureg(y)
(i)  reg(z || y) C reg(x) Ureg(y)

Proof. Let x be the communication merge, the left-merge, or the merge. Then
we can derive:

reg(x xy) = U g(mn(z *y))
U z)) Ureg(mn(y))
| DU ] res(

=re g( ) Ureg(y).

This concludes the proof of 2.5.6.
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Lemma (2.5.7)

Let x € GRS, then the following statements hold:
(1)  reg(du(z)) C reg(x)
(44) reg(77(z)) C reg(x)
Proof. Because of the fact that reg(d) = reg(7) = ), the proof of (7) is anal-

ogous to the proof of (7). Thence, we omit the proof of (7). Let z € GRS,
then we have:

Za x1+2bj,

=1
SO wWe see:

veg (0 () = | (reg(a:) Ureg(z:)) U | reg(b;)

a;¢H bj¢H
C U (reg(az ) U reg( xz U

=1 =1
= reg(x).

Herewith the proof of 2.5.7 is completed.

Proposition (2.5.8)
Let z € GRS, and suppose that reg(z) = {n1,...,nx}. Let

[r] = [dy,...,d;] and [s] = [e1,...,en]
be register operators with {,n > max{nq,...,ng}. If
dp;, = en, forl <i <k, then [r](z) = [s](x).

Proof. It is evident that the statement holds for atomic actions. Nevertheless,
as an example we will prove the case a € U(F):

[P (u(f(1M))) = u(f(dmys-- -5 dmy))
u(f(eml, . ,eml))
({m1,...,m} Creg(z))

[s] (u(f (1 M)

Now we are going to prove for all [r] and [s] in R—with the properties mentioned
in the proposition—the following with induction on n:

VYn >1, wehave m,olr|(z)=m,o/[s](z). (1)
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Since x € GRS, we have:
T = Z a;x; + Z bj, with z; € GRS.

First we prove (1) for n = 1:

i=1 j=1

= > [slai) + Y _[sl (b))
i=1 7=1

= o [s](x)

Now suppose that (1) is true up to n inclusive, then we prove (1) for n + 1:

On the one hand we can calculate:

i © 1) = 3 rl(am o [rl() + D 0710y

= [sl(ai)m o [r Z T4l O

and on the other hand:

Tny1 0 [s](z) = Zﬂn—i-l o [s](aizi) + an+1 o[s ](bj)

= Isl(ai)mn o [si)(x:) + anﬂ o [s](b;),

for certain [r;], [s;] € R (1 <1i < n). Hereinafter, we will verify that these pairs
of register operators satisfy the conditions of the proposition. Fix an ¢ with
1<i<nandlet [r]=[d", ... d"] and [s;] = [e{”,...,e!”]. Since reg(z;) =
{mi,...,m} C reg(x), we have I,n > max{m,...,m;}. Subsequently we
verify the second condition. Choose a j with 1 < j <t. If m; ¢ reg(a;), then

nothing has been changed in this particular position in both [r;] and [s;] and
(1) (1)

then we unequivocally have dy;, = ey,,. So assume that m; € reg(a;). Even in

this case there might be no changes at all, e.g., if a; = r(id(T mj)). And we

obtain again d%)J = eTfL)J Now let us additionally suppose that d,,; has been

changed to d’' = dg;% Then e,,; has been changed as well to d’ = egﬁ) So
in this case, too, we obtain equality. Hence [r;] and [s;] satisfy the required
conditions. Now we can use the induction hypothesis and we finally obtain
[7:](x;) = [si](z;). This proves (1), so with the aid of AIP we conclude the

proof of 2.5.8.
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Theorem (2.5.9)

Let z,y be closed ACP-terms. If reg(z) Nreg(y) = 0, then the following
holds for all [r] € R:

(4) [rl(z [Ly) = [r](=) [ [r](v),
(i) [r](z | y) = [r](z) | [7](y),
(i) [z || y) = [r](2) || [r](y)-

Proof. We prove this theorem with induction on the sum n of the number of

symbols of z and y. So let us first consider the basis of our induction: the case
n = 2. Then x,y € A.

(4) [z |Ly) =

for a certain [r'] € R =

(2) =

Equality (2) is obtained by proposition (2.5.8) and the fact that

reg(z) Nreg(y) = 0.

For, we can freely change every register of [r’] that does not occur in reg(y).
But the only registers that could have been changed are registers in reg(x).
This means that we can use proposition (2.5.8) and we find: [r|(y) = [r'](y).

Now we are going to prove the second claim of 2.5.9 for atomic actions.
Recall that we have several different atomic actions, so we have a lot of cases.
Even if we use the fact that for closed terms t and s we have s |t =t | s there
are still 15 possibilities. We choose an x five times, and we vary y for all the
cases:

]
1.2 [r](a|u(d) =
1.3 [r)(a | u(d | Ny)) =6 =a|u(d) = [r](a) | [r](u(d | Nk)
1.4 [r)(a|u(f(1Nk)) =6 =alu(f(dn;---,dn,)) = [r](@) | [r](u(f(TN)))
1.5 [rl(au(f(TNk) L M) =0 =a|u(f(dn,,-- - dn,))
= [r](a) | [r](u(f(TNk) | M;))

2.1 yeU(D)
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2.1.2 [r](u(d) | v(d)) = [r](w(d)) = u(d) | v(d) = [r](u(d)) | [r](v(d))
We have seen that we subdivided 2.1 here. Henceforth, we will omit the first
subcase (2.1. 1)

22 [)(u(d) duvk): <wd¢Nk>>:w<d>=u<d>|v<d>

= [r] ( d)) | [r](v(d | Ni))
2.3 [r](u(d) [ v(f(1Nk))) = ( ((dAf)(TNK)))
_ {w , ifd= f(d dy,)
0 othervvlse
=u(d) [ v(f(dn,,---dn,)) = [r](u(d)) | [](v(f(1 NK)))

Notice that, because of reg(x) Nreg(y) = 0, the communications satisfy the

register conditions (see section 2.2, page 25).

2.4 [r)(u(d) [o(f(TNR) LM)) = [r](w((d A f)(TNk) L M)
{w(d), if d= f(dp,,...dn,)

0, otherwise

u(d) [ v(f(dn, ;- dn,)) = [F](u(d)) | [F](v(f(TNe) | M)

3 z=u(d|Ny)eUD |)

LNg) [ v(d | My)) = [r](w(d | Ny, M;))
w(d) = (d)lv(d)= (d LNy)) | [r](v(d | My))

5.1 [r](u(d

d LNk | u(f (TMZ))) = [r](w((d A f)(T M) | Ny))
(

lek

= r] (u
8.2 [r](u
), ifd=f(dp,,--., dn,)

othervvlse

( ( 7777 dnk)) = [ ](u(d lNk)) | [7“] (U(f(TMl)))
) o(f (TMz) L P)) = [r)(w((d A f)(T M) | Ny, Pr))
), ifd=f(dn,,...,dn,)

otherwise.

(
(
3.3 [r( (
= u(d) [ v(f(dn,, .. dn,)) = [r](u(d L Ni)) | [F](v(f(T M) L Pn))

4.1 [r)(u(fF(TNR)) [o(g(1 M) = [F](w((f A g')(T5u)))
_ {gu(f(dnl,...,dnk)), if f(dpyse. s dn,)=g(dm,,. . dm,)

otherwise.
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(15u) L Pn))

4.2 [r] (u(f( TNk:) v(g(T M) L Po)) = [r](w((f"Ag)
=g(dmyy---,dm,)

{w dnyseoosdpy)), i fdny, ... dy,)
=u

0, otherwise.
f(dnl, . dnk)) | v(g(dml, ... dml))
= [l (u(f(TNK)) | [ (v(9(1 M) L Pn))

5 x=u(f(1N) | Py) € UF)

5.1 [r](u(f TNk LPa) [o(g(1 M) 1Qs)) = [r)(w((f' A ¢')(T5u) | Pas Qs))

w(f(dny,--- dny)), if fdny,- o dng) = 9(dmys s dim,)
0, otherwise.
=u(f(dny,... dn,))

(g(dm17 tee 7dml))
[

| v
I (u(FTNK) LPn)) | ) (v(9(1 M) 1Qs))

Now we have exhaustively seen that (i7) holds for atomic actions. We
already proved that (i) is valid for atomic actions, so it is immediately clear
that (7i¢) also holds for atoms. Hence assume that 2.5.9 has been proved for
closed terms x and y with the sum of the number of symbols less than or equal
to n. Choose now closed terms x and y with the sum of the number of symbols
equal to n 4+ 1. Since x and y are closed terms we have:

n m p q
x:Zaixi—Fij:x'Jraz”, y:chykJerl:y’—i—y”.
i—1 =1 k=1 =1

for certain closed terms z1,...,Zn,¥y1,...,Yp. Now we calculate [r](x | y):
[z Ly) = Z[](az ril(@i || y) +Z
i=1 7j=1
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Notice that we have changed [r;] to [r]| in the first term of (3), and [r;] to [r]
in the second term. We can this do because of:

reg(a;) Nreg(y) C reg(x) Nreg(y) = 0, 1<i<n
and

reg(b;) Nreg(y) C reg(z) Nreg(y) =0  1<j<m,

and proposition (2.5.8). In the sequel we will tacitly change registers as ex-
plained above. Now we calculate [r](z | y):

rl(x [y) = [l | y) + P& Ty + [P 1Y) + [P [ y7).

Below we will calculate these four terms one at a time:

; @ ) = S [l | en)lrarl(es | o)
i k=1
(induction) = > b @) (o) | i)
= S (@) | Few)) (il (o) | i) (o))
i k=1
= 3 bl | el e
= S e () | ekl (u)
i k=1
— /@) | F)
2 6 1) = S e | dlridl(e)
= 3 (s | )l ()
Q=1
=3 (@) | ) (o)
=3 [(ass) | ()
Q=1
— @) | (W)
5 P ) = S [0 | el )
jk=1
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[7](b;) | [r](d:)
1) 1 [r1(y")-

If we combine these four equations we immediately see that (ii) is correct up
to and including n + 1. We also proved that (i) is valid up to n + 1 inclusive,
thus combining these results we obtain that (4ii) is true up to n + 1 inclusive.
This ends the proof of 2.5.9.

I
—
[
A

I
— .
S

Lemma (2.5.10)
If ,y € GRS then we have: = || y € GRS.

Proof. If we combine theorem 2.14 and proposition 2.15 in [44], the lemma
immediately follows. This finishes 2.5.10.

The main theorem (2.5.11)
Let n > 1. If we have for z1,...,2, € GRS:
Vi,j:1<i<j<mn: reg(xz;)Nreg(z;) =170,

then Vr] € R [r](xy || 22 || -~ || 2n) = [F](2z1) || [r](22) | - - || [7](2n).
Proof. We prove 2.5.11 with induction on n. Let us first consider the case
n = 2: for x and y with the properties mentioned in 2.5.11, we are to show
[r](z || y) = [r](z) || [r](y). In order to prove this, it suffices to prove:

Vk > 1:meo [r](z || y) = me([r](2) || [F](®)), (4)
because of AIP. We now will prove (4) below:

mieo [l || 9) = [r] o ma(e || ) (25.1)
= [r] o mg (7rk () || Wk(y)) (2.4.4)(117)
— o ) (i) || ) 25.1)

Observe that 7 (x) and 7 (y) are closed terms, so we can use here (2.5.9)
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= s ([r] o ms @) | [r] o mi ()
= 4 (i 0 [r)(2) || 7 o [1](»)) (2.5.1)
= m([r)(=) | [r)(9)- (2.4.4) i)

We now finished the case n = 2. Suppose that 2.5.11 has been proved up to n
inclusive, then we prove it for n + 1:

n

V1 <i < veg(e) Nreg(easn) = 0 = (| reg(e:)) N reg(@nia) = 0.
=1

Since, with induction, it follows easily from lemma (2.5.10), that the merge
of n processes, that are in GRS, is itself in GRS, we can use the induction
hypothesis below:

i@ L wnga) = (@ Lo @) [ @)
= [rl(z || H ) || [r)(2nt1) (n=2)
= ([rJ(1) I -+ || [r](zn)) Il [r)(2n41) induction
= [r](z1) || I @ng)-

This concludes the proof of 2.5.11.

At this point we need another result which states that if we alter the
positions of the registers in a process and simultaneously alter the contents of
the register operator, then we want this process to behave exactly the same.
As an example, consider the following process: [d](r( 1)). Now we alter
the position of the register to the second position, and we also put the d on
this position: [d’,d] (T(T 2)). If we eliminate the register operator in the first
expression, we obtain: r(d). If we do the same with the second expression then
we derive the same result. Below we will axiomatize these transformations on
registers operators and processes.

Definition (2.5.12)

Let x € GRS. Suppose that we have a bijection o between reg(z) and
M C N. Define a function h, : A — AU C as follows:

he (u(d | Ni)) = u(d | o(N))
ho (u(f(TNk))) = u(f(10(Nk)))
ho (u(f (1 Nk) L M1)) = u(f(To(Ni)) Lo(M)),

and for all the other atomic actions:
he(a) = a.
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Now we define p;,_, to be the renaming belonging to h,. For the sake of conve-
nience, we will enumerate hereinafter the relevant axioms for p;_. The defini-
tion of a renaming operator can also be found in (1.3.1); see page 15.

Ph, (V) =7
Ph, (a) = ho (a)
Pho (T Y) = pn, (T) - pn, (y)
ph. (T +y) = pn, () + pn, (v)

Where a € A, v is a special constant, and x,y are processes.

Lemma (2.5.13)
Let pp, be as in definition (2.5.12) above, then the following holds:

VneN, Vx € GRS: pp, omp(x) =m0 pp, ().

Proof. We will prove this statement with induction on n. First consider the
case n = 1:

recall that = = Z a;x; + Z b;
i=1 j=1

Ph, O7T1(33) = Ph, O T1 <Z a;T; + Zb])
=1 7j=1

m

= Z Ph,(ai) + Z Phy (05)

= Zm (Pn, (ai) - pn, (i) + Z”l © i, (bs)

= 1 0 ph, (2).
Now assume 2.5.13 is correct up to n inclusive, then we prove it for n + 1:

Phy © Tng1 () = p,(@i) - pr, 0 Tn(@) + Y pn, (bj)
=1

j=1
= pn, (i) - T 0 pr, (i) + Y 7ot 0 pn, (b))
i=1 =1

— i1 pna ().
This ends the verification of 2.5.13.
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Proposition (2.5.14)
We use here the notations of definition (2.5.12). Let z € GRS. Let

[ >max{y:y €reg(z)},n > max{y:y € M}.
Let [r] = [d1,...,d]], [s] = [e1,...,en] € R. Then we have:
Vy ereg(x) 1 dy = eq(y) = [r](z) = [s] © pn, (2).

Proof. First we show that 2.5.14 is correct for atomic actions: If a € A’'UU (D),
then there is nothing to prove. Now we will handle the three remaining cases:

Flnys-edny))
(

At this point, we will prove 2.5.14 for closed terms. We prove the statement
with induction on the number of symbols of x = Y | a;z; + Z;n:l b;.

On the one hand we have:

n m

() = [r)(ai)[ri)(z:) + ‘

=1 i

[r](b;),
and on the other hand we have:
[s]© pn, (x) = [s] 0 pn, (as)[si] © pn, (i) + Z[S] © ph, (bj)
= [rl(@i)lsi] © pn, (z:) + > _[rl(b))

i—1 j=1

%

Write [r;] = [dgi), e ,dl(i)] and [s;] = [egi), e eg)]. Now we show the following:
Vy € reg(a;) . dW) = el

Y a(y)
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If y ¢ reg(a;), then there is nothing to prove. Thus assume that y € reg(a;).
Even in this situation there might be no changes at all, e.g., if only a register

is read. So let us moreover assume that d, is changed to d’ = dz(f), then e (y)
(4)
; o(y)
hypothesis and we see:

is changed to d’ = ¢ as well. This means that we may use the induction

[ri](zi) = [s:] 0 pn, ().
Finally, let * € GRS. Fix an n € N, then it suffices to make the following
calculation:

T o [r](x) = [r] o mp () (2.5.1)
= [s] 0 pp, o my(2)
= [s] o 7, © pp, () (2.5.13)
= T, 0 [s] o pp, (x). (2.5.1)

Herewith we ended the proof of the proposition.

Theorem (2.5.15)

Let notations be as in definition (2.5.12). For all x,y € GRS the following
holds:

(4) Ph, (@ L y) = pn, () || on, (¥)
(41) o, (| y) = pn, (%) | pn, (y)

(ii) (x| y) = pn, (@) || pro ().

Proof. First we prove 2.5.15 for closed terms. This we do with induction
on the sum of the number of symbols of x and y. The proof of (i) for atomic
actions is trivial. The same applies to the proof of (ii) for atomic actions, albeit
we have to distinguish a lot of cases. Due to the fact that p;_ distributes over
the alternative composition, the proof of (iii)—for atomic actions—is simple,
too. Now we prove the induction step for (7):

zlly) = Z P, (ai) - ph, (i || y) + Z pn, (05) - pn, ()
= tha (a;) - (pha (i) || ph. (y)) + thg (bj) |.|_pha' (y)
i=1 Jj=1
= pn,(@izi) Lpn, W) + > pn, (05) L pn, ()
i=1 j=1

= ph, (%) [ Pn, ()

The verification of (ii):

pro (@ 1Y) = png (" 1Y) + pn, (2" [ 97) + pu, (& 1) + pn, (2" | 47)
As an example we treat the case p,_ (2" | ¥):
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o 15) = 3 pnlas | ) pn (o |1 32)
= 3 (nala) [ on () - on. ) 1 1. (02)

= Z Phy (@izi) | ph, (CsYs)

1,5=1
= pho‘(x/) | pho‘(y/)
Using the aforecited distributivity again, the proof of (i) is obvious. Now we

drop the assumption about x and y being closed terms. Let = be the merge,
the left-merge, or the communication merge, then we calculate for each n > 1:

Tn © ph, (T *Y) = pp, o (T *y) (2.5.13)
= ph, © Tn (10 (@) * T (y)) (2.4.4)
= 7, © ph, (70 (@) * T (y)) (2.5.13)

Recall that 7, (z) and 7, (y) are closed terms, so we can apply 2.5.15.
= Tn(ph, © Tu(@) * ph, © T (y))
= 7 (75 © ph, () * T © pi, (y)) (2.5.13)
= mn(pn, () * pn, (y)) (2.4.4)
With the aid of AIP, we conclude this proof.

2.6. An Application

As an application of the theory that we treated so far, we discuss in this section
an elaborate example. We will give a formal proof of a theorem on palindrome
recognition (see section 5.1 theorem 5.1 in [44]). We do not intend to explain
the theory of systolic arrays, nor the intuition behind the specifications that
will be given hereinafter. We merely see the proof of this theorem as an appli-
cation of the register operator, not the implications of this theorem. For a full
explanation of the implications we advise the reader to read section 5.1 of [44].
Here is a copy of table 23 on page 135 from [44]:

PALy(w) = s1(true) - PALy(w) (Jw| > 0)
PALgy1(e) = Sk42(true) - PALgy1(e)
+ Z Tkto(x) - Spao(true) - PALkiq(x)

€S
PALk 1 (w) = Z Ti2(2) - g2 (ispal(z - w))
€S
- PALpy1(z - w) (0 < |w| <2(k+1))
PAL 1 (w) =6 (2(k+1) < |w])
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Where S is a finite set of symbols from which the input strings are built up. Now
|w| stands for the length of the string w. A predicate ispal is also used, with
strings of symbols as its domain which is true iff its argument is a palindrome.
Furthermore we have B := {true, false}. Now we will give hereinafter the
specification of a cell C; as it appears in [44]:

Ci = sit1(true) - C; + Z it () - sipa(true) - Ci(x)
z€eS

Ci(z) = Z%‘H(y) ' Z ri(v) - Ci'(2,y,v)

yeSs veEB

+ i) Y i) - O (2,y,v)
veB yes
Cf (z,,0) = (si41((z = y) Gv) || 5:(v)) - Cilx)
TC = s1(true) - TC.

For the sake of clarity, we here eliminated the merge in the second equation,
in order to obtain directly the correct form of the specification. Consider the
case i = 1. If we compare the defining equations of C{(z) with equations (14)

and (15) of section 2.3, we can conclude with the use of RSP, that P” = C1(z).
This means that we have, because of theorem (2.3.3):

Vd,e€ D: [d,e](X") = C(x),

where X" is defined in equations (17) and (18) of section 2.3. What we want to
do now, is to modify the specification of C; by incorporating, in a notationally
correct way, the defining equations of X’ in the whole specification. Now let us
consider the result (where f, is the function that we defined in equation (16)
of section 2.3):

X; = siq1(true) - X; + Z riv1(z) - i1 (true) - X;(z)

zeS
X,(z) = (Z ri(y L 20) || S v | 26— 1)) Y (x)
yeSs vEB

Yi(x) = (sipa (fo(T 20 = 1,1 20)) || 54 (id(T 24))) - Xi()
TC = sq1(true) - TC.

We have just seen that [d,e](X") = [d, €](X1(z)) = C}{(z), and we also want,
of course, that the following holds:

Vdi,...,dy € D: [di,...,ds](X(2)) = Cl(x).

This we can obtain by direct calculation, as was done in section 2.3 for the
case i = 1, but we will prove this with the use of proposition (2.5.14). For,
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there is a bijection o : reg(Xi(z)) — reg(X;(z)) defined by the following two
equations: o(1) = 2i—1 and o(2) = 2i. Let p be the renaming that transforms
C1(z) into Cl(x) (in fact 7y +— ry, 79— rip11, S1 — S;, So — Siy1). Now we
can derive:
Ci(z) = p(Ci(x))

= [d,e] o p(X1(x)) (2.3.3)

=[di,...,doi—2,d,€] o pp, o p(X1(z)) (2.5.14)
[dy,...,doi_2,d, €] (Xl(:c))
Subsequently we want to characterize the systolic array from which we will
prove that it is bisimilar with PAL/(e).
The encapsulation set Hj of actions resulting in a deadlock is defined as

Hy = {s;(z),ri(y) |z,y €S andi<k+1},
and the abstraction set I of internal communication actions is defined as
I={c¢(z)|z€S andieN}.

Define

®OY X || -+ || X1 || TC), if k> 0;
M(k) = 4 7100, °]r ] (X 1 ; ;
() {TC’, if k=0

where

r*) e Ry ={[di,....do] | d; € D (:=SUB) foralll<i<2k}.
Now we will show that the modified M (k) is in fact the same as the M (k)
that is defined in [44]. To avoid ambiguity, we write M’(k) for the one that is

defined in [44]:
M'(k) = tdk(Cy || --- || C1 || TC).

Observe that we have for each k£ > 0 : reg(X;) Nreg(X,) =0, for all 4,5 € N
with 1 <4 < j < k. This means that, because of theorem (2.5.11), the register
operator distributes over the merge. This yields:

M (k) = tdk([r®)(Xe) || - || [P P)(X) || TC).
We can now evaluate [r®](X;) for all 1 < i < k:

[ (X) = siga (true) M) (Xs) + Z?"H—l - sip1(true)[r®](X;(2)).

TEeS

Above, we have just seen the following: [r(¥)] (X;(z)) = Cj(x). Observe that we
have 2k registers instead of 2i. In this case we may also use proposition (2.5.14),
quod vide. Hence we have [r")](X;) = C;. Thus we find M'(k) = M (k).
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Lemma (2.6.1)

Let [r(®)] = [dy,...,dog_2,ispal(v),y] € Rx. Then, Y,y € S, Yv € S*
such that |v| < 2k — 1, we have:

7109, o [r™](Ya(2) || PALk—1(v))

7 siga(ispal(y-v-x)) - PALL(y - v-x), if [v] <2k —2;
skt (ispal(y - v-z)) - PALk(y - v - ), if |v| =2k — 1.

Proof. Let [s(k)] = [dy,...,dog—2,w,z] € Rx. We claim that the following
holds: Vz,y € S, Vv € S* with |v] < 2k — 1:

71 © Om,, © [S(k)](Xk(.I) | sk (ispal(v)) - PALy—1(v)) = 7 - PALi(v - z).

Define
Q@mzﬂvﬁw
_ Jr100m, o [s™)(Xk(z) || sk (ispal(v)) - PAL,_1(v)), if [v] <2k —1;
J, otherwise.

We use the following abbreviations:

[P = [dy, ..., dogx—2,w,]
[¢®)] = [dy,. .., dok—2, ispal(v), 2]

First we work out Q,, .)(v, z) for the case |v| < 2k — 1:
Q@mzﬂvax)
=7r00p, © [3(’6)] ((Z rere1(y | 2k) H Z re(u | 2k — 1))

yeS u€EB

- Yi(z) || sk (ispal(v)) ~PALk_1(v)>

= 77 0 8y, o [sW¥] (Z re+1(y | 2Kk)

ves
. (;m(u | 2k — 1)Yi(z) | sk(ispal(v))PALk_l(v)>
+ o (ispal (v) | 2k — 1) - E;r,m(z | 2k)Yi(2) || PAL,H(U))

. ;Srk 1 (y)7r 0 9, o [p<k>€] (e (ispal(v) | 20 —1) - (Yi(e) | PALx1(v))
iT .77 08, 0 [¢™] (E; ri1(z | 2k) - (Ye(z) | PAkal(v))
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=Y rip1(y) -7 71 00m, o [rF](Yi(z) || PALk_1(v))

yeS
+7- Z ri+1(y)7r © Oy, © [T(k)](yk(x) | PALy—1(v))
yeSs
=T- Z Tk+1(y)’7'1 e} 8Hk e} [T(k)] (Yk(a:) H PAkal(’U))
yeS

We will distinguish two subcases: |v| < 2k — 1:

71001, 0 [r®](Yi(w) || PALg—1(v))
=71 00m, o [r™] ((3k+1(f:c(T 2k — 1,1 2k)) || s (id(T 2k)))
Xp(@) || PALk-1(v))

=77 00, o [r™] (Skﬂ(f:c(T 2k — 1,71 2k)) - (sk (id(1 2k))

Xi(z) || PALk—1(v))
+ i (id (1 Qk)) (k1 (fo(T 2k = 1,7 2k)) - X () || PALk—1(v))

+ Zrk (sk(ispal(z - v)) - PALk(z - v) || Yi(x))
TES

+ Z ck(z Nid (1 2k)) - (sk(ispal(z - v)) - PALk_1(z - v)

z€S

I sesr (£2(1 2k — 1,1 28)) -Xku)))

= spy1((z = y) Hispal(v))7r 0 Oy, o [r™)] (s (id(T 2K))
Xu(a@) | PALi1(0)
+ 8477700, o [r™](spa1 (fo(1 2k — 1,1 2K))
- Xi(x) || sk(ispal(y . v)) - PALp 1 (y - ’U))

= sp11((x =y) Hispal(v)) - 77 0 Oy, © [r(F)] <Z k(2 Aid(] 2k))

zeS
(Xk(x) || sk (ispal(z - v)) - PALg_1(z - v)))
+ 7 Spa1 ((3: =y) & z'spal(v))
.77 00g, o [r?®)] (Xk(z) || sk (ispal(y - v)) - PALk_1(y - v))
= Sk11 ((3: =y) & z'spal(v))
771 00, 0 [r™](Xi(2) || sk (ispal(y - v)) - PALk_1(y - v))
+ T Skt ((.:r; =y) & ispal(v))
77 00, © [r(k)] (Xk(:c) | sk (z’spal(y . v)) - PAL,_1(y - v))
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=7 sp41((x = y) G ispal(v))
17 00g, © [r(k)] (Xk(a:) I sk(ispal(y . v)) - PAL;_1(y - ’U))
=7 sp1((z =y) &ispal(v)) - Qispai(v)y) (Y - v, T),
since |y - v| < 2k — 1, if |v| < 2k — 1. Now we consider the case: |v| = 2k — 1.

71 00p, o [r™](Vi(z) | PALk_1(v))

:TjoaHkO (k) ka H )

= 7700, © r<k> skt (fo(T 2k — 1,71 2K))
-5 (4d (1 2k)) - Yi(x) - 0) +
= 8k+1((5€ =y) & @SPGZ(U))
= Sk+1((x = y) & ZSpCLl(U)) Q(zspal(v) y) (y v aj)
Note that we have:
Voe S v <2k—1: (x =y) Hispal(v) < ispal(y-v-x),
so we find:
710 0m,, 0 [r™](Ya(2) || PALk—1(v))

_ {T : Sk-l-l(ispal(yvx)) ’ Q(ispal(v),y) (y'U: 33)7 if |U| <2k -1
sk+1(z’spal(yvx)) ’ Q(ispal(v),y) (y'U, CB), if |U| =2k —1.

After substitution we obtain for all v € S* with |v| < 2k — 1:
Q(w,z) (Uv iL') =T Z rk-l—l(y) *Sk+1 (zspal(yvaz)) : Q(ispal(v%y) (yvv iL')
yeSs
Now consider the guarded recursive specification E below:

E= { T(w,z) (Ua .'L') =T- Z Tk—i—l(y) ©Sk+1 (Zspal(yvx)) ’ T(ispal(v),y) (y'U: aj)
yeS

|v€S*,|v|§2k—1,w€B,z,x€S}

We immediately see that Q, .)(v,r) is a solution for . Now consider the
following:

T- Z Tet1(Y) - Skt (ispal(yva:)) -7 - PALi(yvx)
yeSs

=T Z Tr+1(Y) * Skt (7;51’“1(3/“5’3)) - PALy,(yvx)
yeSs

=7 PALi(vz).
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Thus we see, if we put

Tiw,2) (v, ) = 7 - PALg(vx)
then
T(ispal(v),y) (y'U, .CB) =T PALk (inL')
This solves the system E. By RSP we find that Q,,.)(v,z) = 7 - PALy(vx)

for all v € S*, |v| < 2k — 1. This concludes the proof of the claim. Observe
that we herewith implicitly proved 2.6.1, too.

Theorem (2.6.2)
Vk > 0: M(k) = PALg(¢e).

Proof. If £ = 0 there is nothing to prove. So let us assume henceforth that
k > 0. We will first prove the following;:

Yk > 0: 717 00m, o [r®](Xy, || PALy_1(e)) = PAL(e). (1)
Below we will compute, for the left-hand side of (1), two more equations:

71 0 O, © [T(k)](Xk | PALk71(5)>
=770 8Hk 0] [T(k)] (Xk [LPALk_1(€))
= Sp41(true) - 77 0 Op, © [r(k)](Xk [ PALk,l(e))

+ Z Fra1(z) - 71 0 g, o [r¥)] (k1 (true)
€S

- Xp(z) || PALk_1(¢))
= spp1(true) - 77 0 O, o [r™)(Xy || PALy_1(¢))

+ Z Tra1(z) - 71 0 g, o [rF)] (sk+1(t7’ue)
€S

(Xn(z) | PAkal(s))>
= Sp41(true) - 77 0 Op, © [r(k)](Xk | PAL;_1(¢))
+ Z Tk+1(x) - Sp1(true)

zes
- T7 0 8Hk o [T(k)](Xk:(x) || PALk,1(€)>, (2)

and

7109, o [r™](Xg(2) || PALk—1(2))
= 17 09p, o [r®](Xy(x) || PALk_1(e) + Xy () | PALx_1(¢))
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=717 00H, © [r(k)] (Z re+1(y | 2k)

yeS

(3 el L2k~ 1) - Yie) | PAL ()

veb
+ érk(w L 2k—1). (zE;w(z 1 2k) - Yi(x) || PALk- (e) )
+ cp(true | 2k — 1) - <Zgrk+1(z | 2k) - Yi(@) | PALk_l(e))>

=3 e 00 [p€< >](§E;~k<v 12k = 1) Yi(2) || PALi (<))
15+T.7103Hko[qwn@rmzlzk) Yi(2) || PALk- ()

—};mﬂwwﬂ@momW?E;mwi%1ynm0f%m1@0
17 71 0 O, 0 [g®)] (ngl(z 1 2K) - Yi(a) || PALi 1 (c)

_ Zsrkﬂ(y) 77 00p, oe[p(k)] (ck(true 12k —1) (Ya() | PAkal(&‘)))
_y: : ze;grkﬂ(y) 71 0 9, © [sW](Yi(2) || PAL-1(e)) (3)

— Zsrzﬂ(y) -7 77 00, 0 [sW](Yi(x) || PALk—1(¢))
_y: . Zg i1 (y) - 71 0 O, 0 [sM](Vi(z) || PALk—1(¢))

=7 z:;erkﬂ(y) - 71 00m, o [sW](Yi(2) || PALk—1(¢)) (4)

Where for notational purpose we renamed in (3) the variable z. Furthermore
we used the abbreviations:

[P ™) = [di, ..., dai,

p™] = [di, ..., dox—1,9),

(¢ = [dy,. .., dog_2, true, da],
(s™]) = [du,...,dox—2, true, y].

Recall that we have:
[s")] = [dy, ... dok—2, true,y] = [d1, ..., dak—2, ispal(e),y].
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So with lemma (2.6.1) and equation (4) we conclude

7109, o [r™](Xi(2) || PALk_1(2))

- Z riee1 ()71 0 Oy, 0 [sW] (Vi (@) || PALg—1(¢)) (4)
yeSs

— 7 1 ()sis (ispal(y - e - 2)) PALK(y -2 -2)  (2.6.1)
yes

=T- Z Tht1(Y)Skt1 (iSPal(yx))PALk(yx)

This we may substitute in equation (2), and so we achieve:

710 0y, 0 [r®](Xy || PAL—1(¢))
= sk+1(t7‘ue)ﬁ e} 8Hk e} [T(k)](Xk H PALk_l(&“))

+ > kg1 (w) - sk (true) - 71 0 O, 0 [P (Xa(2) | PAL1(e)
T€S

= Sk41(true)Tr 0 Op, © [r(k)](Xk | PALy_1(¢))
+ Z Tkr1(x) - Spa1(true) - PALk(x).

r€eS

Consider the following guarded recursive specification E:

E = { Zy = Spa1(true) - Zy, + Z Tr+1(x) - Spa1(true) - Zy(x)
zeS

Zp(w) = > ves Tht1(@) - spg1 (ispal(z - w)) - Zy(z - w), if 0 < |w| < 2k;
0, otherwise.

|weS*,k>O}

If we put Z, = PALk(e) and Zy(w) = PALk(w), then it is clear from the
defining equations of PALy, that PALg(¢) is a solution for E. If we put Zy =
7700, o[r)] (X || PALk—1(¢)) and Zy(w) = PALy(w), it is evident from the
hereinbefore inferred equation, that this system also is a solution for E. Hence,
with RSP we conclude:

Yk > 0:71700p, o [r®](Xy || PALy_1(e)) = PAL(e).
This finishes the proof of claim (1). Now we find:

PALk(é‘) =1Tr75© 8Hk @) [T(k)](Xk || PALk_l(é‘))
= tdk([r™](Xy) || PALg_1(¢))
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= tdk(r™)(Xp) || (7 00y, o [P* V] (Xp—1 || PALk—2()))
= tdk([r™](X5) || (tdk — 1([r™]Xy—1 || PALy_2(c)))

= tdk ([r™](Xe) || (bdk — 1([r™](Xg-1)
|- td1([r®)(X0) || PALo(e)) ---))
= tdk ([r™](Xe) || (bdk — 1([r™](Xg-1)
|- td1([r®)(X0) | TC)--))
= tdk(Cy, || (tdk — 1(Cr—1) || - - tdL(Cy) || TC) --+)).
At this point we return to the original proof, so hereinafter we will copy out
the last piece. In this last piece of the proof we will make use of the so-
called conditional alphabet axioms. For the definition of an alphabet and the

conditional axioms we refer to section 1.5. It is easy to prove by induction,
that:

a(Ch) ‘ (a(M(k—1))NHy) =0,
a(Cy) ‘ (a(M(k—=1))N1I)=0.

So because of Hy_1 C Hj we find, using the conditional axioms CA1l and CA2
of table 1.7 (page 19):

tdk(tdk — 1(--- (¢d1(Cy || TC))---))

:TIootdkooaHl(Ck || || Cl H TC)
=tdk(Cy || --- || C1 || TC)

— 100, o [fP)(Xs || -+ || X || TO)

— M(k).

This proves theorem 2.6.2.

Remark (2.6.3)

In the proof of theorem (2.6.2) we used axioms concerning abstraction.
This axiom is known as the second 7-law of Milner (T2). To prove equation (1),
however, we only used T2 in a context of the form

(a(7w+x))7
which can be proved to be an instance of H2. Where H2 is as follows:
a(t(y+2) +y) = aly + 2).

Thence, theorem (2.6.2) can be proved in ACP with branching bisimulation
(see [23]).
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Chapter 3

An Operator Definition Principle

N a first attempt to bring some structure in the use of linear unary operators

in process algebra, we propose two principles, in order to obtain a uniform
approach for the introduction of these operators. For this we will use the no-
tion of a linear functional specification that consists of functional equations
and boundary conditions; the operator definition principle states that such a
system has a solution. Furthermore, we define an operator specification princi-
ple; this principle states that a linear functional specification has at most one
solution. Examples to demonstrate the usage of the two principles are given.
We can think of the use of auxiliary operators in verifications, specifications,
or a combination of both. Although these specific operators are, in general,
not usable in another context, there is a need for auxiliary operators that can
be defined as we wish. Moreover, we will need even more complicated auxil-
iary linear unary operators in the future, and therefore, a more sophisticated
definition of a linear functional specification. So, suggestions to generalize this
concept are given, too.

3.1. Introduction

We will consider in this chapter the algebra of communicating processes
with abstraction and linear unary operators (ACP;,). We will introduce
ACP; , as an extension of ACP;, the algebra of communicating processes with
abstraction, which was first studied in [12]. For a short introduction to ACP-
we refer to chapter 1. Hereinafter, we will give an overview of what can be
expected in the subsequent sections and we will give some motivation for the
theory that will be presented in this chapter.

In section 3.2 we will give the signature and the axioms of ACP;,. Fur-
thermore, we will formulate the operator definition principle and the operator
specification principle in terms of solutions for linear functional specifications.
In ACP; ,, we will have two sorts: the sort of processes and the sort of linear
unary operators. In the sort of processes we will have the “usual” constants:
the atomic actions and the special constants. In the sort of linear unary opera-
tors the constants will be the projection operators, the encapsulation operator
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and the abstraction operator. It can be found that, with the aid of this theory,
we can introduce the latter two operators. We still added them to the set of
constants, since they are not auxiliary: with these operators we want to for-
mulate other axioms. We can mention here KFAR,,; see definition (1.2.7) and
conditional axioms; see section 1.5. The same yields for the projection opera-
tors: we formulate the approximation induction principle with them. So, even
in a generalized version of this theory in which we can specify the projection
operators (see section 3.8), we want to have these operators as constants. We
will redefine certain items that are already known in ACP;, for instance, the
notion of a guard and of a guarded recursive specification; see section 1.2. This
will be done in definition (3.2.15). We will give a motivation on the alterations
that we made to these notions. We will introduce two more principles: the
recursive definition principle (RDP) and the recursive specification principle
(RSP). These principles can be found in section 1.2. We will also introduce
a more restrictive form of the approximation induction principle (AIP™). We
will repeat these notions, since they use the definition of a guarded recursive
specification; and it is this definition that will be not the same as the one in
chapter 1.

In section 3.3 we will prove the termination of the system that we in-
troduced in section 3.2 by means of a method that is called the recursive path
ordering. In [12] this method is used to prove the termination of a term rewrite
system for ACP,. We will use the same method to prove the termination of
a term rewrite system for ACP;,. We will explain this method and we will
give all the necessary definitions. Thereinafter, we will prove an elimination re-
sult, which states that every closed ACP; ,-term can be rewritten into a closed
BPA; ,-term; see table 3.3 on page 91.

In section 3.4 we will introduce some more concepts that are necessary
in order to state general theorems concerning linear unary operators, which
can be defined with the aid of linear functional specifications. In this section
it will become clear that with this theory we do not longer have to prove for
each auxiliary linear unary operator separately that it has certain properties:
it will be sufficient to verify that this operator satisfies the conditions stated
in these general theorems in order to know that it has the desired properties.
We attempted to handle a great variety of subjects. But it will be far from
complete. Many questions could be asked, and answered, on the subject of
linear unary operators. For instance, we want to know what processes are
fixed points of a linear unary operator, or: “When do linear unary operators
commute?” Just to mention a few.

In section 3.5 we will construct a model for ACP,. This is the axiom
system ACP; ,, but without abstraction. We did this because we wanted to
construct what is called the standard model of process algebra, that is, the
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inverse or projective limit model. Moreover, it is a well-known fact that the
combination of the projective limit model with the concept of abstraction is
very problematic. We will prove that a desired property (such as RDP, or OSP)
is valid for the elements of the inverse system and we use this to prove that it is
preserved by taking the inverse limit. We think that some of these proofs can
be shortened by using so-called preservation theorems on inverse limits, but
since the theory on preservation theorems is only developed for single-sorted
algebras, we will give direct proofs.

In section 3.6 we will apply the theory by giving some examples of verifi-
cations and specifications with the aid of auxiliary linear unary operators. We
will also see that this theory is used to prove certain properties of operators
that we already know. For instance, if we have the abstraction operator 7
(this operator renames all the atomic actions that are in the subset I C A into
the silent step 7), then we immediately “feel” that 7; o7 must be 7;. With the
aid of OSP it is, actually, very trivial to prove this. It turns out that, with the
aid of the general theorems in section 3.4, it will be sufficient to verify that 77
and 77 are the same on the set of atomic actions in order to conclude that they
are equal.

In section 3.7 we will give some suggestions how we can generalize this
theory in order to be able to describe more (auxiliary) linear unary operators.
Such as the projection operators or the generalized state operator, just to
mention a few.

In section 3.8 we will emphasize that this theory can be the beginning of
the unification of all the theories, built up from ACP or ACP;, and, in addition,
a number of auxiliary linear unary operators.

3.2. Definitions

In this section we will consider the algebra of communicating processes with
abstraction and linear unary operators. We will use the following notation
for this system: ACP;,. First, we will give a graphical representation of the
signature of ACP; ,, in figure 3.1. Subsequently, we will enumerate the same
signature in a more textual way.

H7|_|_7|7+7' + O

(9[—],7‘[,7'('1,7'('2,7'('3,.-.

Figure 3.1. Graphical representation of the signature.
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First, we consider the sort P of processes. We have a set of constants
A, or atomic actions. Each a € A is a constant in P. We have also two
special constants in P: ¢ or deadlock, and 7 or silent step. Consider the binary
operators (they are all infix operators):

merge: | : PxP— P,
left-merge: | : PxP— P,
communication-merge: | :Px P — P,
sequential composition: - PxP— P,
alternative composition: +:PxP— P.

Now we consider the sort F' of linear unary operators. For each I C A we have
a constant 77 € F', which is called the abstraction operator. For each H C A we
have a constant dy in F'. This constant is called the encapsulation operator.
For each n > 1 we have a constant 7, € F. The constant 7, is called the (nth)
projection operator. There is one binary operation with both arguments of
sort I’y it is the composition of functions: o : F x FF — F. Finally, we
have a binary operation y : F' x P — P. This operator can be called the
application operator. This concludes our discussion on the signature of ACP; ,,.
Hereinafter, we will give the axiom system of ACP; ,, in table 3.1 on page 73. In
this table we use the following notational conventions: a, b, ¢ are atomic actions
or § (we abbreviate As = AU{d}); z,y, z are processes; -y is a special constant
(we use C' = {0, 7} for the set of special constants); n > 1, and finally, f, g and
h are linear unary operators.

At this point we will formulate an extensionality axiom which states: func-
tions that behave the same on all processes are indeed the same. We will not
use the axiom in this chapter but we added it since there is no reason not to
have it.

Axiom (3.2.1) Extensionality

Let f and g be linear unary operators. If for all x € P : x(f,x) = x(g, ),
then f = g. We will use the abbreviation EA for this axiom.

Definition (3.2.2)

Let N be a finite set of function names. A linear functional specification
E(N) for N is a set of the following form:

E(N)={rpa|neNacA}U{e,s|neNacA}. (1)

Both r, , and e, , are equations. Let a € A and n € N be fixed. Then we
define the two equations r, , and e, , for this particular pair (n,a). The first
equation 7, , is called a boundary condition and has the following form: there
is an element b € A U C such that

Tn.a = X(n,a) =b.
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Al z4+y=y+z

A2 z+(y+z)=(@+y +=
A3 z+zx=2

A (z4y)-z=z-z2+y- 2

A5 (z-y)-z=xz-(y-2)
A6 z+i0=2

A7 bd-x=94

Cl alb=0b]a

C2 (a|b)|c=a](b]ec)
C3 dla=9

CMlzlly=z[y+ylz+a]
CM2alz=a-x

M3 (a-2) Ly =a-(z || 9)
CM4 (z+vy)||lz=z]z+yl =
CM5 (a-x)|b=(a|b) x

CM6al|(b-x)=(a|b) x

CM7 (a-xz) | (b-y)=(a|b)-(z]y) x(f,v) =~ X1
CM8 (z+y)|z=z|z+y]z X(f,v-z)=v-x(fiz) X2
CM9 z|(y+z)=z|y+a]z x(fiz+y)=x(f,2) +x(f,y) X3
D1 x(0y,a)=a, ifa¢ H X(mp,a) = a PR1
D2 x(0y,a) =906, ifacH x(m,a-z) =a PR2
D3 x(m,x-y) = x0u,2) - x(0m,y)  X(Tnt1,a 1) = a- x(m,z) PR3

x-T=z TI1
T-x+x=x T2
a(t-z+y)=a-(tT-z+y)+a-xz T3

T z=7-2TMI1
(rea) Ly =7 (& || y) TM2
7|x=46 TCl

x| T=46 TC2

2 |y =]y TC3
v(ry) =2 |y TC4

x(tr,a) =a, ifa¢l TIL
x(tr,a) =7, ifael TI2
x(rr,z-y) = x(rr,2) - x(1r,y) TI3

Y

x(fog,2) = x(f,x(g,z)) XC1
X((fog)oh,z)=x(fo(goh),z) XC2

Table 3.1. ACP; .

The second equation e, 4 is called a (linear) functional equation and it is of the

following form:

ena =xn,a-x)=0b-x(m,x)

for one m € N.

Examples of linear functional specifications can be found in remarks (3.2.11)

and (3.2.19).

Furthermore, if the set of function names contains only one
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element , say n, we will omit the braces in the notation of (1): we will write
E(n) instead of E({n}).

Remark (3.2.3)

We will give a more explicit formulation of the definition of a linear func-
tional specification. Let N = {nq,...,ni} be a set of function names. Let
o:Ax{l,...,k} — {1,...,k} be a map. Now we define a linear functional
specification to be the following:

E(N)={nia)=a" :a€ A, 1<i<k}
U{ni(wx):a(i)-ng(a,i)(x):aGA, 1§i§k},

with a® € AU{6,7}. It will be clear that this formulation of a linear functional
equation is equivalent to definition (3.2.2).

We will now formulate two principles which say something about the so-
lutions for this sort of equational systems: the operator definition principle
(ODP) and the operator specification principle (OSP). But first, we will need
a definition to map the function names into the set of linear unary operators.

Definition (3.2.4)
We will call a mapping ¢ : N — F' a valuation for N.

Principle (3.2.5) The Operator Definition Principle

Let E(N) be a linear functional specification for a set of function names V.
Then the following holds: there is a valuation ¢ for N which solves the system
of equations E(NN). We will use the compact notation ODP for this principle.

Principle (3.2.6) The Operator Specification Principle

Let E(N) be a linear functional specification for a set of function names V.
Then there is at most one valuation ¢ for N such that ¢ solves the system of
equations F(N). We will use the compact notation OSP.

Remarks (3.2.7)

See remarks (3.2.11) and (3.2.19) for examples of the use of both principles
ODP and OSP. Henceforth, we will use for the expression x(f,z), with f € F
and x € P, the more usual notation f(z), provided that no confusion can arise.
If n is a function name we will use this convention, too. If we have specified the
boundary conditions of a certain function name n and we want this function
name to respect the sequential composition, we will abbreviate this by stating
the functional equation for n as follows:

n(a-x) =n(a) - n(x)

instead of reiterating the results of n(a) for each a € A. Examples of linear
functional specifications in which a function name distributes over the sequen-
tial composition can be found in remark (3.2.11) and in section 3.6.
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Definition (3.2.8)

Let f € F be a linear unary operator. We will define a subset D(f) C F

as the smallest set satisfying:

(i)  feD(f)
(44) (9geF,ac A be AU{r},Vz € P: fla-z)=b-g(z)) = g € D(f)
(444) h € D(g), g € D(f) = h € D(f).

We will call D(f) the set of derived operators of f.

Remarks (3.2.9)

We will calculate here for a number of linear unary operators, their sets
of derived operators. We will start with 3. Because of condition (i), we see
that m3 € D(m3). We know that for all a € A,z € P: m3(a-x) = a- m(x). So
we find with (4i) that mo € D(m3). We also know that my(a - x) = a - w1 (z) for
all a € A and x € P; thus we find with (ii) that 7y € D(7m2). And with the aid
of (7ii) we see that m; € D(m3). Observe that we do not have constant linear
unary operators. For, let ¢ : P — P be as follows. For all z € P : ¢(z) = ¢,
with ¢ € P. Suppose that ¢ € F', then we know that ¢(d) = d, because of X1.
So we find that ¢ = §. But on the other hand we know that ¢(7) = 7, so we
see that ¢ = 7. Since § # 7 we see that the assumption that ¢ € F' cannot
hold. So in particular, we do not have in F' a linear unary operator ¢, with for
all x € P:/4(x) = 7. We know that mi(a-z) =a=a-7=a-{(z). But £ ¢ F.
So we find that D(my) = {m}. We thus obtain D(mw3) = {m,me,m3}. It is
very easy to deduce that D(m,) = {m,...,m}, for n > 1. The facts that
D(7r) = {77} and D(0y) = {On} are also easy to verify. In remark (3.2.19)
we have two linear unary operators p and v. It is immediately clear that
D(p) = D(v) ={p, v} q.v..

We left out § in the conditions of definition (3.2.8)(4i). We did that since
we otherwise would have D(0y) = F if H # (). For, we find for all f € F:

Og(h-x)=6=0- f(x).

This would imply that f € D(9y), thus: FF = D(0y). Without the § we
find D(0y) = {0y }. And this is exactly what it should be: the set of all the
operators that dy can become after “passing” the right atomic actions.

Definition (3.2.10)

Let f € F be a linear unary operator, which can be defined with the aid
of a linear functional specification. If |D(f)| = 1 we will call f a (linear unary)
renaming operator.
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Remark (3.2.11)

We will repeat the definition of the renaming operator as it is stated in
chapter 1, in order to make a comparison with the renaming operators that we
defined hereinbefore in definition (3.2.10). Let f: A — AU C be a function.
Define an operator p¢ as follows.

@) pr() =7
(@) pyla) = fla)
(wi) — pg(x-y) = ps(x) - ps(y)

() pp(z+y)=ps(@) +ps(y)

Consider the linear functional specification E(r) for the singleton of function
names {r}.

E(ry={r(a)=f(a):ac A}
U{r(a-z)=r(a) r(z):ac A}.

According to ODP there is a valuation ¢ : {r} — F which solves the system of
equations E(r). Let us say ¢(r) = p. It is evident that |D(p)| = 1; so we know,
by definition, that p is a renaming operator. We also see that p is a solution
for this system: pf(a) = f(a) and p¢(a-z) = pf(a) - pr(x). But according to
OSP, there is at most one solution, so thus we find: py = p. We have seen that
the “old” renaming operators can be defined in terms of the “new” ones. In
fact, these definitions are equivalent, since a linear functional specification that
defines a renaming operator can only be of the form that E(r) has.

Definition (3.2.12)

A linear unary operator f € F' is called an abstracting operator if there
is a linear unary operator g € D(f), such that g(a) = 7, for some a € A.
Otherwise, f € F is called a concrete operator. Observe that the abstraction
operator 7; € F is an abstracting operator (if I # 0).

Example (3.2.13)

Let p,v be the linear unary operators considered in (3.2.19). We already
saw in (3.2.9) that p is an element of D(v). In the linear functional specification,
which defined both operators we can see that u(i) = 7, so v is an abstracting
operator.

Subsequently, we will introduce two more principles: the recursive defini-
tion principle (RDP) and the recursive specification principle (RSP). (They
can be found in chapter 1 but we will define their accompanying notions slightly
differently.) For these principles, we need the notion of a (guarded) recursive
specification. These notions are taken from [16], although the notion of a
guard can already be found in [14] in process algebra. The definitions of such
specifications are given hereinafter.
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Definition (3.2.14)

Let X be a set of variables. A recursive specification E with variable set
X over ACP;, , is a system of recursion equations with variables in X:

E={r=t,(X):z¢€ X}

For all z € X, we have that ¢,(X) is an ACP; ,-term with variables from the
set X.

Definition (3.2.15)

Let t be a term over ACP; ,, without abstracting operators. Suppose that
in t a variable z occurs. We will call an occurrence of x in t guarded if ¢
has a subterm of the form a - s, in which a is an atomic action and s is a
term over ACP;,, which contains this occurrence of x. Otherwise we will
call the occurrence of x in ¢t unguarded. We will call an ACP; ,-term ¢ without
abstracting operators guarded if all occurrences of all variables in ¢ are guarded.
Let E = {x =1t,(X) :x € X} be a recursive specification without abstracting
operators. We will call E' a guarded recursive specification if we can rewrite it
to a recursive specification E” with the aid of the axioms and/or the aid of the
specification F itself in which all right-hand sides of the recursion equations of
E’ are guarded. We will call E’ a completely guarded recursive specification.

Definition (3.2.16)

Let E = {z = t,(X) : © € X} be a recursive specification. A solution
for E is a vector p = (pz)zex, with p, € P for all z € X, such that for all
x € X the following expressions are true statements: p, = t,(p), in which ¢,(p)
is shorthand for: substitute for each occurrence of an element = € X in ¢,(X)
the process p,. We say that two solutions are equal if the components of the
vectors are equal: (pz)zex = (¢z)zex if and only if we have for each z € X
that p, = q..

Principle (3.2.17) The Recursive Definition Principle

Let E be a guarded recursive specification in the sense of definition (3.2.15).
Then there is a solution for F. We will call this RDP but mostly it is
called RDP.

Principle (3.2.18) The Recursive Specification Principle

Let E be a guarded recursive specification in the sense of definition (3.2.15).
Then there is at most one solution for E.
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Remark (3.2.19)

Now we will explain why we have excluded all abstracting operators in
definition (3.2.15). First, we will show that we have to exclude the abstraction
operator itself. Consider the following recursive specification:

E={z=i 1), y=j )}

Let there be an atomic action a € A\{i, j}, then it is easy to see that (i-a™, j-a™)
is a solution for F, for each n > 1. This means that we have to exclude the
abstraction operator since RSP cannot be valid. The abstracting operators are
of our next concern: with the aid of ODP it is very easy to make operators that
behave like the abstraction operator. Consider the following linear functional
specification for the set of names N = {n,m}.

E(N) = {n(i) = j,n(j) =i}
U { n(a) :a.aeA\{ij}}
U{m( =7,m(j) =7}
u{m :a.aEA\{zj}}
U {n(i )= -m(@),n(j ) = i-mla) }
U{n(a-z)=a-n(z):aec A\ {i,j}}
U{m(i-x):T-n( ),m(j-x)=7-n(z)}
U{m(a-z)=a-m(x):ac A\ {i,j}}.

According to ODP, there is a valuation ¢ : N — F', which solves the sys-
tem E(N). And by OSP there is at most one such a solution, so we can give
these linear unary operators a name. Let us say, ¢(n) = v and ¢(m) = p. Now
consider the guarded recursive specification below:

B={x=iwvly) y=j v}

Observe that we can prove the following for v with induction on k:

v(a®) = a”,
v(i*) = 15,
v(j*) =il %]
Now it is easy to see that (i2-a™,j2 - a™) is a solution for this system E, for

some a € A\ {4,j} and n € N. For.

iv(y) =i-v(j* a")
=i’ pu(j - a”)
=i 7-v(a")
_ Z-2 ca®
=z

78



An Operator Definition Principle: 3.2. Definitions

The calculation that j-v(x) = y, is proved as above. This means that we found
more than one solution for the guarded recursive specification above; hence, we
have to exclude the abstracting operators, too, in the definition of a guarded
recursive specification.

Observation (3.2.20)

In the above, we have just seen that if we want to use ACP; with renaming
operators as they are defined in [40], we have to adjust the definition of a
guarded recursive specification. For, we have to, at the least, exclude all the
renaming operators p, such that p(a) = 7, for some atomic action a € A in the
definition of a guarded recursive specification.

Subsequently we will introduce a more restrictive version of the approxi-
mation induction principle that is called AIP~. We will base ourselves on an
idea that can be found in [21] but we will use a more simple version of AIP~
than the one proposed in [21].

Principle (3.2.21) The Approzimation Induction Principle

Let z,y be ACP; ,-terms. If we have for all n > 1 : m,(z) = m,(y)
and we have that x or y can be specified with the aid of a guarded recursive
specification in the sense of definition (3.2.15), we have z = y.

Remark (3.2.22)

At present, we are able to explain why we demanded that = or y can be
specified with the aid of a guarded recursive specification. It was pointed out
in [21] that

ACP + RDP + AIP + CA+ KFARF 7 =7 +7-4. (2)

In other words the combination of these axioms is inconsistent. To solve
this problem a more restrictive form of the approximation induction princi-
ple (AIP™) is proposed there. We will use this idea in a simplified way: we
require that x or y can be specified with the aid of a guarded recursive specifi-
cation. The abbreviation CA stands for conditional axioms; they can be found
in section 1.5. We will recall the particular conditional axiom CA6 that has
been used to prove equation (2):

VJl,JQ g A:>7'J1 OTj, = TJiUJs-
With the aid of OSP it is very easy to prove this axiom. This will be done in

corollary (3.4.25).
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3.3. Termination

In this section we will prove the termination of a term rewriting system, asso-
ciated with the axiom system ACP;,. We will exclude the axioms of commu-
tativity of the alternative composition (A1) and the second and third 7-laws of
Milner (T2-T3). First we will describe what exactly are closed ACP; ,-terms.

Definition (3.3.1)

A closed term, or a closed ACP; ,-term, is a term without variables of
sort P and without variables of sort F.

Examples (3.3.2)

Suppose that we have just two atomic actions: A = {a,b}. We know
that 71 (a) is a closed term. We can rewrite this closed term to a term in which
no elements of sort F occur. We see at once that 71 (a) rewrites to a. Now let s
be a function name. Consider the following linear functional specification.

E(s) = {s(a) = b,5(b) = a}
U{s(a-x)=0b-s(x),s(b-x) =a-s(x)}. (1)

It is clear that s(a®) is a closed term. We can also rewrite this term with the
aid of the linear functional specification F(N). It is immediately clear that

s(a®) = b3,

Remark (3.3.3)

We see that we can write the closed ACP; ,-terms, considered above, with-
out constants of sort F'. This is what we want to prove. We will consider the
term rewriting system associated with ACP;,, (see table 3.2) and we will also
consider the equations of an arbitrary but fixed linear functional specification
as rewriting rules from left to right. Thereinafter, we will study the termina-
tion of this whole system. The outline of this proof will be more or less the
same as the proof of the termination of ACP; in appendix A of [12]. However,
we will use the lexicographical variant of the recursive path ordering to prove
the termination. The lexicographical variant of the recursive path ordering can
be found in [28]. A general reference to the subject of term rewriting is [20].
Another reference that can be useful is [30]. The following definition is taken
from [12], with some additions specific to the present situation.

Definition (3.3.4)
Let x and y be terms, let « € AU C and let f € F. Then we define the

weight of a closed term as follows:

(4) af =1,

(i)  Joxyl=lz[+y|  forx=- 1[I,
|z + y| = max{|z|, |y},

IX(f,2)] = [f(@)] = |=].
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Definition (3.3.5) The Partial Ordering of the Signature

Because of problems with the reduction of the left-merge, the authors
of [12] have introduced infinitely many operators: the so-called ranked opera-
tors. The rank of an operator ||, ||, | is the weight of the subterm of which it is
the leading operator. We will give the partial ordering of the operators. Let
m>1and n > 2.

Hn> [Lm |n [Ln+17 |n+1>Hn X Hna um |n> - >+ Tm+1 > T

Let N be a finite set of function names. The rank of a constant n € N
is the weight of the subterm of which it is the leading operator. The set
of these constants of rank k is denoted by Ng. The set of all these ranked
constants of sort F' is simply the union of all the N,. We will denote this
set by N, = Up—; Ni. We will give the partial ordering of these constants of
sort F':

Vng,m € N,: k>1= np>m.

For the remaining part of the signature we will define the partial ordering as
follows. For all n € N, and for all a € A we have: n,|[s> a > 7 > §. See
figure 3.2 for a graphical representation of this ordering.

Definition (3.3.6)

For each closed ACP; ,-term t we obtain the ranked term ¢, by assigning
to all operators their rank.

Example (3.3.7)

Here we will use the constant s that we defined in equation (1). Let
t=(s(a)La-b) | (r-s(a-b)]|s(a+b)a®)
be a closed ACP; ,-term. This term will be ranked as follows:

tr = (s1(a) Lza-b) |lio (7-s2(a-b) |7 s2(a+1D)-a?). (2)

Definition (3.3.8)

Let D be the set of ranked closed ACP; ,-terms. Let D* be D where some
of the symbols may be marked with an asterisk (x). As an example let us take
the ranked closed ACP; ,-term t, considered above in equation (2). Then we
have that a typical element ¢ € D* is the following expression:

tr=(si(a) L5a-b") [0 (7" - sa(a - b) |7 sa(a™ +b) - a?).
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Figure 3.2. Visualization of the partial ordering.

Definition (3.3.9)

We will define a reduction relation “—” on the set of marked ranked closed
ACP:; ,-terms D* as follows. For the sake of simplicity we will use, for the mo-
ment, prefix notation for the operators. Let H, G be function symbols occurring
in the signature of ACP;,, (with this, we also mean constants such as atomic
actions, d, 7, or function names). Let s,¢,t1,...,t, S1,-- ., S; be elements of D*.

(i)  H(t,....ts) — H*(t1,....ts), (k>0)

(i) H*(tr,....t) = G(H*(t1,...,tk), ..., H* (t1,. .., tx))
(H>G, k>0)

(i) H*(tr,....tx) = ti, (k>1,1<i<k)

(iv) H*(tl,...,G(sl,...,sl),...,tk)—>H(tl,...,G*(sl,...,sl),...,tk)
(k>1,1>0)

(v) s—t=H(...,s,...) = H(...,t,...)

(vi) Ift=H*(G(s1,...,80),t2,...,tx), then t — H(G*(s1,...,81),t,...,1)
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(k>1, 1>0).

In which the ordering “>” on the signature of ACP;, is already defined in
definition (3.3.5). We will use the symbol “>~” for the transitive closure of the
above defined reduction relation.

RA2 (z+y)+z—xz+ (y+2) r-T—x RT
RA3 z+z—1<
RA4 (z+4y)-z—z-2+y- 2 7]z — 7 -2RTMI
RAS (z-y)-z—z-(y-2) (r-2) Ly — 7 (= || y) RTM2
RA6 z2+4+6—x T|x—§ RTC1
RA7T 0-2—90 x| T— 9 RTC2
(1-2)|y— x|y RTC3
RC  a|b—cup x| (r-y) — x|y RTC4
RCM1 z ||y —z||y+ (y|z+z]|y) x(rr,a) — a, ifa¢ I RTII
RCM2 a|z —a-x x(1r,a) —» 7, ifael RTI2
RCM3 (a-z) Ly —a- (2 y) x(rr,z - y) = x(r1,2) - x(71,y) RTI3
RCM4 (x +y) [z —z| z+y] =
RCM5 (a-z) |b— (a|b)- x x(fog,z) — x(f,x(g,z)) RXC1
RCM6 a | (b-z) — (a|b)-x x((fog)oh,xz) — x(fo(goh),z) RXC2
RCM7 (a-z) [ (b-y) — (a]b)- (= | y) x(f,7) =~ RX1
ROM8 (z+y) [z—z|z+y]|=2 xX(fyy-x) —v-x(fiz) RX2
ROM9 z | (y+2) —z|y+a|z x(f,z+y) = x(f.z) +x(f.y) RX3
RD1 x(0m,a) —a, ifa¢ H X(mn,a) — a RPR1
RD2 x(0y,a)— 9, ifa€ H x(m1,a-x) — a RPR2
RD3  x(9u,2-y) — x(0u,2) - X(Om,y) X(Tnt1,a- ) = a- x(m,,z) RPR3

Table 3.2. A term rewriting system associated with ACP; .

Definition (3.3.10)

A partially ordered set (S,>) consists of a set and a transitive and ir-
reflexive binary relation > defined on the elements of S. Notice that asymme-
try of such a strict partial ordering follows from transitivity and irreflexivity.
A partially ordered set (S,>) is said to be well-founded if there are no infinite
(strictly) descending sequences s; > s > s3 > --- of elements of S.
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Definition (3.3.11)

A term rewriting system over a set of terms has the termination property,
if no infinite derivations are possible. A derivation is a sequence of rewrites.

It is known that the following theorem holds. See [20].

Theorem (3.3.12) Dershowitz

Let (X, R) be a term rewriting system with finitely many rewriting rules
and let “>” be a well-founded ordering on . If s > ¢ for each rewriting
rule s — t € R, then the term rewriting system (X, R) has the termination
property. Where the arrow in s — t is, of course, not the arrow that we defined
in definition (3.3.9), but ordinary notation for a rewriting rule.

At this point we are about to discuss the table of rewriting rules, associated
with the axiom system ACP; ,. See table 3.2 at page 83. In this table, we use
the same notational conventions as in table 3.1. We have a rewriting rule “RC”
instead of making rewriting rules of the axioms C1-C3 in table 3.1. In fact,
we describe in these axioms some properties of the predefined communication
function. We give in RC a “listing” of all the function applications, so we
can rewrite the communication-merge in case we have a term containing an
expression a | b, with a,b € As( = AU J). We have no rewriting rules that
correspond to the axioms T2-T3. We have done this because these axioms
do not have a clear direction: they can be used in both directions in order to
simplify a certain term. Consider the following reduction:

7-(a+b)+a=7-(a+b)+a+b+a
=7-(a+b)+a+b
=7-(a+Db).

In this example, we use twice the second 7-law of Milner; in both directions.
With the third 7-law of Milner, the same difficulty arises.

Definition (3.3.13)

In remark (3.3.3) we already announced that we will add to the term
rewriting system associated with ACP; ,,, a finite set of rewrite rules. Thence,

let N be a set of function names for a linear functional specification E(N).
Recall that E(N) is of the following form.

E(N):{rma]nEN,aeA}U{en,a|n€N,a€A}.

We will make this system of equations into a term rewriting system from left to
right by simply substituting for an equality sign = an arrow — in the boundary
conditions and the functional equations. We will call the set of all these rules:

the term rewriting system associated with the linear functional specification
E(N).

84



An Operator Definition Principle: 3.3. Termination

Theorem (3.3.14)

Let E(N) be a linear functional specification. The rewriting rules in ta-
ble 3.2 on page 83 together with the term rewriting system associated with
the linear functional specification F(N) have the termination property. See
definition (3.3.11).

Proof. According to theorem (3.3.12), it is sufficient to prove, for each closed
instance s — t of the rewriting rules that s > t. Let us first take a closer look
at the rewriting rule RA2. We will make use of (vi).

(+y)+z-(@+y) + 2
(x4 y)+ (z+y) +*2)
-+ ((z+"y) +2)
x4+ (y+ 2).

Now let us treat RA3.

r+rx>=x+ x
> .

This means that z + x > . Now - > + so we find for RA4:

(@+y)-z-(@+y) "=
=(r+y)Fz4+(x4y)*z
(x4 y)-z4+(x+7y) 2
—Tr-z+y-z.

Indeed, (r+y) -z > x-z+y- 2z Now we will treat RA5. We will use (vi), too.
In fact, this case is proved analogously to RA2.

(@-y) 2= (z-y) "2
@ y) (@ y) 7 2)
=z ((z"y)-2)

So we see that (z-y)-z > z-(y-z). The rewrite rules RA6 and RA7 are proved
exactly the same as RA3. So let us verify RC. We make use of the fact that the
communication-merge of rank two is greater than all atomic actions. Observe
that we also have |3> §. We are to show that a |2 b > ¢4, With cqp € As.

alagb=alsb

= Ca.b-
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Now let us take a closer look at the merge. First we will handle RCM1. Let
|z| + |y| = n. Notice that we are to show:

lny=zllny+@lazt+aly)
We will make use of the fact that ||,,> + and that ||,> || n, |n-
Tlny >y
el y+rzlhy
eyt @l ytelny)
@y Le@IL )+ (@159 Le @59+ @15 ) I @5 y)
eyt @laztzlny)

We will verify RCM2. Let |z| = n.
allntr1z=al e

- (a [t x) : (a L5t 93)

- a-x.

Now we will handle the case RCM3. We will make use of the ranking of the
operators. Let |z| + |y| = n. Then we easily find:

(@ @) Lns1y = (@) Loy
((a ) [ 1 y) : ((a ) [ ha y)

(@) (((@ @) Li19) I (@ @) L7s10))
~ (@) ((a- o) | v)

=a-((@"2)|n y)
=a- (@ n y).

—
—

We will consider RCM4. Let |z| + |y| + |z| = p, |z| + |2] = q and |y| + || = 7.
We want to deduce that:

@+y)llpz=zllez+tylrz

Now contemplate the following calculation.

@+y)lpz-(@+y ;2
=@ty lp2) + (@+y) L} 2)
=@+ ) Lp2) + (@ +7y) Ly 2)
xllprtyllpe
x|, z+yll,z
(@) e @lly2) + (w2 Ly 2)

-zl zt+yl -z
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Indeed, we find that (z 4+ y) || p2 = x| 42+ y| »2 Let us take a look at
RCMS5. Let |x| = n. Then we are to show: (a-z) |42 b > (a |2 b)-x. Consider
thereto the display below:

(@ %) |ny2b>(a-x |n+2l)
= ((a-2) [h2b) - ((a-2) [}42 D)
— ((a * |n+2 b) (a-x)
= (
=(alheb) @
( a |n+2 b) |2 (a |n—|—2 b))
> (a2 b) - x.
The deduction for the rewriting rule RCMG6 is the same as the deduction above.
So let us verify RCM7. Let |z| + |y| = n.
(@2) lnvz (b+9) = (a-2) i (b-1)
= (0 2) e ©-9)) - (0 2) [rga (b-3)

- (((ax) 2 (0-9) 2 ((@-2) [14s (by)))

(@ @) vz 0 9)) ln (@ 2) [z (b-1)))
= (@) o 6-9) - (@) [l (b-)
= (@ @) 2 0 ) - (" ) [ (0" p))
~ (@l b) (@ [l ).
We will treat RCMS8. Let p = |z| + |y| + |2], ¢ = |z| + |2| and r = [y] + |2].

Observe that we must show that: (z +y) |, 2 > 2 |4 2+ y |, 2. Consider the
following;:

(+y) lpz>=(x+y) =
(+y)ly2)+ ((+y) 1y 2)
(@) p2) + ((+y) |p 2)
=T lpztylp2
x|, z+yl, 2
(@ 2) g (@l 2)+ (Wl 2) |r (1 2))
—xlgz+y|rz
RCMD9 is treated analogously. Let us calculate RD1 and RD2. This can be done
in one calculation. We will use the fact that for all atomic actionsa € A : a > 9.
X(0m,a) = x*(0u, a)
~a
= a”
= 0.
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We see that x(0m,a) > a > §, so with this, we handled both RD1 and RD2.
We will treat RD3.

X(Om,z-y) = X" (Om,z - y)
= X (8H,w y) X" Ou,z - y)
= x0m,z-"y) x(0m,z-"y)
= x(Om, ) X (0w, y).

RT is proved just like, e.g., RA7. RTM1 goes like RCM2. RTM2 is as RCM3.
Now we will show RT'C1. We will use that 7 > §. Let |z| = n.

Tlnpr =T T
~T
-7
= 0.

Of course RTC2 goes the same. We will show RTC3. Let n = |z| + |y|.

(7-2) 1y = (T-2) [0y
= (T T) 1y
T |1 Y
=T |1 Y
= (@ 1Y) In (Tl v)
T |n Y.

So we find (7 - ) |n+1 ¥ = 2 |n y. The proof of RTC4 is the same. RTI1-3
are proved in the same way as RD1-3. Observe that we use that for all atomic
actions a € A :a > 7 in RTI1-2. Let us take RXC1. In this deduction we will
make use of (vi) for the function symbol y.

x(fog,z) = x"(fog,x)
= x(fo* g, x*(fog,2))
= x(f,x(f o g,2))

= x(f:x(g,)).

To deduce the desired inequality for RXC2, we make use of (vi) for the function
symbol o.

x((fog)oh,z) = x*((fog)oh,x)
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The case RX1 is trivial. So let us treat RX2.

X(fyy @) = x*(f,7 - z)
=Xy ) X (f, )
= (y-z) - x(f,y " )
= (v z) - x(f, @)
= x(f, ).

For RX3 we will make use of the fact that y > +.

x(frz+y) = x"(fiz+y)
=X (f,r+y) +x(fiz+y)
=x(fiz+"y) +x(fiz+7y)
= x(f, ) + x(f, ).

RPR1 goes like, e.g., RD1. Let us verify RPR2.

x(m,a-x) = x*(m1,a- )
—a-x
-a-"x
~ Q.

For the verification of RPR3 we will use that m,11 > m,.

X(Tnt1,a-x) = X (Tpt1,a - 1)
=X (Tpt1,0- @) - X (Tpy1,a- 7)
= (a-z) x(Thqy,0- )
= (a-"x) x(mp,a-x)
—a- X (mp,a-x)
—a - x(Th,x)

Let us now take a boundary condition. Recall that we have introduced the rank
of a function name, thus for the boundary condition we are to show x(n1,a) > b.
We will make use of the fact that n; > b.

X(nlva’) ~ X*(nlva’)
= N1
— nj

>~ b.
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Indeed, we see that x(ni,a) > b. Let us take a functional equation. Let |z| = p.
We will show that x(np41,a-x) = b- x(my, ).

X(np+1,a- ) = X (npy1,a- )
=X (npt1,a-2) - X" (npy1,a- @)
= 1 X(pt1,a -7 7)
= Nyt X(Npt1, @)
= b X" (npt1,7)
= b x(npy1,T)
= b- x(mp, ).

And finally, we find x(npt1,a-x) > b-x(mp, ). This ends the proof of 3.3.14.

Remarks (3.3.15)

The partial ordering on the signature in [12] differs in two ways from the
partial ordering that is given in (3.3.5), or equivalently in figure 3.2. Firstly,
we give the following ordering on atomic actions: for all a € A, we defined
a > 7 > 4. In [12], there is no ordering on the atomic actions, nor on ¢ or T,
whatsoever. The author did not succeed in proving that dg(a) = J, 7 | > 9,
x| 7> d or 17(a) > 7, without some kind of ordering on the atomic actions.
Secondly, in [12] there is no rewriting rule for a | b, with a,b € A\ {6}. This
is necessary in order to be able to prove an elimination result. This is also
stated in [12], but without a rewriting rule for a | b, this result in [12] is not
entirely correct.

We have seen that this way of proving termination is highly usable in
process algebra. For, the method presented in [12], is generalized effortlessly
to the present situation. Therefore, it is worthwhile investigating this method
separately. However, we will not do that in this thesis. For another way of
proving termination in process algebra we refer to [1].

Here we will discuss an elimination theorem which states that we can
eliminate in a closed ACP; ,-term all the operators that are not the alternative
composition or the sequential composition. In other words, we can rewrite
each closed ACP; ,-term to a BPAs ,-term. The acronym BPA stands for
basic process algebra. This system consists of the first five laws of PA, which
has been studied in [14]. The abbreviation PA stands for process algebra. The
subscripts 0 and 7, mean that the axioms concerning those special constants
are added to the theory BPA. A good general reference to BPA, BPA; . and
PA is [8].

We will use the same notational conventions as before in table 3.1. For
the axioms of BPAs -, see table 3.3 on page 91.
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Alz+y=y+=z r-T=zT1
Azr+(y+2)=(@+y)+=z Tr+r=71- -T2
ABz+zx=2 a-(t-x+y)=a-(7-x+y)+a-xzT3

Mx+y) z=x-24+y- -z
AS (z-y)-z=z-(y-2)
A6 r+d=ux

A7T6-2=9

Table 3.3. BPAs .

Lemma (3.3.16)

Let ¢t be a closed BPA;s ,-term. Let RA3-7 and RT from table 3.2 on
page 83 be the term rewriting system associated with BPAs ,, then we can
rewrite the term ¢ in one of the following forms:

, with a € A;

-, with @ € A; and v a closed BPA; -term in normal form;

a
)
u=< T;
a
v+w, with v,w closed BPA; ,-terms in normal form.

Or, equivalently, there are closed BPA; -terms 1, ..., %y, t1,...,t, such that

n p
u:E ai~x¢+g T - tg,
i=1 k=1

for certain atomic actions aq,...,a, € A and n,p > 0.

Proof. This is a well-known fact. See, e.g., [8]. Note that we rewrite mod-
ulo Al and A2. We did not do that in theorem (3.3.14); we excluded the
axiom Al among others in there in order to be able to use the method of the
recursive path ordering.

Theorem (3.3.17) The Elimination Theorem

Let ¢ be a closed ACP; ,,-term. Then there is a closed BPA; --term s, such
that
ACP; , Ft=s.

Proof. Let N be the set of function names that occur in the closed ACP; ,-
term t. Rewrite this term ¢ with the aid of the term rewriting system in table 3.2
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on page 83 and the term rewriting system associated with E(N)* to a normal
form. With the aid of theorem (3.3.14), we know that this is not an infinite
process, i.e., there is a finite row:

t=ty—t1 — - —1t, =s, (3)

and we cannot perform any rewriting rule on s. We immediately see that
in s we have not a merge operator, for otherwise we could apply RCM1. We
will distinguish five cases. If in s occurs a function name, a left-merge, a
communication-merge, an encapsulation operator or an abstraction operator,
we will take a minimal subterm (in the sense of a minimal number of symbols),
in which precisely one of these operators occurs.

1 We have a minimal subterm of the form n(u), with n € N and u a
closed BPA; -term. Then we know that u has one of the forms displayed
in (3.3.16). If u = a, then we can use a boundary condition: x(n,a) — b,
but this is in contradiction with the assumption that s is in normal form.
If u=9 or 7, we can apply RX1. If u = a - v, we can use a functional
equation: x(n,a-v) — b-x(m,v). And if u = v + w, we can apply RX3.

2 We have a minimal subterm of the form wu; || ug, with us, us closed BPA; .-
terms. If u; = a € As, then we can apply RCM2. If u; = 7, we can use
RTM1. If w1 = a - v, we can use RCM3. If u; = v + w, then we can use
RCMA4.

3 We have a minimal subterm of the form u; | ug with uq, us closed BPA; .-
terms. If u1 = a € A or §, then we may use RC, RCM6 or RCM9. If
uy; = 7, we can apply RTC1. If u; = a - v, we can use RCM5 or RCM7 or
RCM9 or RTC2. If vy = v 4+ w, we can use RCMS.

4 We have a minimal subterm of the form 0g(u), with u a closed BPAs .-
term. If w = a € A or §, we can apply RD1 or RD2. If u = 7, we can
apply RDT. If u = a - v, we can use RD4 and, if u = v + w, we can use
RDs3.

5 We have a minimal subterm of the form 77(u), with u a closed BPA; .-
term. This case is treated exactly the same as the former case.

So in s a left-merge, a communication-merge, an encapsulation operator or
an abstraction operator cannot occur. Thus, s is a closed BPA; -term. If

we replace the arrows by equality signs, in equation (3), we obtain a proof in
ACP;,, of t = s. This will end the proof of 3.3.17.

Corollary (3.3.18)

Let t be a closed ACP; ,-term. Then we can rewrite this term ¢ into a
closed term u which has the following form:

n p
u:g alwxi—i—g T g,
i=1 k=1

* see definition (3.3.13)
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for certain closed BPAs -terms x1,...,%p,t1,...,t, with n,p > 0 and certain
ai,...,a, € A.

3.4. Theorems

In several applications in which auxiliary linear unary operators have been used
in the past, there was a need to deduce some basic properties of these operators
in order to be able to prove the desired results. We can think of an application
wherein the approximation induction principle is used to establish a result. See
definition (1.2.6) for the formulation of AIP. Therefore, we often need to know
whether or not this particular auxiliary operator commutes with the projection
operators m,. In this section we will prove that if f can be defined with the
aid of a linear functional specification and, if f is a concrete operator, then for
all processes x that contain no 7s, we have

o f(x) = fom,(x).

See theorem (3.4.8) for details. Moreover, this yields that if we work in the
axiom system ACP, (ACP, is ACP;,, without abstraction; see table 3.5 on
page 115, section 3.5), all the linear unary operators that can be defined with
the aid of a linear functional specification, commute with the projection oper-
ators. For, in that case all the operators and processes are both concrete.

Another thing that we might want to know is which processes are fixed
points of such an operator. We will prove two results about this. To formulate
these theorems we will use the notion of stable atomic actions (with respect to
this operator). We call an atomic action stable with respect to f € F' if we have
for all x € P that f(a-z) = a- f(x), that is, if f meets such an atom, it will
pass it and nothing will change: neither the atomic action, nor the operator
itself.

It is intuitively clear that, for instance, p o p = p for a renaming operator
that only renames a € A into b. This can be proved within the framework of
ACP;, for closed terms. But we actually feel that this must be valid for open
terms. With the aid of OSP, we can prove this for open terms. In fact, we will
prove some theorems on idempotent linear unary operators that can be defined
with the aid of a linear functional specification.

It is not only the case that we might want to know some basic facts about
auxiliary unary operators that we defined in the middle of a verification, but
it can be the case that we want to know something concerning operators that
we already know. For instance, it is immediately clear that 7 o 715 = 77,
for all + € I. Again it is already possible to prove this for closed terms within
ACP;. With the aid of OSP it is very trivial to show that this is true in general.
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We see that the operator 7¢;y is absorbed by 7. We will define the notions of a
left and right-absorber. We will prove some theorems concerning this matter.

In [5] we can find conditional axioms. They are of great interest for al-
gebraic verification techniques. We have listed these conditional axioms in
section 1.5. We will treat a theorem from which two of these axioms follow
immediately; namely CA5 and CA6. Just another thing that can be of inter-
est, is the question if a linear unary operator commutes with the encapsulation
operator, or with the abstraction operator. Or when do we have that g and
77 commute? The latter question is also known as a conditional axiom CA7. In
fact, we will prove this conditional axiom CA7 as a corollary of theorem (3.4.24),
in which we give some necessary conditions in a way that renaming operators
commute. We extend this result to arbitrary linear unary operators that can
be defined with the aid of a linear functional specification. In these theorems
we will use the notion of stable atomic actions, too.

Finally, we will treat, for “historic” reasons, a theorem that gives the
conditions such that

fog(z |y =f(x)l 9(v)

This theorem can be found in [4]. We included it, since it can be seen as one
of the first general theorems on auxiliary linear unary operators. This theorem
might look a bit strange at first sight, but when we take f = g = 0y, we find a
very useful equation: Oy (x || y) = Oy () || Ou(y), since Oy is idempotent. (Of
course, we do have certain restrictions on z and y.)

Hereinafter, we will define the notion of the alphabet of a process, which
can be found in [5]. In section 1.5 we already defined this notion. However, we
have to adapt this definition to the present situation.

Definition (3.4.1)

Let x be a closed ACP; ,-term and let a € A. The alphabet of a process z
is the set of atomic actions that x can perform. We define inductively what the
alphabet a(z) of this z is. If in = occurs a constant of sort F', we will rewrite
this term x with corollary (3.3.18) to a term z’ without constants of sort F' and
we define a(x) := a(z’). Now let = be a closed ACP; ,-term without elements
of sort F.

i) a(d) =a(r) =0
(i)  ofa) ={a}

(4

(v)

(vi

)
(iv) a(t-x) =
)
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Now we have defined the alphabet for closed terms, we will define it for terms ¢,

with the property that m,(t) is a closed ACP; ,-term.

(vii)  a(t) = Unzy a(ma(t))

Definition (3.4.2)

Let f € F be a unary operator. An atomic action a € A is called stable
(with respect to f), if we have for all z € P:

fla-z)=a- f(z).

Otherwise, it is called unstable. The set of all stable atomic actions with respect
to f is denoted:

S(fy={acA|VzeP: f(a-z)=a-f(z)}.

We will use the notation U(f) = A\ S(f) for the set of unstable atomic actions
with respect to f.

Examples (3.4.3)

Let I C A. Then the set of unstable atomic actions of the abstraction
operator is U(7y) = I. Let H C A. Then the set of unstable atomic actions of
the encapsulation operator is U(Jy) = H. Let n > 1. Then the set of stable
atomic actions of the projection operator is S(m,) = 0.

Remark (3.4.4)

Let f € F be a linear unary operator. Let a € A be a stable atom with
respect to f. Then we find that f(a) = a. For consider the following:

Definition (3.4.5)

A process x € P is called concrete, if it has the following form:

n m
Tr = E a; - T; + E bj,
=1 j=1

for a1,...,a,,b1,...,b,, € As and z1,...,x, € P are concrete.
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Theorem (3.4.6)

Let x be a concrete process, then for all n > 1, we have that m,(x) is a
closed ACP; ,-term.

Proof. We will prove 3.4.6 with induction on n. We know that x is of the
following form:
33:2%'1‘7;4'21?]',
i=1 j=1

and x1,...,z, are also concrete (by definition). Now let n = 1, then

T (z) = Zai + ij,
i=1 j=1

and this is a closed term. Suppose that 3.4.6 is proved for n, then we prove it
for n + 1. We know that for all : = 1,...,n : m,(x;) = t; are closed terms, so
we find for x:

m

7Tn_|_1(33) = Zai . Wn(xi) —+ Zb]
i=1 Jj=1

m

= Zai -1y +ij,
=1 j=1

which is a closed ACP; ,-term.

Remark (3.4.7)

Notice that we can define the alphabet of a concrete process with the
aid of the former theorem, for we defined the alphabet inductively on closed
ACP:; ,-terms and the projections of concrete processes are closed terms.

Theorem (3.4.8)

Let f € F be a concrete linear unary operator that can be defined with
a linear functional specification (see definition (3.2.12) for the definition of a
concrete operator). Let x be a concrete process. Then we have for all n > 1:

T 0 f(x) = f om,(z).

Proof. We will prove this theorem with induction on n. Recall that x has the
following form:
EWIEES o
i=1 j=1
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for certain concrete x1,...,z,. Let n = 1, then,
T o f(z Zf Z b;)
7j=1
_ Zf(ﬂ'l a; + T; ) —{—Zf(ﬂl(bj))
=1 j=1
= fom(x)

Suppose that 3.4.8 is valid for n, then we prove it for n 4+ 1. Observe that all
g € D(f) are concrete, if f itself is concrete.

m

Tn+1 Of Zf az Wnogz(x1)+z7rn+l Of(bj)
i=1 j=1
=" flas) - gi o male) + > £(by)
i=1 j=1
_-Ez:f Qi - Ty xz +‘§E:f Wn+1
7j=1
= f 0 Tnt1(2).

Since g; € D(f). This finishes the proof of theorem 3.4.8.

Lemma (3.4.9)

Let f € F be a linear unary operator, not necessarily definable by a linear
functional specification, and let = be a closed ACP; ,-term. Then we have the
following:

a(r) € S(f) = f(z) ==

Proof. We will prove 3.4.9 with induction on the number n of symbols of
x. So let n = 1, then we have three possibilities for x: * = a, x = J, or
x = 7. Because of X1, the latter two cases are proved and, due to the fact that
a(a) € S(f) and remark (3.4.4), we know that f(a) = a. Now let n > 1 and
suppose that 3.4.9 holds for all closed terms with their number of symbols < n.
Because of (3.3.18), we know that x has the following form:

n p
x:E ai~x¢—|—§ T g,
i=1 k=1

for closed ACP; ,-terms z1,...,Zn,t1,...,tp, n,p > 0 and atomic actions
ai,...,a, € A. Now we see that a; € a(z) C S(f), hence, f(a; ;) = a;- f(x;),
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for 1 < i <n. Consider the following:

ﬂ@z}jﬂ%ﬂw+§:ﬂfm)

k=1

= Zai - f(x;) +27'f(tk)
=1

n p
= E a; - T+ E T'fk
i=1 k=1

= .
Observe that we can use the induction hypothesis, since

a(r;), a(ty) € alr) € S(f).
This ends the proof of 3.4.9.

Theorem (3.4.10)

Let f € F be a concrete linear unary operator that can be defined with
a linear functional specification and let x be a concrete process, and suppose
that a(x) C S(f), then z is a fixed point of f.

Proof. According to AIP it suffices to prove for all n > 1:
T o f(x) = mp ().
Let n > 1 be fixed. As both z and f are concrete, we know that
T o f(z) = fom(z) = f(mn(x)).

With the aid of (3.4.6) and (3.4.9) we know that f(m,(z)) = mn(x), since

Thus, we see that x is a fixed point of f.

Definition (3.4.11)

Let f € F be a linear unary operator. If we have f2 = f, we will call f
idempotent.
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Theorem (3.4.12)

Let f € F be a renaming operator. Suppose that the following condition
holds.

Va e F(U()) : fla) = a.
then f is idempotent, that is, f2 = f.

Proof. Let n be a function name and consider the following linear functional
specification.

E(n)={n(a)=f(a):ac A}
U{n(a-z)=n(a) n(z):acA}.
We immediately see that f is a solution for this system. Now we will show
that f2 is also a solution for it. Let a € S(f), then we see that f2(a) = a = f(a).
Let a € U(f), then we know that f(a) is a fixed point of f. So we find
again f?(a) = f(a). Since f is a renaming, we find f2(a-z) = f%(a) - f*(2).
We see that f2 is a solution for the linear functional specification E(n). But

according to OSP, we know that there is at most one solution, so we find f2 = f.
This ends the proof of 3.4.12.

Theorem (3.4.13)

Let f1 € F be a linear unary operator that can be defined with the aid of
a linear functional specification. Let D(f1) = {f1,..., fx} be the set of derived
operators. Let
o: Ax{l,...;k} —{1,...,k}

be defined as follows. If we have for all z € P : f;(a-z) = fi(a) - f;(x), then
we define o(a,i) = j. Suppose that the following conditions hold,

(¢) Vae fi(U(fi)) : fila) =a

(i) o(ai) = o(fi(a).i)

then f; is idempotent, for all 1 <i < k.

Proof. Let N = {ny,...,nx} be a set of function names. Consider the follow-
ing linear functional specification.

E(N)={nia)=fila):a€ A, 1<i<k}
U{ni(a-z) =nia) ny@n):ac A, 1<i<k}.
It will be clear that f1,..., fx is a solution for this system of equations. We will
show that fZ,..., f? is also a solution for this system. Choose ani € {1,...,k}.

As in theorem (3.4.12), we see at once that f2(a) = f;(a). We will handle the
functional equations. Here, we will use the second condition.

f?(a ’ 'T) = fz(fz(a) : fd(a,i)(x))
= f2(a) * fo(fi(a)i) © fo(ai) (@)
= [2(a) - f2 (@)
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With the aid of OSP, we see that f7;2 = f;, for all 1 <+ < k. This will end the
proof of 3.4.13.

Definition (3.4.14)

Let f,g € F. If fog = g, we will call g a left-absorber for f; if go f = g, we
say that g is a right-absorber for f. If g is a left-absorber and a right-absorber
for f, we just say that g is an absorber for f.

Theorem (3.4.15) (Left-absorption)

Let f,g € F be renaming operators. If we have

S(g)Ug(U(g)) C S(f)u{s,7},

then ¢ is a left-absorber for f.

Proof. We are to show that f o g = g. Let n be a function name. Consider
the following linear functional specification.

E(n)={n(a)=g(a):ac€ A}U{n(a-z) =n(a) n(z):ac A}.

We immediately see that g is a solution for E(n). It is very easy to deduce
that fog is also a solution for it. Hence, with the aid of OSP, we find that fog =
g, so g is a left-absorber for f. This will end the proof of 3.4.15.

Theorem (3.4.16) (Left-absorption)

Let f,g1 € F. Suppose that f is a renaming operator and suppose that g,
can be defined with the aid of a linear functional specification. Let D(g1) =
{g1,...,9:1} be the set of derived operators of g;. Suppose that the following
condition holds:

l
M (St9) Vg (U9)) € S(HULa.T).

Then all g; are left-absorbers for f.

Proof. Let N = {nq,...,n;} be a set of function names. Define a map
p: AxA{l,....0[} —{1...,l}
as follows:
pla,j) =k < Va € P:gj(a-z)=yg;(a)- gr(x).
Consider the following linear functional specification.

E(N)={nja)=gj(a):ac A, 1<j<l}
U{njla-z)=n;(a) nya@)acA 1<j<1}.
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It will be clear that ¢;,...,¢; is a solution for this system of equations. We
will show that

foglv"'7fogl
is also a solution. It is very easy to see that fog;(a) = g;(a). Hence, all fog;
satisfy the boundary conditions of E(N). We will show that the functional
equations are satisfied, as well.

fogjla-x)=f(9i(a) - Gpa.i) ()
= fogja)- fogpayle).
We find thus, according to OSP, that f o g; = g;, and all g; are left-absorbers
for f. This ends the proof.

Observe that in these two absorption theorems, we could have replaced
the conditions respectively by f o g(a) = g(a) and f o g;(a) = g;(a). We did
not do that for orthogonality reasons: with the conditions as they are, we can
formulate the following generalization.

Theorem (3.4.17) (Left-absorption)

Let f1,g91 € F be definable with the aid of linear functional specifications.
Let their sets of derived operators be as follows.

D(f1) ={f1,---, fr}, D(g1) ={g1,---, 9}

Suppose that the following condition holds.
! k
N (S6:)Lg;(Ug))) € S Uo7}
j=1 i=1
Then all g; are left-absorbers for all f;.
Proof. We will use the notations of (3.4.16). We must show that f; o g; is a
solution for E(N). First, we will handle the boundary conditions. Fix 1 <i < k
and 1 < j <. First, let a € S(g;), then we see that a € S(f;), so fi o gj(a) =
a = gj(a). Now suppose that a € U(g;). If gj(a) =, with v € {J, 7}, then we
have
fiogjla) = fi(7)
=7
= gj(a).
If gj(a) € S(fi), then we find immediately that f; o g;(a) = g;(a). Hence, the
boundary conditions are treated. Now we will handle the functional equations.
We will only treat the case that a € U(g;) and g;(a) # v. So gj(a) € S(fi).
We see that

fiogila-z) = fi(g;(a) - gp(a,)(x))
= fz o gj(a) : fz © 9p(a,j) (.CL’)
Hence, we obtain with the aid of OSP that f; o g; = g; for all ¢ and j. This is
what we wanted to prove.
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Theorem (3.4.18) (Right-absorption)
Let f,g € F be renaming operators. Suppose that

Vae A: fog(a)= f(a),

then f is a right-absorber for g.

Proof. Let n be a function name. Consider the following linear functional
specification.

E(n)={n(a)=f(a):a€ Ay U{n(a-z) =n(a) n(z):ac A}.

We see that f is a solution for E(n). It is trivial to deduce that the same holds
for fog, so with OSP, we find that fog = f. This is what we wanted to prove.

Theorem (3.4.19) (Right-absorption)

Let fi1,9 € F. Suppose that f; is definable with the aid of a linear func-
tional specification, and let g be a renaming operator. Let D(f1) = {f1,..., fx}
be the set of derived operators of fi. Define o : A x {1,...,k} — {1,...,k}
as follows

o(a,i)=j < Vaz € P: fila-z) = fi(a)- f;(z).

Suppose that the following conditions are valid.
(%) fiogla) = fi(a), 1<i<k,ac A

(i) o(g(a),i) =o(a,i), 1<i<k, acA
Then all f; are right-absorbers for g.

Proof. Let N = {n,...,n;} be a set of function names. Consider the linear
functional specification hereinafter.

E(N)={ni(a) = fi(a):a€ A, 1 <i<k}
U{ni(a-a:):ni(a)-ng(a,i)(x):aeA,lSiSk}.

We see that f1,..., fr is a solution for this system of equations. We will show
that this is also valid for f; o g with 1 < i < k. Because of the first condition
we will only have to treat the functional equations.

fiogla-x) = fi(g(a) g(a:))
= fl °g CL) ’ fa(g(a),i) Og(x)
= fiog(a)- Jo(as) o g(x).

~—~

Observe that we used the second condition. We find thus, with the aid of OSP
that f; o g = f;. This is precisely what we wanted to prove.

102



An Operator Definition Principle: 3.4. Theorems

Theorem 3.4.19 will not generalize any further. For, suppose that g € F'
is also definable with the aid of a linear functional specification and suppose
that |D(g)|] > 1. Then there is an atomic action a € A and a linear unary
operator h € D(g), such that for all x € P : g(a-z) = g(a) - h(x). But then
we find with the second condition that f; o g(a-x) = fi o g(a) - fo, © h(z),
but this functional equation does not correspond with any of the functional
equations in the linear functional specification E(IN) which defines f1,..., f.
So we find that f; o ¢ is not a solution for it. It turns out that the assumption
that |D(g)| > 1 cannot hold. We find thus that g must be a renaming operator.

Theorem (3.4.20)
Let f, f1,..., fx be renaming operators. Suppose that the following holds:

Vaec A: f(a) = f10 fao---0 fr(a)

then f = fio fao---0fg.
Proof. Let n be a function name. Consider the following linear functional
specification.

&
S
I
—_—
=
S
I

fla):a€ AU {n(a-z) =n(a) n(z):ac A}.
It will be clear that f is a solution for this system. But we also see that

fiofao--ofy

is a solution for it; so in accordance with OSP we may conclude that they are
equal. This will end the proof of 3.4.20.

Corollary (3.4.21)
Let Hy,Hs C A and let H = H; U Hy. Then we have 0y = 0y, © On,.

Proof. It is trivial to verify that the conditions of theorem (3.4.20) are satis-
fied. With this, we conclude the proof of 3.4.21.

Corollary (3.4.22)
Let I1,Io C A and let I = I; U I,. Then we have 71 = 77, o 7p,.

Proof. Trivial.

Remarks (3.4.23)

Both corollaries (3.4.21) and (3.4.22) are known as conditional axioms; see
section 1.5. We see that it is very trivial to prove these statements, with this
theory. In the setting of ACP; it is only possible to prove these axioms for
closed terms.
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Theorem (3.4.24)
Let f,g € F be renaming operators. Suppose that the following holds:

(1) S(fHUS() = A4,
(i) fU(f)) € S(g)u{or},
9(Ulg)) € S(f)uds, T,

then f and g commute, i.e., fog=go f.

Proof. Let n be a function name. Consider the linear functional specification
E(n) below:

(
a):a € S(g)\ S(f) }
=g(a) 1a € S(f)\ S(9) }
)=n(a) n(z):a€A}.

-
—_—
3
s
8

First, we will show that f o g is a solution for the linear functional specification
above. If a is in S(f)NS(g), then we see that fog(a) = a. Let a € S(g)\ S(f);
then we see with (7i) that fog(a) = f(a). Let a € S(f)\ S(g); then we obtain
with the aid of (4ii) that f o g(a) = g(a). Finally, we take a € A and z € P;
then we easily find that fog(a-x) = fog(a)- fog(x). This means that fog
is a solution for the system F(n). We can also show that g o f is a solution for
the linear functional specification above, so with the aid of OSP, we find that
fog=go f. This ends the proof of 3.4.24.

Corollary (3.4.25)

Let I, H C A. Suppose that I N H = (). Then the encapsulation operator
Oy and the abstraction operator 7; commute.

Proof. We will verify the conditions of theorem (3.4.24). We know that
S(0y) = A\ H and S(17) = A\ I, so because of the fact that I N H = 0,
we immediately see that (i) holds. We see that 0y (H) = {0} C S(17)U{d, 7},
so (4) is valid. The same applies to (7i), thus, we may use theorem (3.4.24)
and we find that 77 0o 0y = dg o 77. This ends the proof.

Remark (3.4.26)

Corollary (3.4.25) is also known as a conditional axiom; see section 1.5. In
the setting of ACP;, it is possible to prove this for closed ACP,-terms, but in
the framework of ACP; ,,, it is possible to prove this axiom for all processes.
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Theorem (3.4.27)

Let f € F be a renaming operator. Let k; € F' be a linear unary operator
that can be defined with the aid of a linear functional specification. Let the set
of derived operators of k1 be D (k1) = {k1,..., ki }. Suppose that the following
holds:

() S UMy Sk = A

(i) JUW)) S iz SCh) U{8,7)

(iii) Uiy ki(U (k) € S(f) U{6,7}

then f and k; commute, i.e., for all ¢ in {1,...,l}, we have: fok; =k;o f.

Proof. Defineamapo: Ax{l,...,l} — {1,...,1} as follows. Let a € A and
1 <i < be chosen. We know that there is an operator k; € D(k;), such that
ki(a-xz) =b-kj(z), for a certain a € AUC. Now we will define o(a, i) = j. Let
M = {mq,...,m;} be a set of function names. Consider the following linear
functional specification. Let C' = ﬂézl S (k).

EM)={mia)=a:acS(f)NC,1<i<l}
U{m;(a) =ki(a) :acS(H\C,1<i <1}

(
(a-z)=a-my(z):a€S(fHINC,1<i<l}
U{mi(a-z) =ki(a) my@n(@)acS(HH\NC,1<i<l}
U{mi(a-z) = f(a) -mi(z):aeC\S(f),1<i<l}.

Let z € P and i € {1,...,l} be fixed. Let a € S(f) N C, then we see that
k; o f(a) = a and we see that f o k;(a) = a, too. Moreover, we see that

kiofla-z)=a-k;o f(x)
and

foki(a-x)=a- fok(x).

Now let a € S(f)\ C. Then we also see that k; o f(a) = ki(a), and we see that
foki(a) = ki(a), because of (iii). Moreover, we see the following:

foki(a-z)= f(ki(a) - kon(®))
=ki(a) - foko(ai(x)
and
kiofla-x)=ki(a- f(x))
= ki(a) - ko(a,iy © f().
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Now let a € C'\ S(f). Then we see that k; o f(a) = f(a) and we see that
foki(a) = f(a). It is also easy to see that

kio fla-z) =ki(f(a) f(z))

— #(a) - ki o f(x)
and
foki(a-x)= f(a . k:l(a:))
= fa) - foki(x),
since f is a renaming operator. Thus, we find that k1o f, ..., k;o f is a solution
for the linear functional specification above. But we also see that fokq,..., fok;

is a solution for this system. So with the aid of OSP, we may conclude that
k; o f = f o k;. Herewith we end the proof of 3.4.27.

Theorem (3.4.28)

Let f1,91 € F be linear unary operators that can be defined with the aid
of linear functional specifications. Let the sets of derived operators be given as
follows:

D(f1) ={f1,---, [},
D(g1) ={91:---+9m}-

Suppose that the following holds:

(1) M SFHUNL S(g) = A
(i) Uiy fi(U(f) € MLy S(g5) V{0, 7}
(i) UL, 9:(U(g:)) € Nizy S(fi) U {0, 7}
then all elements of the derived operator set D(f1) of f1, commute with all
elements of the derived operator set D(g1) of g;.

Proof. Define two maps

o:Ax{l,...,n} — {1,...,n}
p: AxA{l,....m} —A{1,...,m}

as follows. Let a € A and 1 < ¢ < n be chosen. There is an f; € D(f;)
such that fi(a-x) =b- f;(x), for a certain b € AU C. We define o(a,i) = j.
Now fix ¢ € A and 1 < j < m. We know that there is a g, € D(g1) such
that g;(c-x) = d - gx(z) for a certain d € AU C. We define p(c,j) = k. Let
M ={m;;:1<i<n,1<j<m} bea set of function names. We will use
the following abbreviations:

S1=()S(f:) and Sy = (] S(g;)-
i=1 Jj=1
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Consider the linear functional specification hereinafter.

E(M):{mi7j(a):a:a€SlﬂSg,lgign,lgjgm}
U{mi,j(a):gj(a):aESl\Sg,lgign,lgjgm}
U{m; (a)=fi(a) :a€S\S51,1<i<n1<j<m}
U{mj(a-z)=a -m;jx):a€S51 NS, 1<i<n1<j<m}
U{mij(a-z) = g;j(a) mipa,z ()
ta€ S\ S, 1<i<n1<j<m}
U{mija-z)= fila) me,;()
:aESQ\Sl,lgign,lgjgm}.

Let z € P,1 <i<mnand1l < j < m be fixed. Choose a € S1NS3. We
immediately see that f; 0 g;(a) = a = g;j o fi(a). It is also easy to see the
following.

fiogj(a'x) = @'fiogj(x)
and

Now let a € S; \ S2. Then it is easy to see that f; o gj(a) = g;(a) = g;j o fi(a).
It is also immediately clear that

fiogj(a-z) = fi(g(a)  gp(a.j)(2))
= gj(a) - fi o gp(a,j) (T)
and
gjo fila-z)=gj(a- fi(x))
= 9;(a) - Yp(a,g) © fi(®).

Observe that we used here (7). Finally let a € S2\S1. We see that fiog;(a) =
fi(a) = g; o fi(a). Moreover, using (iz), we find that

fiogj(a-z) = fi(a-g;(x))
= fi(a) - fo(a,i) © 95(2)
and
g;jo fila-x) = g;(fi(a) - fo(an(z))
= fi(a) - gj © fo(ai)(T).
Thus, we find that {f;og; : 1 <i <n,1 <j < m} is a solution for E(M).
But we also find that {g; o f; : 1 <i <n,1 < j <m} is a solution for E(M).

So with the use of OSP, we find that f;og; = gjo f;, forall 1 <¢ < n and
1 < 7 < m. This ends the proof of 3.4.28.
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Theorem (3.4.29)

Suppose that there is no communication, that is, a | b = § for all atomic
actions a,b € A. Let fi1,g1 € F be definable with the aid of linear functional
specifications. Let their sets of derived operators be D(f1) = {fi1,..., fn} and
D(g1) = {91,--.,9m}. Let z,y be closed ACP; ,-terms. Suppose that the
following conditions hold.

(4) a(x) UUn_; a(fulz)) SNy S(go)
()  aly) VUL, a(go(v) € Nyoy S(fu)

Then we have for all 1 <u<nand 1 <v <m:

fuogu(@lly) = fulz) I 9u(v), (1)
fuogu(|Ly) = fulz) | 90(y)- (2)

Proof. First we will show that equation (1) is correct. With that result we
will prove equation (2). Observe that this is not the “usual” order. This is
caused by the fact that if we know that equation (2) holds, we do not know
that

Ju Ogv(y [Ll") = gv(y) [LfU(x)

We will prove (1) with induction on the sum n of the number of symbols of x
and of y. First we will consider the basis of our induction: n = 2. We will have
four possibilities:

with a,b € As. We will deduce only the first one. Let 1 <u<nand1<ov<m
be fixed. Consider the following.

Juogu(a| b) = fuogu(a-b)+ fuog,(b-a)
= fu(a) - gu(b) + go(b) - fu(a)
= fula) || gu(b).

Now let n > 2, and suppose that (1) is correct for n. We will prove it for n+ 1.
Let x,y be chosen. Recall that they can be written as BPA; --terms:

»f:Zaz"xi‘f’ZT'tka
% k
y=>Y bi-yi+> 75
J l
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Let u; be such that f,(a;-2) = fu(a;)- fu,(2) and let v; be such that ¢, (b;-z) =
Gv(bj) - g, (2). Consider the calculation below.

fuogu(x | y) = quogv (i |l ) +ZT fuoguti | y)
+quogv (x|l y)) +ZT fuogu(@ | s1)
:qu a; - go(zi | y)) +ZT’fUOgv(tkHy)
+qu 9o(b5) - 9, (@ 1| 43)) + D7 fuo gu( || 51)

l

=Zf a;) + fu, © go(i || y)+ZT'fuogv(tk I'y)
+ng fuogvj(x H Y +ZT fuogy(z H 51)

It will be clear that we may use the induction hypothesm four times.

—Zf a;) ful (z5) || 9o (y +ZT fu tr) || 90(y ))

+ng gvj (W) || fu(z +ZT go(s1) || fu(z ))

= fu(x) Ugv(y) + go() || fulz)
= ful@) | 90 (y)-

This will end the proof of equation (1). To deduce equation (2) we find imme-
diately that

fu Ogv(l‘ ”_y) = qu(a'z) . fui Ogv(xi H y) + ZTfu ogv(tk || y)-
] k

With the aid of equation (1), we see that this yields

= qu a;) fuZ (z5) || 90(y +ZT fu tr) || 90(y ))

= fu(w) L g0 (y)
This will end the proof of 3.4.29.

Remark (3.4.30)

We treated theorem (3.4.29), as it can be seen as one of the first general
theorems concerning linear unary operators. It can be found in [4]. It is stated
in terms of the state operator; see section 1.3 and it uses the notion of the
alphabet of an object to give the necessary conditions. This theorem, however,
as it is stated in [4], is wrong. The definition of the alphabet of an object is
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“wrong”. Even if we adjust this definition, the theorem still remains wrong.
To exemplify this we will give hereinafter the definitions needed to formulate
this theorem. Subsequently, we will state it and comment upon it. We will not
have abstraction here, since it is not considered in [4]. The following definition
is taken from [4].

We will give the definition of the alphabet a(m) of an object m € M, as
the set of all actions that can be changed, so

am)={ac A|dse S:a(m,s) #a}.

The following is also copied from [4].

Theorem (3.4.31)
If there is no communication and a(z) Na(mi) = a(y) Na(ms) = 0, then

Ao AG (@ [ y) = A5 () [ A2 (y)-

First of all we will show that this theorem is not correct. Let
M={m,m'}, S={s}, A={a,b,c,d}.

We will give act and eff. We have c¢(m,s) = d and b(m',s) = c¢. Further,
nothing changes: x(m,s) = x(m/,s) = z for z € {a,d}. Observe that for
all z € A:

s(m,z) = s(m’,z) = s.

The conditions of 3.4.31 are satisfied for x = a and y = b:
ala) Na(m’) = {a} N {b} =0,
a(b) Na(m) = {b} N{c} = 0.
It is very easy to see that A7 o A™ (a || b) = a || d, but we also see that

AT (a) | AT () = alle.

We will explain what is “wrong” with a(m), for m € M. If we have the
situation that a(m,s) = a, we can still have s(m,a) # s. So this action has
changed the operator. For the alphabet of an object m € M we take the
following set (this is the definition as it appears in [8], 6.4.10.4):

am)={acA|IseS:a(m,s)#atU{ac A|Ite S t(m,a)#t}.

With this definition the example presented above, is still a counterexample
for 3.4.31. Observe that we have the following:

a(m) = | J A\ SO, (3)

ses

Now if we adjust the conditions in 3.4.31, as is done below, we have a correct
formulation of this theorem.

110



An Operator Definition Principle: 3.5. A Model

Theorem (3.4.32)

Let x,y be closed ACP-terms. Suppose that there is no communication.
If we have for mq, ms in M and s, s9 in S the following

[oz(:v) u U oz()\Tl(:c))} Na(me) =0,

seS

) U |J a2 w) | natm) =0,

sesS
then we have for x =||, [|:
At o A (wxy) = A () % AG2 (y)-

Observe that the conditions here are more or less the same as in (3.4.29). In
fact, the conditions in here are stronger, since in general

{teS: A" e D)} &S

With the aid of equation (3), we transform easily from the “empty intersection
conditions” to the form in (3.4.29).

Proof. This is left to the reader.

3.5. A Model

In this section we will not construct a model for ACP; ,,, but we will “forget”
about all the axioms concerning 7s. Thus, we will confine ourselves to an axiom
system that is called ACP,. See table 3.5 on page 115. We will construct
for ACP, the standard model of process algebra: the projective limit model.
We will do this by first making a row of finite models and after that constructing
the projective limit. We will prove for each finite model that it makes ACP,,
RDP, RSP, AIP, EA, ODP and OSP true. Then we will prove the same items
for the projective limit, using the results for the finite models. In fact, we show
that the properties that are valid for the finite models are preserved under
projective limits. This is a subject of research in model theory and is known
under the name of “preservation theorems”. In [19] we find in exercise 5.2.25*
a preservation theorem concerning single-sorted projective limits. It says that
a sentence ¢ is preserved under inverse limits (= projective limits) if and only
if  is equivalent to a sentence of the form

n

/\(Va:l, e ,:cs)((Vyl, e Y)W — 91-),

i=1
where 1; and 0; are quantifier-free positive formulas. We will work out every
proof since we have two-sorted algebras, but it is the the author’s opinion, that
it is worthwhile investigating many-sorted inverse (and direct) limits separately
in connection to preservation theorems such as the one mentioned above. A
general reference to many-sorted algebras is [35].

* This is not a note: the asterisk belongs to the name of the exercise.
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Al z+y=y+z &y(a)=a, ifa¢ H DI
A2 z+(yt2)=(r+y) += iy (a) =0, ifae H D2
A3 ztz=3 Oy(x-y) =0y(x) -9y (y) D3
AL (z+y) z=z-2+y- -z Oy (z+y) =0y(x) +0y(y) DA
A5 (z-y) z=xz-(y-2)

A6 z+o0==x m.(a) = aPR1’
A7 d-xz=94 mi(a-xz) = aPR2

/

k
CMlz|ly=zly+yllz+aly m(z+y)=m(z)+m(y) PRY
CM2alz=a-x

CM3 (a-z)|ly=a-(z|y) alb=bla C1
CM4 (x+vy)|lz=z]2z+y]| = (a|b)|]c=al|(b|c) C2
CM5 (a-x)|b=(a|b) -x d|la=d C3

CM6al|(b-z)=(a|b) -x

CM7 (a-x) | (b-y)=(a|b)-(z]y)
CM8 (x+y)|z=x|z4+y]|=z
CMIz|(y+2)=z|y+z|z

Table 3.4. An axiom system abbreviated by 7'

Definition (3.5.1)
Let G be the set of all closed terms over the theory T' (see table 3.4). Let
p be an element of G. We define the following subset of G.

pln={a€G:TEm(q)=m(p)}
Now we define the set A,, to be the following.

A, ={lpln:peG}.

Definition (3.5.2)

Let ¢ : A, — A,, be a function. Suppose that we have for this function
&([0]n) = [0]n, O(z +1y) = ¢(x) + ¢(y) for all z,y € A,, and for all p € G and [
with 1 <[ <n we have

¢([pln) = ldln = o([m(0)],) = [7(2)],,,

then we will call such a function a laminal function. We will use the abbrevi-
ation H,, for the set of all laminal functions.
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Definition (3.5.3)

Let p,q € G. We will define here some operators. First the binary opera-
tors, with both arguments in A,,.

[p]n* [Q]n = [p*Q]nv for x =+, -, H7 |_|_a| .

Secondly the unary operators with their argument in A,,. Let k£ > 1. Then we
define the projection operator my : A,, — A,, to be 7y ([p]n) = [w,’c (p)} .- Now
let H be a subset of the set of atomic actions, then we define the encapsulation
operator Oy : A,, — A,, to be 8H([p]n) = [G}J(p)]n.
Lemma (3.5.4)

Let x,y € G. Let k, 1l > 1. Let H C A. Then the following holds.

(7) . o 7 (x) zwinin(k’l)(a:)
(i) 7,00y (x) = Oy om(x)
(i) el - y) = i (m,(2) - 7 (y)
(i) me(@ | y) = m, (m,(2) | 77,(y))
(v) mo(@ Ly) = 7, (7 () L7, ()
(vi) T (@ || y) = m (m (@) || 7 (y))

Proof. Most of these properties have been proved in chapter 2 for processes
that can be defined with the aid of a guarded recursive specification; see
section 2.4. The proof of (ii) is completely analogous to the proof of theo-
rem (3.4.8). This will end the proof of lemma 3.5.4.

Lemma (3.5.5)

The operations that we introduced in (3.5.3) are well-defined, i.e., the
operators are independent of the choice of the representatives.

Proof. Suppose that p’ € [p|, and ¢’ € [g],,. Then we obviously have:

/

n(p") = m(p), and 7,(¢") = 77, (q).

Consider the following calculation:

(0 +d) =7, (') + . (d)
=7, (p) + 7, (q)

7T

=m,(p+ ).
Thus, we find that [p’ + ¢'], = [p + ¢]» and the alternative composition is
independent of the choice of the representatives. Now let » = -, ||, || or |. Then

consider the following;:
T (' q') = 7, (mp (0') % 7, (q"))
=m0, (7, (p) * 77,(q))
=T, (P * Q).
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Here, we make use of lemma (3.5.4). We will consider the unary operators that
we introduced in (3.5.3). Let p’ € [p],,. Then we have for k > 1:
0 0 TE(P') = Thnin(im) (P)

=m0, (p)

= 7}, © T, (P)

= anin(k,n)(P)

=, ° T;(P)-
Thus, we find T + 7}, o, (p') = 7}, om.(p). Let H C A and p’ € [p],. Then,
we have the following.

7,0 Oy (p) = Iy o

So we see that T + 7/, 0 O (p') = ), 0 9 (p); thus we find that g ([p|n) =
Ou ([p']n). And we see that all the operators that we introduced in (3.5.3) are
well-defined. This ends the proof of our lemma.

Lemma (3.5.6)

Let n > 1. For all £ > 1 we have m, € H,. For all H C A we have
oy € H,.
Proof. We are to show for these operators that they are laminal functions. For
the definition of a laminal function, see (3.5.2). Let n,k > 1. It is evidently
clear, that mj is the identity on [d],. The same is valid for dy, for every
subset H C A. Let [p]n, [¢]ln € A, and let ¢ be the projection operator, or the
encapsulation operator; and let ¢’ be the acuted corresponding operator. Then
consider the following.

¢([pln + aln) = o(Ip + dln)
=[¢'(p+q)],
= [¢'()],, + [¢'(0)],
= o ([pln) + ¢([dln)-

It follows immediately from lemma (3.5.4)(7) that 7 is a laminal function. It
follows at once from lemma (3.5.4)(#) that Oy is a laminal function. This will
end the proof of lemma 3.5.6.

Remark (3.5.7)
We know that |H,| < oo, so {m; : K > 1} must be finite. Let [p],, € 4,.
Because of lemma (3.5.4), we can find the following for all k£ > 0:
Tk © T (p) = 7, (p)-
Thus, we find 7Tn+k([p]n) = Wn([p]n) for all £ > 0 and [p], € A,. Moreover,
we see that 7,4 is the identity map for all £ > 0.
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Definition (3.5.8)

We define x : H,, x A, — A, as follows: x(f,z) = f(x), for f € H,, and
x € A,,. We define the composition of functions o : H,, x H,, — H,, as follows.
Let (f,g) € Hy x Hy, then fog: A, — Ay is defined: fog(z) = f(9(2)),
for x € A,,. It is easy to see that f o g is indeed a laminal function.

Now we are in a position to give the following definition.

Definition (3.5.9)

Let 91,, be the algebra that consists of the sets A,, and H,,, the operators
+,+ 1, L1, x, o and the constants [a],, € A, for all a € A and the constants
Tk, 0y € H,, for every k > 1 and H C A.

Al z4+y=y+=z Op(a) =a, ifa¢ H D1
A2 z+(y+z2)=(r+y) += Ou(a) =96, ifae H D2
A3 z+zx=x Op(z-y) =0u(z) 0u(y) D3
A (x4+y) z=z-24y-2

A5 (z-y)-z=x-(y-2) mn(a) = a PR1
A6 z+4+d==x m(a-z) =aPR2
A7 f-x=9§ Tni1(a-x) =a-m,(x) PR3
CMlz|y=z|ly+y|lz+zx]|y alb=bla Cl1
CM2alz=a-x (a|b)]|c=al|(b|c) C2
CM3 (a-z)|ly=a-(z|y) dla=4§ C3
CM4 (x+vy)|lz=z]2z+y]| =

CM5 (a-x)|b=(a|b) -x X(fog,x)=x ( ) XC1
CM6a|(b-x)=(a]|b) -x X((fog)oh,x):x( goh ) XC2
CM7 (a-z) [ (b-y) = (al|b)-(z]y) x(f,7) =~ Xl
CM8 (z+y)|z=zlz+y]z2 X(fiv-a) =~-x(f,z) X2
CMYz|(y+z)=z|y+z|z X(f,x+y)=x(fz) +x(f,y) X3

Table 3.5. ACP,.

Theorem (3.5.10)

Let n > 1, then we have 9,, = ACP,. See table 3.5 on page 115 for the
axiom system ACP,.
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Proof. We are to show that 91, models each axiom of ACP,. We will only
sketch the proof, since the other axioms are deduced in the same way as the
examples below are proved. We will show that 9,, = A4.

([pln + ldln) - [r)n = ([P + dln) - [1]n
=[p+a) 7],
= [p r4q- T]n
=[p-rln+lg-7ln
= [pln - [r]n + [aln - [r]n-
Now we will infer 90t,, = CMT.

(laln - [p)n) | ([b)n - [gln) = [a-plu | [b-dln
= [(a-p) [ (b-9)],
=[(alb)-(plla)],
=[a | b], [P|| Q]
= (laln [ [Bln) - ([p)n || laln)-

We will prove 9t,, = D3.
X (O, [pln + [a]n) = X (O, [p + dln)

= u([p + dln)
= [0u(p+q)],

= [0 (p) + 94 ()],

= [0k ()], + [0u(2)],

= 9 ([pln ) + 0n ([g]n)

= x(9m, [pln) + x(9m, []n)-

We will show 9, = PR3. Let k > 1.

X(Wk+1> [a]y - [p]n) = 7Tk+1([a p]n)

Now we will prove XC1 and X2. Suppose that h,k € H, and x € A,,.
X(hok,z)=hok(x)
= X (h; k(z))
= x(h, x(k,z)).
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Let h € H,, and let [p],, € A,.

This ends the sketch of the proof of 3.5.10.

RA6 z+6—=x

RCMS3 (a-x) ||y —a-(z]y)

RCM5 (a-z)|b— (a|b)- x

RCM6 a | (b-z) — (a|b)- x

ROMT (a-2) | (b ) — (| B) - (& || )
RCM8 (x+y)|z—x|2z+y]|2z
RCM9 z | (y+2) —zx|y+z|=z

RA2 (z4+y)+z—z+ (y+2) Oy(a) —a, ifa¢ H RDY
RA3 z+4+z—2 Oy(a) — 6, ifaec H RD2
RA4 (z+4vy) z—xz-z+y-z Oy (z-y) — 0y (x) -0y (y) RDI
RAS (o-y)-2—a-(y-2)  Ogloty) — Ole) +dly) RDY

RA7 §-xz—6 m.(a) — a RPRY

mi(a-x) — a RPR2
ROML 2|y —oly+@letely) whola-z) —a-mh(r) RPRS
RCM2 a||z—a-x m.(r +y) — 7 (x) + 7. (y) RPR4

RCM4 (z+y)|[|lz—z|z+y| 2 alb—cqep RC

Table 3.6. A term rewriting system associated with the theory T.

Lemma (3.5.11)

The term rewriting system of table 3.6 has the termination property*.

* See definition (3.3.11)
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Proof. We will prove 3.5.11 in the same way as we proved (3.3.14). Firstly,
we will give the partial ordering of the signature. We will also use the ranked
operators that we introduced in section 3.3.

Hn> |_Ln7 |n>Hn—17 Hn7 |_Ln7 |n> Yy aH? - > +7 Tn+1 > Ty > Ty |2> A > 5

We will use the lexicographical variant of the recursive path ordering, although
we will need the lexicographical status only for the alternative composition
and for the sequential composition. We are to show that for each rewriting
rule s — t in table 3.6, s > t. For the symbol “>~” we refer to definition (3.3.9).
The treatment of the cases RA2-RA7, RCM1-RCM9 and RC, is the same as
in theorem (3.3.14). The calculation of RPR1’ is trivial. Let us treat RPR2’.

m(a-z) = 7" (a-x)

-a-x
—a-*x
- Q.

Now we will handle RPR3’. Let k > 1.

Tg1(a-z) = m5q(a - z)
= me(a-x) -l (e x)
= (a- ) - 7Tk(7rk+1 a- 33))
= (a-*z) m,(a- )
=a-m(a-x)
=a-m(a-* )
= a - m(T).

Now we will discuss RPR4’. Let k& > 1.

(x4 y) = T (z +y)
= (T +y) + (e +y)
- (x4 y) (2 +y)
= +y) + (" y)
= () + T (y)-

RD1-RD4 are proved in the same way as in theorem (3.3.14), albeit that we
use Oy in the partial ordering instead of x. This ends the proof of 3.5.11.
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Lemma (3.5.12)

Let n > 1 be chosen. Let p € G be a closed term over the theory T.
See (3.5.1) for the definition of G. Then there is an element ¢ € G, such that
[q]n = [p]n and T'+ 7}, (q¢) = q. We will call ¢ the n-normal form of p.
Proof. Since p € G is a closed T-term, 7/, (p) is also a closed T-term. With
the aid of lemma (3.5.11), we can rewrite this term to a term ¢ € G, which is
in normal form. We know that T'+ ¢ = 7}, (p), thus,

(7(p))
(p)

/
T‘-’I’L

/
7TTL

q,

with the aid of lemma (3.5.4) and we also see that [¢],, = [p],. This ends the
proof of 3.5.12.

Lemma (3.5.13)

Let p',q" € G be closed terms and let p and ¢ be their n-normal forms.
Then we have the following.

M, Ep=q < Trp=q.

Proof. Let us assume that 9%, = p = ¢, with p and ¢ n-normal forms. Then
we find that T F n/ (p) = 7/, (q). But because of lemma (3.5.12), we have
7l (p) = p and 7}, (q) = q. Sowe find T+ p=gq.

Now let us assume that 7'+ p = q. Then we have a fortiori T+ 7/ (p) =
7. (q). So [p]n = [¢]n and we find 9M,, = p = ¢. This ends the proof of 3.5.13.

Epiphenomenon (3.5.14)

Let a; = |A;| be the number of elements of the set A; that we defined
in (3.5.1) (¢ > 1) and let ag = 0. Let u = |A|. Then we have the following
recursive formula.

ag = 07
a1 = 2w (tas),
Proof. We will give a sketch of the proof. Let i = 1. Because of axioms A3
and A6, we can make the following different sums:

1+ (?) =1+ (2" —1)=2"=2w0Few)
=1

Let i > 1. We will have u + u - a; terms of which the first symbol (in prefix
notation) is not a sum. Thus, we obtain, just as above for i = 1, qu-(1+a:)
possibilities for the number of different sums that we can make with these
u- (1 + a;) terms of which the sums are built up.
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u 1 2 3 4 5 6
a 2 4 8 16 32 64
as 8 1024 | 1.3-10% [2.9-10%°|4.6-10% | 2.5- 10117
as 512 | 1.2-10617 —* — — -
as | 2.6-101* - — — — -

* (> 10%999)
Table 3.7. Some calculations with (3.5.14).

Examples (3.5.15)

In table 3.7 we will give some figures that we have calculated with the aid
of the formula of (3.5.14). For instance, if we have two atomic actions, there
are approximately 1.2 - 10517 elements in As.

Remark (3.5.16)

Let = be a variable. Let C[x] be a context of x, in which the occurrence
of x is guarded. Then we have for all £ > n:

o1 (Cla]) =m0 (Clmi(2)]).

Theorem (3.5.17)
Let n > 1, then we have 9,, = RDP, RSP.
Proof. Let V = {z, : a € I} be a set of variables. Let

E(V)={za=ta((zs)per) :a €}

be a guarded recursive specification. Without loss of generality, we may assume
that F(V) is completely guarded; see definition (3.2.15). We will prove 3.5.17
with induction on n. Thus, let n = 1. For all a € I, we calculate pl, := 7/ ().
This is a closed term over the theory T

(1)

In (1) we use the fact that 7} (a-z) = 7{(a - y) for all z and y in combination
with the fact that E(V') is completely guarded. Henceforward, we will use this
argument tacitly. So we see that (pl), solves the system E(V) in 9t;. Now

(6%

120



An Operator Definition Principle: 3.5. A Model

/

suppose that (¢ ) also solves this system, i.e., 7] (¢a) = 7} (ta((qﬁ)g)). Then
we find the following:
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We see that the solution (gq ), is just the one that we have already constructed,
o (pl), is the unique solution. Now we see that 3.5.17 is correct for n = 1.
Let n > 1 and suppose that 3.5.17 has been proved for n. Let (pZ), be such

that
T+ (pa) = m (ta ((P5)5))-
Define pi ™ := to ((p}3)5). We will show that

;z+1(pg+l) = 7r’:L+]. (t ((pZ“)ﬁ))-

Consider thereto the following.

77;+1 (pg = 7Tn+1 (toz ))

(0
T CRCACABY @
= 1<ta(7T (s ((Py 7>>ﬁ)>

— n+1<ta(t,3 Py ))

= 1 (ta(P57)5)):

In equation (2), we use the fact that E(V) is completely guarded and we use
remark (3.5.16). In the sequel of this proof, we will apply this argument tacitly.
We find that (p7*1), solves E(V) in MM, 1. Now we will show that this solution
is unique. Let (g4 ) be such that

T+ W;L+1(Qa) = ﬂ-’f’L—i-l (ta((Qﬁ)B))‘
Observe that the following holds.

m(patt) =

o (ta ((P5)s))
= (Pa)- (3)
First, we will show that 7/,(¢,) is a solution in 9,,.

W;L(Qa) =T

=, (ta((%)ﬂ))'
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But in 9, the solution is unique, so we find with (3) that

T (ga) = m,(pa) = 7, (05 ")-

Now we will show that 7}, (ga) = 7,11 (p211).

7T;z+1(Qa) = 7T’:L+]. (ta ((Qﬁ)ﬁ))
(

= i (
(

This ends the proof of the theorem.

Theorem (3.5.18)
Let n > 1, then 9M,, = AIP.

Proof. Let z,y € A,. Suppose that for all £ > 1, we have 7 (x) = 7 (y).
In particular we have this for & = n. With the aid of remark (3.5.7), we find
that m,, = id, so we see that x = y. This will end the proof of 3.5.18.

Lemma (3.5.19)

Let [p], € A,. There are ay,...,as,b1,...,b; € AU{d} p1,...,ps € G,
such that

S

[pl = Z[aj]n - [pjln + Z[bk]n

j=1 k=1

Proof. Let p be a closed term over the theory T'. See table 3.4 on page 112. If
we take a close look at this axiom system, we see that this is in fact ACP with
projections. From this system we know that there are unique normal forms for
all closed terms (see [8]). They have the desired form:

s t
p=> aj-pj+ Y b
k=1 k=1

for certain aq,...,as,b1,...,b; € AU {0} and closed terms py,...,ps. Thus,

we find

[pln = D _lagln - [piln + Y bx]n.

j=1 k=1

This ends the proof of the lemma.
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Theorem (3.5.20)
Let n > 1, then M,, = EA. See (4.2.1) for the definition of EA.

Proof. Since H, is defined as a function space, we automatically have that
for all f,g € H, : f = g, if and only if we have for all z € A,, : f(x) = g(x).
This is what we wanted to prove.

Theorem (3.5.21)
Let n > 1, then 9M,, = ODP, OSP.

Proof. Fix an n > 1. We will use the more explicit formulation of the defini-
tion of a linear functional specification that we have already described in (3.2.3).
Let M = {my,...,m;} be a set of function names and let

o Ax{l,... I} —{1,...,1}

be a given map. Recall that the linear functional specification F(M) has the
following form:

E(M):{mi(a):a(i):aeA,lgigl}

U{ml(a'r) :a(l) 'ma(a,i)(x):aeA, 1 SZSZ}

First we will prove that there is a valuation ¢ : M — H,, which solves the
system of equations F(M). See section 3.2 for the definition of a valuation. It
suffices to show that there are u1,...,u; € H, such that

pi(laln) = [a?] , (4)
wi([aln - [Pln) = [aP],, - tro(a,i) ([Pln). (5)

(So we can take p(m;) := p;.) Let [p], € A,, there are ay,...,as,b1,...,b; in
AU{0} and p1,...,ps € G such that

[Pln = Z[aj]n “[pila+ D [blns (6)

according to lemma (3.5.19). Let u} : A, — A,, be defined as follows:
i (18]n) = 19]

() = S0, + S0,

3

It consists of a straightforward calculation to show that ,ul1 eH, Let 1 <r<
n. Suppose that p; € H,, for all 1 <7 <[, then we define

,u:;—i_l A — Ap
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to be the identity on [d],, and for [p], € A,

S

t
'MZ+1([p]n> = Z[ 51)} /”Lcr(aj,z) p] + Z b(z
k=1

Jj=1

We will show that ,uTJr1 € H,. It is trivial to prove that u; "1 distributes over
the alternative composition. Let [p], € A, be as in equation (6). Let

(451 = 1y, ) ([s]n)
S t
B SRS ot
j=1 k=1
r—i—l([

pln) = lgln. We will prove for all v, with 1 < v <n

pi H([m)],) = [7(@)],- (7)

If v = 1, we immediately see that equation (7) is valid. Now suppose that
1 < v < n, then consider the subsequent deduction.

Then we see that u
that

S

w ([ @)],) = Y108, e, (2 en)],) + > [08],
k=1

J=1
t

_Z mo—ias)], +Z[bl(€i)]n

k=1

This shows that ) 1! is a laminal function. We will prove a technical result on
these laminal functions.

Y

ey O fby | = Ty O fi T+l 1<i<1<r<n-—1. (8)

We will prove (8) first for r = n — 1. Let [p], € A, be as in equation (6).
Consider the calculation hereinafter.

S

T o,u?([p]n) =7T1<Z[ (.)] Ng(aj,z) [pj +Z b(l) )

j=1 k=1
s t
ICHEDY
=1 k=1
s t
S <Z [a(z‘)]n n Z[bz(;)]n>
j=1 k=1

=71 0 1 ([Pln)-
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So for r = n — 1 we see that (8) is correct. Suppose that (8) has been verified
for 1 <r <mn—1. We will prove it for r—1. Let [p], € A, be as in equation (6).
Consider the following.

urn () = o (0], () + 2204, )

=3 [af"], s o il (Ipaln) + D [0,
J=1 k

S

=t (D [0], i (pila) + [0,

j=1 k=1
= Tn—r+1 O,u? T+2([p]n)-

This will end the verification of (8). In particular, we find that (8) is valid for
r = 1. Thus, we obtain the following formula:

T 0 p =m0y o . (9)

Define p; = p' € Hy, for 1 < i < [. We claim that these functions satisfy
equations (4) and (5). It will be clear that

pilaln) = [a®] ..

for all 1 < i < [, so we see that uq,...,u; satisfy the boundary conditions
of E(M), i.e., equation (4). Now let us take a look at the functional equations
of E(M), or equivalently, equation (5). Let i € {1,...,{} be fixed.

Ni([a]n : [p]n) = N?([a]n : [p]n>
=7, 0 pi' ([aln - [pn) see remark (3.5.7)

= ( O, 1t (b))

[a

a] (Ipln)
= [a (Z)]n Tn— 1OHU(M)(

[

I

o Tn— 1ONU(QZ) [p

]
[p]n)  because of (9)

:7Tn< a(z} al) n))

= [a® Ma(az)( n)-

This will end the proof of the existential part of 3.5.21. Now we will prove
the uniqueness part: 9, = OSP. Suppose that there is also a valuation

125



An Operator Definition Principle: 3.5. A Model

¢ : M — H,, which solves the system of equations E(M). Let ¢(m;) := v;
for all . Then we have for all 7 € {1,...,l}

vi(laln) = [a"] ..
vi(laln - Pln) = [a7],, - Voai) ([pln)-

In order to verify that u; = v; (for all i), we will prove the following:
mrov;=pr, 1<r<n,1<i<lI. (10)

We will prove (10) with induction on r. Let [p], € A, be as in equation (6).
Let r =1 and let i € {1,...,l}, then we see the following

S

t
movi(ipl) = m (S [08],,  Votay o (0i1a) + S [],,)
k=1

j=1

Thus, (10) is correct for 7 = 1. Now suppose that (10) is valid for 1 < r < n,
then we prove it for r + 1. Let [p],, € A4,, be as in equation (6).

1 0 Vi ([pln) = Z[a§i)]n Ty © Vg (ay.i) ([Pj]n) + Z[b,(j)}n

j=1 k=1

= Z (057 it o (Io1n) + D057
= MZ+1([p]n)'

This proves (10). In particular we find that (10) is valid for » = n. If we
combine this with the fact that 7, is the identity map—see remark (3.5.7)—we
find for all 1 <17 <[ that v; = mp ov; = p' = p;. This will end the verification
of the uniqueness part and therewith the proof of 3.5.21.

Construction (3.5.22)

We will construct the projective limit of the models 9,,. Thereto we need

to define mappings K, : M,+1 —> M, for all n > 1 as follows. First we will
define
Fn : Apt1 — Ap.

Let [plny1 € Apy1, then we define /@n([p]nﬂ) = [p]n. Now we will define
Kn Hyp1 — Hy,.
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Let f be an element of H,,+1. We define
En(f): Ap — Ay,

to be the following map. Let [p,, € Ay, then ,(f)([pln) = kno f ([, (p)] n+1).
It is obvious that ,,(f) is well-defined. So let us verify that ,,(f) is an element
of H,. First we are to show that x,(f) is a laminal function. It is evident
that s, ([6]n) = [0]n. To verify that s, (f) distributes over the alternative
composition, we will need the fact that x, distributes over the alternative
composition. Both proofs are trivial. The following remains to be shown. Let
[p]n be in A,,. Suppose that f([w;l(p)]nﬂ) = [g]n+1. Then it is clear that

tn(f)([pln) = [g]n. We will prove that for all 1 <! < n we have:

kn(H)([71(0)],) = [71(9)],,.

Consider the calculation hereinafter.

= rn([71(@)] 1) (since f € Hyy)

So we find that k,(f) € H,. Now we will show that x, : MM,11 — M, is a
homomorphism, that is, it distributes over all the operations. Recall that there
are seven operations: the merge, the left-merge, the communication-merge,
the alternative composition, the sequential composition, the composition of
functions and the application function. Let x be one of ||, ||,],+ or -. Then
we are to show that k,(z *y) = k,(x) *x kn(y), for all z,y € A,11. This is
trivial. We will show that k,, distributes over the composition of functions.
Let f,g € Hyt1. Let [p], be in A,. Let g([n,(p)] = [r]n4+1 and let

f([r]n+1) = [@]n+1. Now contemplate the following.

kn(f o 9)([Pln) = kn o (fog)([m ()], 1)
= tin (f([rln+1))

n+1>

|
=
3

TR
s X
S 3
&H&h
O

3
S~
—~

S =
Ve

SR
5 o
\/\_/
3
+
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Now we will show that x,, distributes over the application function x. Suppose
that f € H,41 and let [pl,41 be in A,11. Suppose that f([pln+1) = [q]n+1-
Consider the following:

Kn (X(fa [p]n—i-l)) = “n([Q]nnLl)

We constructed thus a row
My <L My <2 My < My — ... (11)

of models with homomorphisms between them. With this row, we will construct
the inverse limit 91>°. Let A>° and H®° be as follows:

A = { (xn)n | Ty € Analin(xn-'-l) = Tn }7

H>™ = { (fn)n | fn € Hn?’%"(f”*‘l) = Jn }

We will call the elements of these sets projective rows. We will define the
operations hereinafter. Let x be one of ||, ||,],+ or . Let (zn)n, (Yn)n € A>.
Then we define x to be

(@n)n * (Yn)n = (Tn * Yn)n-

It is obvious that (x, x yn)n € A%°. Now we will define the composition of
functions. Let (fn)n, (gn)n € H*>. Then we define

(fn)n © (gn)n = (fn © gn)n-
From the fact that x,, is a homomorphism it follows immediately that
(frn o gn)n € H™.

Finally, we define the application function. Let (f,), € H> and let (z,), be
in A®°. Then we define y to be

X((fn)na (xn)n> = (X(fn,fcn))n.

It will be clear that (X( fn,.:vn))n € A*®. Now we will define constants of
sort H*°. Firstly we will introduce the encapsulation operator. To prevent any
confusion we will label the encapsulation operators in all sets H,, as follows:
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0% € H,. We define the encapsulation operator to be dg = (0%),,. We will
illustrate that 0y € H*°. For every component of the encapsulation operator,
we have of course 0%, € H,,. It remains thus to prove that 0y is a projective
row. Let thereto [p],, be in A,,. We easily deduce the following:

kn(OFT) (IPln) = #in 0 O ([mn ()], 1)
= [0y o7, (p)],
= 0% ([pln)-

So we find that #,,(97") = 9%. Secondly we will introduce for all k > 1, the
projection operators. We will label the projections in the sets H,, just as above:
€ H,. Now we define the projection operator to be m = (7}),,. We will
show that this projection is an element of H°°. The first condition is satisfied
by definition, so let us verify that (7}}),, is a projective row. Let [p], be in A,,.
Then it is easy to see the following:

k(T ) ([Pn) = [73, 07 (0)],
= Wg([p]n)-

And we find i, (7") = 7. At this point, we will introduce constants in A,
Let a be an atomic action. Then we define a row ([a],) . We immediately see,
by definition, that this row is in A®°.

Now let 91 be the algebra that consists of the sets A and H°°, the
operators +, -, ||, ||, |, x and o, and the constants ([a]n)n € A® foralla € A
and the constants mp, 0y € H°, for all k > 1 and H C A. We will define the
projections

Crp M — M,

as follows. (,(z) = x,, and ((f) = fn if x = (z)n and f = (fn)n. It is very
easy to see that for all n > 1, we have Kk, 0 (;,+1 = (. It is a well-known fact
that such a construction forms the projective or inverse limit. We find thus
that 91> is the projective limit of the row in display (11).

Theorem (3.5.23)

M™ = ACP,.

See table 3.5 on page 115 for the axioms of ACP,.

Proof. We know from theorem (3.5.10) that for all n > 1 : M, = ACP,.
Forasmuch as the operations on 9> are defined component by component, we
see at once that 9> = ACP,. This will end the proof of 3.5.23.
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Theorem (3.5.24)

M> k= RDP, RSP.

Proof. We will use the notations that we have already introduced in theo-
rem (3.5.17). So let
V={xy:aecl}

be a set of variables and let
E(V)={2a=ta((zp)per) :a €1}

be a guarded recursive specification. Without loss of generality, we may assume
that E(V') is completely guarded; see definition (3.2.15). For all n > 1 we have
constructed in theorem (3.5.17) a solution ([p?]), for E(V) in 9M,,. We claim
that ([p],), is an element of A> for all a € I. This follows immediately from
the following:

X
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o3
+
—
3
+
—
SN—"
Il
3
o3
+
—
3

| ey B e
3
:\
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(
(pa)],, see (3)

3~

[
=
&
3

We are to verify that for all « € I : ([pg]n)n = ([ta(pg)ﬂ]n)n. But we know
from the proof of theorem (3.5.17) that for all n > 1 we have

ol = [ta(Pp)s],;

so we see that 9> = RDP, too. Now suppose that for all & € I we have
(lg2],),, = ([ta(qg)ﬁ}n)n. Let n > 1 be fixed. Since RSP is valid in 9,,, we
see that [¢7],, = [pl],, so we also find ([p7],) = (lgn],), and 9> = RSP.
This ends the proof of theorem 3.5.24.

n

Theorem (3.5.25)

M = AIP.
Proof. Let (xn)n, (yn)n € A°°. Suppose that for all k£ > 1, we have

Tk ((xn)n) = Tk ((yn)n)

Then we find for all n,k > 1 : wx(x,) = 7k (yn). Now fix an n > 1; we know
that 91,, = AIP, so we find z,, = y,,. But this is valid for all n > 1 and we find
thus (,,)n = (Yn)n. This is precisely what we wanted to prove.
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Theorem (3.5.26)

M = EA.
Proof. Since H*® is a function space, we immediately have this property. See

also the proof of (3.5.20).

Theorem (3.5.27)

M> = ODP, OSP.
Proof. We will modify the notations of theorem (3.5.21) slightly. In there we
defined a sequence of elements
UL;N; EHn

for a fixed n > 1 and 1 < r < n. We will give this sequence of elements an
extra label as follows:
py € Hy,.

We define for all ¢ with 1 <4 <1 the row p; to be (u;""),,. We claim that
Ml)"'huleHoo- (12)

To prove (12) we fix an ¢ with 1 < i < [. By definition, we see that for all
n > 1 we have ;" € H,, so we have to verify that u; is a projective row, that
is, we are to show that for all n > 1

Fo (T = (13)

First, we will treat the case n = 1. Let [p]; be as in equation (6) of theo-
rem (3.5.21). It is very easy to see that

s t

ma(ui?) (fph) = D[], + 3o,
=y ([ph).

Now let henceforward n > 1. In order to verify (13) we will need the following
intermediate result. For all 1 <i <[ and for all 1 < r <n, we have

R (0T = (14)

Let r =1 and let 1 < ¢ <[ be chosen. Let [p], € A, be as in equation (6).
Consider the following.

fn () ([Pln) = fn o T (70 0], )

S

= >0, 0,

= 15" ([pln)-
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Now let 1 <7 < n and suppose that (14) is proved up to and including r. We
will prove it for r» + 1.

k(Y ([P)0) = fo 0 T T“([w’ ®)],:1)

Z (it ([ p)],) + Y],
Z ot (o)) + > [0],,

=1 k=1

= u? ()],
= p" " ([pln)-

This ends the proof of (14). In particular, we find for r =n
() = (15)

Now we will verify that equation (13) is valid. Let [p],, still be as in equation (6).
We will calculate the left-hand side of equation (13).

5 t
(T (1) = Y [0, il i) ([ )+,
j=1 k=1
5 t
(15) ; wn
- |:al.§‘):|n.lj/0'(aj,i)(|: Tn—1 pj +Z
J=t k=1

We know that all p"" satisfy equations (4) and (5) of theorem (3.5.21). So we
find for the right-hand side of equation (13):

ui" ([pln) = ﬂ?’"([ﬂ’ ()],
- Z U(GJ,z)([ n—1 p] +Z b(z n?
k=1

and therewith we deduced that p; € H°. In order to prove the existential part
of the theorem, i.e., M> = ODP, it suffices to show that for uq,...,u; the
following two equations hold.

([a],),, - ot ((@n)n),

in which a € A and (x,), € H*. This is trivial. So we find that 91> = ODP.

=
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Now we will prove the uniqueness part. Suppose that vq,...,1yy € H®
solves the system E(M) in 9, too. With v; = (v),,. Let p € G. It is easy
to infer that for all n > 1 we have

S
3
—~
2
3
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3
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Q
3
3
o
Q
:T/'
VS
=
3
SN—"

But because of theorem (3.5.21), we know that v/* = p;"". So we find

Vi = (Vi )n = (:u’?’n)n = M-
So M |= OSP. This will finish the proof of 3.5.27.

Remark (3.5.28)

We will mention briefly some observations about problems with the con-
struction of models for ACP; ,, and additional principles. The general idea for
the construction of these models is that we take for the sort of processes an
existing model such as a bisimulation model. For the sort of linear unary opera-
tors we take a function space on this model. However, this function space must
be chosen with care. If we choose the function space too small we will obtain
the situation that ODP is not valid. For example, take the empty function
space. If there are too many functions in the space we will obtain that OSP
does not hold. We will give an example due to Jan Bergstra [11] of this situ-
ation. We are going to show that there are two different functions that satisfy
the same linear functional specification. For the sort of processes we take the
set of finitely branching rooted labeled trees modulo weak bisimulation #4. We
will call elements of % process trees. For the function space we take the bisimu-
lation preserving linear unary functions on 4. The function that we will define
is called f. We will chose a particular label [ € A. The function f renames
every label of a process tree into 7 but it “temporarily” remembers the original
label. Then in every node of the process tree it determines if there is a trace
with infinitely many labels that are not equal to 7. If the answer is affirmative
the function f will add to these nodes the option to do an [. If all the nodes
are treated this way the function will forget the original labels. We will give a
typical example: we will show in figure 3.3 how the function f behaves on a“.

We will not prove that X1, X2 and X3 are valid for f but we will sketch
that it is a solution for the next linear functional specification E(n).

En)={n(a) =7:a€ A} U{n(a-z) =n(a) -n(z):a € A}.
First, we see that f(a) = 7. For, in the process tree representing a there are
no infinite traces. So the boundary conditions are satisfied. We will only show

that f(a-a¥) = f(a)- f(a®). In figure 3.3 we see that f(a¥) =1+ 7 - f(a®).
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1T

Figure 3.3. A visualization of a* — f(a

Observe that the following derivation uses axiom T2 therefore, the example is
specific for weak bisimulation.

f(@®) =1+ f(a*)
=l4+7-fa®)+71- f(a¥)
= f(a*) + 7 f(a®)

So the function f will solve the linear functional specification E(n). But on
the other hand 74 will solve this system, too. But clearly we have that f # 74.
This means that the function space that we chosed is too large.

The problem with the function f is that it has an infinite lookahead. At
every node it can decide whether or not there was an infinite trace of non-7
actions. If we only look at the functions that have no lookahead we will have
a function space in which ODP and OSP hold. Such functions could be called
sequential renamings. The idea is that such a function is specified with the aid
of a linear functional specification, which is, in fact, a set of renaming schemes.
It starts at the root of a process tree and it renames the labels according to its
renaming scheme. The original labels tell the function which renaming scheme
must be used for the next node, and so on. These functions are called sequential
renamings since after a sequential composition the renaming scheme turns into
probably another scheme.

Another observation is that not every model of a process algebra can be
extended with an appropriate function space. The following example is also
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due to Jan Bergstra [11]. Consider the subalgebra &/ of % that consists of all
the process trees with only a finite number of b-labels. For the function space
we take a very large one: the bisimulation preserving linear unary functions
on .«/. The linear functional specification

E(n)={n(a) =b:a€ A} U{n(a-x) =n(a) -n(x):a € A}

will not have a solution since a solution for the linear functional specifica-
tion F(n) should map a* to b* and we clearly have that b* ¢ 7.

3.6. Applications

In this section we will apply the theory ACP; ,, on the one hand, by proving a
number of basic adversaria in a “new” way. By this we mean an enumeration
of straightforward non-related results (at first sight) that are already known.
The main difference here is that we will use ACP;,, to prove these theorems.
In fact, the correlation between these results is the use of auxiliary linear unary
operators in order to prove them. On the other hand, it is not only customary
to use auxiliary linear unary operators in verifications, but also in specifica-
tions. So we will give some examples of specifications with the aid of such
auxiliary operators, too, in which we will use ODP and OSP to introduce the
operators needed for the specification. In practice it is a combination of both:
specification with the aid of linear unary operators in order to be able to give
a verification.

The first example in using an auxiliary operator is a theorem that states:
KFAR; = KFAR,. For the definition of KFAR we refer to principle (1.2.7).
This theorem can be found in [40]. In this example, we will use linear unary
operators in the body of the proof.

Theorem (3.6.1)
Suppose that KFAR; holds, then we can derive that KFAR» holds.

Proof. We will prove this theorem only in the following case. Let u and v be
closed terms. Let ¢ € I and j € I be internal atomic actions (I C A). Let x
and y be processes such that the following holds:

rT=1-y+u,

y=7-x+wv.
We are to show:

r(x) =7 17(U + V).

We will use the following abbreviations: u’ = 7¢;;(u) and v" = 7(;) (v). Consider
the guarded recursive specification £, below:

E1={931:T‘y1+ul7y1:j'931+vl}-
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(At this point we already see why we consider the closed term case only: the
specification E7 must be without the abstraction operator. Although «' and v’
are abbreviations in which the abstraction operator occurs, they are closed
terms, so we can eliminate the 7;; with the axioms concerning the abstraction
operator. Hence, we should consider a completely equivalent guarded recursive
specification Ej] without the abstraction operator. We will not do so. If we
want to prove the general case, we will probably need the notion of guarded
recursive specifications with parameters. Then the closed terms v and v can be
interpreted as arbitrary processes that are parameters of a guarded recursive
specification. The processes v’ and v’ are in that case just other parameters,
hence, we still have a guarded recursive specification without the abstraction

operator. The concept of guarded recursive specifications with parameters, can
be found in [32].)

It is very easy to see that the conditions of theorem (3.4.12) are satisfied,
so we see that 7(; is idempotent. This can be used to see that the unique
solution of F; is (T{i}({lﬁ), T{i}(y)). We will use the fact that 7;, is idempotent
tacitly in the sequel. Now consider the guarded recursive specification Fs:

EBy={as=i-yo+u +0,y2 =7 22+ }.

Let (x2,y2) be the solution of Fs. Then it is clear that we have the following
for 74y (y2) and 7, (w2):

Ty (W) = 7 - Ty (w2) + 0
and

T{i}(332)

S

Hence, (7(;3(x2), T(:3(y2)) is also a solution for the guarded recursive specifica-
tion E1, so by RSP we obtain: 7, (22) = 753 (z). With the aid of (3.4.18), it is
easy to see that 77 is a right-absorber for 743, that is, we know that T7o7g;, = 77.
Thus, we achieve:

T1(z2) =717 0 T{i}(332)
=Tr7 © T{i}(aj)
:7'[(3:). (1)
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Now consider the guarded recursive specifications E3 and Fy:

Es = {xg =i-ys+u’ +0" ys :T-a:3—{—u"+v"},
EBi={zg=i-ya+u+0, ya=j za+u +0}.
We used above the abbreviations 7¢; ;1 (u) = u” and 7(; ;3(v) = v”. With the

aid of corollary (3.4.22) it is immediately clear that 7(;, o 7(;3 = 7y;;3. Now
we can derive:

T{j}(xg) =9- T{j}(yg) +u +0"
and

T3 (Y2) =

1 (z2)
: T{a}(fﬂz) + 7y (22) + 0"
iy (@) + iy (y2) U+ 0" 0"
1 (22)
1 (22)
1 (z2)

+ 7/ . T{J}(yQ) + u// + U// + u// + v//

We see that (¢ (22),7(;3(y2)) is a solution for E3. For the solution (z4,ya4)
of F4 we can deduce easily:

Ty (a) = 0 Ty (ya) +u” 40"
and

o (y4) =T T{j}(x4) +u" 0.
Now we see that (7(;}(z4),7(;1(ya)) is also a solution for F3. Hence, by RSP

we obtain 7y (24) = 7(j3(w2). Completely analogous to the calculation of
equation (1), we find:

Tr(z4) = 71 (22). (2)

Observe that we use here (3.4.18) since we use that 77 is a right-absorber
for 7(;1. Consider the guarded recursive specifications E5 and Fjg:

:{x5:j-x5+u'+vl},
Es={ws=j-ys+u +v,ys =7 w6 +u +0}.

At this point we want to introduce a linear unary operator. Let n be a function
name. Consider the linear functional specification below:

E(n)={n(a)=al|ac A\ {i} } U{n(i) = j}
U{n(a-z) =n(a) n(z)|ac A}.
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With the aid of ODP we know that there is a valuation ¢ which solves this
specification. Let us say ¢(n) = p € F. With the aid of theorem (3.4.15), we
find that 7¢; is a left-absorber for p. So for the solution (x4,y4) of Ey, we can
derive:

p(xa) = j - plya) +u' +0',
p(ys) = J - plzg) +u' +0".

So we see that (p(z4),p(ys)) is a solution for Eg. On the other hand, if we
interchange the order of the equations above, we see that (p(y4),p(z4)) is a
solution for Fg, thus, with the aid of RSP, we obtain p(z4) = p(ys). In
particular we find:

p(ra) = j - p(za) +u' + 0",

Hence, p(x4) is a solution for E5. Let x5 be the solution for F5, then we obtain
by RSP p(x4) = x5. Use theorem (3.4.18) to see that 77 is a right-absorber
for p. We will use this fact in the calculation hereinafter. On the one hand we
have:

71(25) = 71 0 p(74)

=177 (334)
= 77(22) because of (2)
= 77(). because of (1)

And on the other hand we may apply KFAR; to the equation x5 = j-x5+u’+v'.
This gives the following: (notice that we use the fact that 7; is a right-absorber
for T{i})
T1(zs) =777 (u + )
=T- (7‘1 o7y (u) + 71 0 TRy (v))
=7 (11(u) + 77 (v))
=71 717(u+0).

Combining these two inferences, we conclude the proof of 3.6.1.
In our next example, we will give a recursive specification of a queue Q)

over a data set D with input channel 1 and output channel 2. We suppose that
the data set D contains more than one datum (see figure 3.4).

@

Figure 3.4. A queue @) with input channel 1 and output channel 2.
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It is known that an infinite guarded recursive specification of () can be given
by the equations hereinafter:

Q=0Qx=>_ r(d)-Qu (3)
deD
ch*d = 32(d) : Qa + Z r (6) : Qe*a*da (4)
ecD

for any word o € D* and any d € D. Here, we use A\ € D* for the empty
word. The asterisk (x) stands for the concatenation of words. It is known that
there is no finite guarded recursive specification over ACP which defines the
process (). It is also known that the queue can be specified with the aid of a
finite guarded recursive specification, if we allow certain auxiliary linear unary
operators (renaming operators). Both results can be found in [4]. Below we
will state the latter theorem in terms of ACP; ,,.

Theorem (3.6.2)
The queue is definable by a finite guarded recursive specification in ACP; ,,.

Proof. Suppose that we have for the set A of atomic actions
{r1(d), s2(d),l(d),u(d) : d € D} C A.
Let the communication function be given as follows:
Vde D:Il(d)]|l(d) =u(d),

and all the other communications result in 6. Consider the following linear
functional specification for the set of function names N = {n, m}:

E(N) = {n(u(d)) = s2(d) : deD}U{ ( ))=6:deD}
U { n( :a'aeA\( D))}
U{m ( d)) =1(d) : deD}U{ m(a) =a:a€ A\ s(D)}
U{ fla-z) = f(a)- f( |f€N,a€A}.

We used above the following abbreviations: u(D) = {u(d) : d € D}, (D) =
{l(d) : d € D} and s9(D) = {s2(d) : d € D}. According to ODP, there is a
valuation ¢ : N — F. Let us say ¢(n) =v € F and p(m) = p € F. Consider
the following finite guarded recursive specification:

R="Y"ri(d)-v(u(R) | s2(d) - 2),
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Now let o € D*, then we define the process R, inductively as displayed below:

Ry =R,
Rt = v(u(Ry) || 52(d) - 7).

At this point, we will prove the following claim:
Ry = v(u(R,) || 2). (5)

We will verify this by showing that both left and right-hand side of equation (5)
are solutions for the same guarded recursive specification and then we will apply
RSP. In order to prove this, we need another intermediate result:

VoeD*VdeD: v(uR,)|s2(d)-Z) => ri(e)  Resgwa-  (6)

We will prove (6) with induction on the length of the word o. First let d € D
be arbitrarily chosen and let o = A. Consider the following calculation:

v(u(RA) [Ls2(d) - 2) = v( 3 (o) - m(Re) Ls2(d) - 2)

eeD

= > () v (p(Rews) | s2(d) - 2)

eeD

= Z 1 (6) : Re*A*d-

ecD

Hence, for 0 = A equation (6) is proved. Now let d € D and let 0 = p* f € D*
for some f € D, such that equation (6) is proved for p € D*. We show that (6)
holds for o:

v(i(Ry) ILsa(d) - 2) = v (o v(u(By) | 53(f) - Z) |Ls2(d) - Z
= v(pov(u(Ry) L5:(f) - 2) |Ls2(d) - 2
+v(pov(sa(f)- Z Lu(R,)) [Lsa(d
=v(pov(u(Ry) L5:(f) 2) |Ls2(d) - 2
- y(u(z r1(e) -Re*p*f) | s2(d) - z)

ecD

= Z r1(e) - V(,M(Re*o) | s2(d) - Z)

ecD

- Z 1 (6) : Re*a*d-

eeD

N— — N

.Z)

+
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This ends the proof of our intermediate result stated in (6). Let us now calculate
the left-hand side of equation (5), first we take o = A:

= Zrl(d) 'Rd.

deD
Now we will drop the assumption of o being the empty word.

Rova = v(u(Ry) || 52(d) - Z)
— v(u(Ry) | 52(d) - Z) + 52(d) - v(1(R,) || Z)
= Z 7“1(6) . Re*a*d + SQ(d) ' V(IU(RU) || Z) (7)

eeD

Consider the guarded recursive specification GG below:

G = {XA: > r(d) - Xy,

deD

Xosd = Z 7“1(6) * Xewosd + V(,U(Xg) || Z) ‘ de D,o e D* }
eeD

Then it is obvious that, if we put X, = R, for all ¢ € D*, this system is a solu-
tion for G. Observe that the linear unary operators, appearing in the guarded
recursive specification G, are concrete operators; confer remark (3.2.19). Now
we will prove that the right-hand side of equation (5) is also a solution for the
specification G. Therefore, we will introduce one more abbreviation:

So = v(u(Ry) | 2).

Consider the calculation below for Sj:

Sx=v(u(Ry) L Z)
= v (1@ v(u(By) || 52(d) - 2) ) L 2)
deD
=v(3 i) pov(uRy) | 52(d) - 2) | Z)
deD
=" ) v(pov(p(Ry) | s2(d) - 2) || 2)
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=>_nd)-v(uRa) | Z)
= Z ™ (d) . Sd.

deD
Now we calculate Sg44:

Sa‘*d - V(M(Ra*d) || Z)
= 3 (@) - (i Revea) | Z) + 52(d) 0 (1(S0) | Z)  use (7

ecD

— Z r1(e) + Sexoxa + S2(d) - V(M(Sa) | Z)

It is clear that, if we put for all 0 € D* : X, = S, this system is also a solution
for G. Hence, by RSP, we conclude the proof of equation (5). Now we find for
the defining equations for R,:

Ryx= Y ri(d) R,
deD

Ra*d - Z T (d) . Re*o*d + s9 (d) . Ra-
eeD

But these are the defining equations of the process Q = Q)y; see equations (6)
and (7). Thus, again using RSP, we obtain ) = R). This ends the proof
of 3.6.2.

At this point, we will give an example in which we will use the operator
definition principle in order to specify a communication network. In [4] this
particular example is specified with an auxiliary operator, which is called the
localization operator. In fact, it is the composition of a renaming operator and
an abstraction operator. We will handle this in a slightly different way. We
will combine three operators in one linear unary operator instead of two: a
renaming operator (which is the auxiliary part), an abstraction operator and
an encapsulation operator. In this network, we will have an environment E, a
sender S and a receiver R. We will have four channels 1-4. We will depict this
network in figure 3.5.

Figure 3.5. A communication network.
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Let D be a finite set of data and let ack ¢ D be an acknowledgement. We will
give the recursive equations for the sender S and the receiver R.

S = Z r1(d) - so(d) - r3(ack) - s1(ack) - S,
deD

R = Z ro(d) - s4(d) - s3(ack) - R.

deD

The sender and the receiver both communicate with the environment via chan-
nels 1 and 4. The environment E can send data along 1, receive an ack along 1,
or receive data along 4. Thus, we can put for the recursive specification for E:

E= (Z si(d) + Y ra(d) + rl(ack)> E.

deD deD

The behaviour of the environment is that we first must have an s;(d), then an
r4(d) and then an ri(ack) before the next si(e) can follow. This ordering of
atomic actions is not expressed in the definition of E. We will use an auxiliary
linear unary operator to express this behaviour. We assume for the set of
atomic actions A the following;:

A={rid),si(d),c;(d):deD,i=1,2,4}
U { ri(ack),s;(ack),c;(ack) : i =1,3 }

Next we will give, for a function name n, the following linear functional speci-
fication:

C
=
S
—
Q
)
—~~ o~
39
~— ~—
\_/\_/\/3
I
\]
SH
m
S
—

With the aid of ODP, we know that there is a valuation ¢ that solves this
system. Let us say ¢p(n) = v € F (notice that this linear unary operator is
an example of an abstracting operator; see definition (3.2.12) on page 76). We
can now state the following theorem in which we will use the notations that
we have introduced above. This theorem says that we will obtain the actions
of F in the right order.
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Theorem (3.6.3)

V(E | S| R) = s1(d) ra(d)-ri(ack) - v(E | S| R).
deD
Proof. This consists of the following straightforward calculation:

v(E|S[IR)=v((E]S)|R)

=3 () v(sald) - ra(ack) - s1(ack) - S | E|| R)
deD

= 3" s1(d) - v((s2(d) - r3(ack) - sy(ack) - S | R) |LE)

= s1(d) -7 v(sa(d) - ss(ack) - R || rs(ack) - s1(ack) - S || E)
=" s1(d) - v((sa(d) - ss(ack) - R| E) | rs(ack) - s1(ack) - S)
=" s1(d) - ra(d) - v(ss(ack) - R | E || r3(ack) - s1(ack) - S)
=" s1(d) - ra(d) - v((ss(ack) - B | r3(ack) - s1(ack) - ) |L E)
=" s1(d) - ra(d) -7 v(R | siack) - S || E)

= s1(d)-ra(d) - v((E | s1(ack) - S) [ R)

=3 s1(d) - ra(d) - sa(ack) - v(E | S | B).

In the next example, we will describe a process P, which can be in different
states: we will specify a process with parallel input. More on this subject can
be found in chapter 2. Suppose we have a finite data set D consisting of
two elements 0 and 1. We have two input channels: 1 and 2, and one output
channel: 3. The process P reads in an arbitrary order the data of the input
channels 1 and 2 and sends along channel 3 the sum of these data modulo 2
(and then it starts all over again). We can think of P as a simulation of
a(n) xor-port with the aid of process algebra. We will depict this process in
figure 3.6.

—»1 3
P >
2

Figure 3.6. Simulation of a(n) xor-port.
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We will first describe the process P without the merge. We assume that we
have the following set of atomic actions:

A={ri(j):i=1,27=0,1} U {t}
U{ri(j):1=1,27=0,1}U{s3(j) : j = 0,1}
:{Tg(j):i:1,2j20,1}U{t}UB,
with B ={r;(j):i=1,2 5 =0,1} U{s3(j) : j = 0,1}. Consider the recursive
specification of the process P below:

P= Z r1(3) - Z ro(j) - s3(i + j mod 2) - P

i=0,1 j=0,1
+ Z ro(l) - Z r1(k) - s3(k + 1 mod 2) - P.
1=0,1 k=0,1

The problem with this specification is that we actually want to denote this
process with a merge. For it has parallel input. But if we do so, we will obtain
difficulties with the scope of the sum signs. We could write the specification
above as follows:
P= (Z (i) || Z rg(j)) - $3(i + j mod 2) - P.
i=0,1 j=0,1

Since the variable ¢ under the first sum sign is bounded, we can alter it without
changing the meaning of the sum. But the ¢ that occurs in the send action will
remain the same. So the meaning of the entire formula will change. We will
use an auxiliary unary operator to solve this problem. Let

N = {nkJ : k‘,l:O,l}

be a set of function names. Let E(N) be the following linear functional speci-
fication.

E(N) = {np1(ri(5)) = () : 5k, 1 =0,10i=1,2}
U{nk(t) =s3(k+1mod2): k,l=0,1}
U{n(a) =a:a € B}
U { ”k,l(rll(j) . x) =ri1(j) -nu(z): j,k,1=0,1 }
U {nei(ry(j) - =) =ra(j) - iy (2) : 4,k 1= 0,1}
U{ npea(t- ) = sa(k +1mod 2) - noo(x) : k1 =0,1}
U{ngi(a-z)=a -ng(x):a€ B k,l=0,1}.

With the aid of ODP, we know that there is a valuation ¢ : N — F' which

solves this system. Let us say ¢(ng,;) = vy € F with k,l € {0,1}. Subse-
quently, we will give a specification of a process X.

X= (3@ Y ) t-x
i=0,1 j=0,1

With the notations that we have introduced above we can now state the fol-
lowing theorem.
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Theorem (3.6.4)

I/0,0(X) =P

Proof. Consider the following calculation.

voo(X) = oo D (i) - D ra() ¢+ X)

i=0,1 j=0,1
+VO,O(Z ) S (k) -t~X)
1=0,1 k=0,1
= > nG@) o 3 () -t X)
i=0,1 Jj=0,1
+ 3 0 v Y k)t X)
1=0,1 k=0,1
= > (i) vi;(t- X)
1=0,1 7=0,1
+ ) D) ri(k) - v (t - X)
1=0,1 k=0,1
=) ) -53(1 + 7 mod 2) - vy o(X)
1=0,1 7=0,1
+ ) ra(l) - r1(k) - s3(k + 1 mod 2) - vy o(X).
1=0,1 k=0,1

With the aid of RSP we see that v o(X) = P. This will end the verification
of theorem 3.6.4.

3.7. Generalizations

In this section we will mention briefly some generalizations of ACP; ,. In par-
ticular, we will point out that the definition of a linear functional specification
can be generalized easily such that, with the aid of ODP and OSP, we can
introduce more linear unary operators. The first generalization that can be
thought of is an “exit” possibility. That is, we allow functional equations of
the following type:

fla-z) = f(a).

Then we are able to specify (operators that behave like) the projection opera-
tors, with the aid of a linear functional specification. The second generalization
that we can think of is that we have more “liberal” boundary conditions: we
would sometimes send an atomic action to a closed term. To exemplify this,
we will give hereinafter a definition of a linear functional specification that
accommodates both generalizations.
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Definition (3.7.1)

Let N be a set of function names. A linear functional specification E(N)
for N is a set of the following form:

E(N)={rnos:neN,ac AtU{e,q:n € N,a€ A}. (1)

Both r,, , and e, , are equations. Now fix an a € A and an n € N, then we will
define the two equations r, , and e, , for the pair (n,a). The first equation
Tn,q is called a boundary condition and has the following form: there are closed
terms {ty : k € K} and {s; : [ € L} without linear unary operators, for certain
finite disjoint sets K and L, such that

Foa = x(na) = St + 3 s (2)

keK leL

The equation e, 4 is called a linear functional equation and it is of the following

form:
ena=XN,a-2)= Ztk-x(nk,x)—FZsl, (3)
keK leL
in which {ng : k € K} C N. If K = (), we omit the first sum sign in both
equations (2) and (3) and if L = (), we leave out the second sum sign in (2)
and (3).

It will be clear that this definition is a generalization of definition (3.2.2),
for let L = () (this disables the “exit” possibility), let || = 1 and let the closed
term t, € AU {0, 7}.

Since, for the generalized state operator®, we have

Al(a)= ) b,

bea(m,s)

we see that we can specify this operator with a linear functional specification
of definition (3.7.1). We will not need the “exit” possibility here.

It is also possible to consider operators f : P — ). Where we have a
binary operator “+” on the elements of Q). If we take, for example, Q = F(A)
we can define the binary operator + to be the union of sets. We must change
the definition of a linear functional specification in a radical way. For we might
want to have functional equations that look like

fla-x) = f(a) + f(x).

* see definition (1.3.4)
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Examples of such operators are: the trace operator and the alphabet of a
process, which can be found in [4]. An example of an auxiliary operator of this
“type” can be found in chapter 2. It is the collection of all the registers that
occur in a process x and it is abbreviated: reg(z). We will not discuss this type
of generalization any further.

Concluding, we can say that the notion of a linear functional specification
can be generalized easily, such that we can handle more and more linear unary
operators.

3.8. Conclusions

In this chapter we have presented a way to introduce linear unary operators.
Moreover, ACP; , is a first attempt to unify many other axiom systems. In
section 3.6, all the examples were originally specified in different axiom systems.
While in this chapter, these examples are studied in ACP; ,,.

The first example concerning KFAR,,, was specified in ACP, with renam-
ing operators. This example showed us that the principles ODP and OSP were
not only used to specify an auxiliary linear unary operator in order to give
a verification, but we also employed it indirectly: we intensively referred to
some (absorption) theorems that were proved, using the principles ODP and
OSP. Another matter that we discovered in studying this example, was that
the notion of a guarded recursive specification had to be adapted; see for details
remark (3.2.19).

The second example was specified in ACP with renaming operators. These
renaming operators were more “elementary” than the renaming operators that
were defined in [40]. A remarkable fact is that in this example we find linear
unary operators inside a guarded recursive specification. As they are so-called
concrete operators, they are of no harm in the guarded recursive specification.

The next example uses ACP with the localization operator. It is an ope-
rator that consists of two parts: there is an encapsulation part and there is
a “renaming” part. The localization operator is in fact the composition of a
renaming operator and an encapsulation operator. We treated this operator
in a slightly different way: we made a linear unary operator with three com-
ponents; besides the two mentioned hereinbefore, we adapted an abstraction
part, too. This is done to create an example of an abstracting operator and to
make things a little more compact.

The last example was originally specified in ACP, and the register operator
(see chapter 2). To shorten the proof of theorem (3.6.4), we simplified the
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situation somewhat: we “reset” the xor-port each time after it sent the output
along channel 3.

Theorem (3.4.29) was originally formulated with the aid of ACP with
the (simple) state operator, as can be seen in the remark subsequent to this
theorem. We formulate and prove it, in ACP; .

We find thus that ACP; , with of course ODP and OSP, is a theory that
handles all these different cases. So it can be seen as a theory that unifies the
other theories. We are not ready, however, since there are examples of linear
unary operators that we cannot describe with this theory yet. We can mention
the generalized state operator here. The main reason for this “lack”, is the
definition of a linear functional specification. We kept this definition as simple
as possible for heuristic reasons.

A matter that we did not discuss here is the research on non-linear unary
operators, such as the priority operator; see section 1.4. It is the author’s
opinion that it is worthwhile doing some further investigations on both linear
and non-linear unary operators.
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Chapter 4

On Induction Principles

E will discuss a theory that is a generalization of the theory of chapter 3,

where we developed the theory in its most elementary form. We will
explore one of the suggested generalizations in section 3.7, which is the so
called “exit” possibility. This means that we are able to reason on projection
operators and linear unary operators that behave like projection operators. In
fact, we will consider a more general type of projection operators than the usual
projection operators. With the generalized projection operators we will propose
an induction principle that turns out to be useful in protocol verifications.

The theory in chapter 3 has been developed to obtain a uniform approach
for the introduction of linear unary operators in process algebras. Instances of
such operators are frequently found in, for example, communication protocols.
In many cases a new verification demands a new set of operators. So for each
new verification a new axiom system must be given. Moreover, a number of
lemmas concerning the brand new operators have to be proved, or, if that
fails, additional axioms on these operators have to be added, for instance, the
conditional alphabet axioms; see section 1.5. Although these operators are
all different, they share certain common properties, which calls for a unifying
framework in which it will be possible to introduce these operators and to
reason about them in order to save time and effort.

We will prove some general theorems on linear unary operators. Moreover,
we will apply the theory by proving that a fair FIFO queue satisfies a criterion
for protocol correctness where we will use the induction principle. This is not
an individual case: we will show that a wide range of communication protocols
in which unbounded queues appear can be verified using the same methods.

4.1. Introduction

We will consider the algebra of communicating processes with abstraction and
linear unary operators. The abbreviation for this axiom system will be ACP ,,.
The 7 stands for Milner’s silent action [36] and the u for unary (in linear unary
operator). The theory ACP; ,, is an extension of the algebra of communicating
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processes with abstraction ACP; that has been studied in [12]; see for a short
introduction chapter 1. In chapter 3 the idea of a two sorted algebra is proposed
and it is shown that this is a proper way to obtain a uniform approach for the
introduction of linear unary operators and moreover, a number of examples
illustrate that ACP; , is a unifying framework for many other theories that
consist of ACP or ACP; with some additional linear unary operators.

In this chapter we will study the generalization of the theory in which it is
possible to specify the projection operators, as well. The projection operators
can be found for the first time in process algebra in [14]. Due to the system-
atic research on linear unary operators more general projection operators are
proposed instead of the “classical” or full projection operators. The approx-
imation induction principle (AIP) accompanies the full projection operators;
see section 1.2. In this chapter we propose its equivalent for the generalized
projection operators. In fact, we propose a number of induction principles:
one for each subset of the finite set of atomic actions. If we take this subset
to be the set of atomic actions itself we will regain the old induction princi-
ple AIP. We will show that these principles can be very useful in verifications
of correctness theorems on communication protocols.

We will briefly mention the overall structure of this chapter. In section 4.2
we will repeat the main points of the axiomatic framework ACP;, as it is
already described in chapter 3 albeit that certain matters are generalizations of
the corresponding ones in chapter 3. In the subsequent section 4.3 we will prove
some general theorems on linear unary operators. The items in this section are
both a continuation and a generalization of theorems that have been studied
in section 3.4. In this section we will focus on theorems in combination with
the projection operators; for general theorems without projection operators we
refer to section 3.4. An important theorem in section 4.3 is the result that
the abstraction operator and the projection operators commute under certain
circumstances. The proof of this theorem is trivial but its consequences are
not. In section 4.4 we will see this when we will explain how this theory can
be used in protocol verifications. We will show that a fair FIFO queue with
an unbounded capacity satisfies an algebraic criterion for protocol correctness;
this is an old problem in process algebra and it has been first studied in [13].
With the methods that we use in this proof we will verify three alternating bit
protocols with a time out that can take place at any moment. In section 4.5 we
will state some conclusions and recommendations for the further development
of this theory and we mention a number of protocols that can be verified in the
same way as the ones in section 4.4.
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4.2. Definitions

In this section we will give the signature and the axioms of ACP; ,, as it will be
used in this chapter. We will mention five principles (with accompanying def-
initions): the Operator Definition Principle ODP, the Operator Specification
Principle OSP, the Recursive Definition Principle RDP, the Recursive Specifi-
cation Principle RSP and Koomen’s Fair Abstraction Rule KFAR,,. The first
two ODP and OSP can be found in chapter 3. The principles RDP and RSP
can be found in chapter 1. Finally, KFAR,, can also be found in chapter 1.

We will also mention a sixth principle: the Generalized Induction Prin-
ciple GIP. The principle GIP is new and is the subject of research in this
chapter. It is a generalization of the Approximation Induction Principle AIP~
that can be found in [21]; see also [15]. RDP, RSP and KFAR were introduced
in papers about protocol verification. AIP is not used in protocol verifications.
The reason for that is that the operators occurring in AIP do not commute
with an important linear unary operator: the abstraction operator. Using GIP
will by-pass this problem. We will show this in the next section (see theo-
rem (4.3.12)).

First we will provide a picture of the signature of ACP; ,. The difference
between figure 4.1 and figure 3.1 on page 71 is the set of constants of sort F.
It is extended. In figure 3.1 we have besides the encapsulation operator and
the abstraction operator all the full projection operators. In figure 4.1 we have
also the identity map id and we have for each subset J C A a set of projection
operators.

H7|_|J|7+7' + O

- 1 .2 3
id, O, Tr, T, T, T, . ..

Figure 4.1. Graphical representation of the signature.

Now we will explain this figure. As we can see it is a two-sorted algebra. The
first sort that we consider is the sort P of processes. We have a set of constants
or atomic actions A in P. There are two so-called special constants in P:
deadlock, which is denoted by 0 and the silent step, which is abbreviated by 7.
We have five binary operators with both arguments in P (they are all infix
operators):

merge: | : PxP— P,
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left-merge: | : PxP— P,
communication-merge: | :Px P — P,
sequential composition: - PxP— P,
alternative composition: 4+:PxP— P.

Now we will consider the second one: the sort F' of functions or linear unary op-
erators. First, we will discuss the constants of this sort. We have a constant id,
which stands for the identity. For all H C A we have a constant 0y € F. We
will refer to this constant as the encapsulation operator. For all I C A we have
a constant 7; € F', which is called the abstraction operator. Furthermore, we
have for all n > 1 and for all J C A a constant 7’y € F'. This constant will be
called the (nth) projection operator. We have only one binary operator with
both arguments of sort F':

o: FxF — F.

This operator will be called the composition of functions. Finally, we have a
binary operator that “connects” the two sorts P and F'. It is called the apply
function:

x:FxP— P.

This will end the discussion on the signature. Afterwards, we will give the
axiom system of ACP;, as it is stated in chapter 3 albeit that we will have
other axioms concerning the projection operators. We will use the following
notational conventions for the symbols that appear in table 4.1 (page 155): a,b
and ¢ are atomic actions, or §; x, y, z are processes; 7 is a special constant, that
is, deadlock or silent step; n > 1; H, I and J are subsets of A; and finally, f, g
and h are linear unary operators.

We will formulate an extensionality axiom, which states that linear unary
operators that coincide on all processes are indeed the same. We will not use
this axiom since we will introduce the notion of a linear functional specification
and some principles that allow us to reason about linear unary operators in a
comfortable way, but there is no reason to exclude extensionality, so here it is
anyway.

Axiom (4.2.1) Extensionality

Let f and g be linear unary operators. If for all processes x € P : x(f,x) =
x(g,x), then f =g. We will use the abbreviation EA for this axiom.

Hereinafter, we will define the notion of a linear functional specification.
This concept is already defined in chapter 3. We will use a generalized form
in which it will be possible to specify the “generalized” projection operators
7'y € F. This form is suggested in section 3.7.
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Al z+y=y+z

A2 z+(y+2)=(r+y +
A3 z4+zx=2

A (z4y)-z=z-z2+y- 2
A5 (z-y) z=xz-(y-2)
A6 z+0=<

A7 -x=9§

Cl alb=0bla
C2 (alb)fec=al(b]c)
C3 dla=9

CM2alz=a-x
CM3 (a-z)[ly=a-(z|y)

CM5 (a-x)|b=(a|b) x
CM6al|(b-x)=(a|b) x
CM7 (a-2) [ (b-y) = (a]D)-

D1 x(0m,a) =a, ifa¢ H
D2 x(0m,a) =6, ifac H

ID x(id,x) ==

CMlzlly=z[y+ylz+zly

CM4 (z+vy)||lz=z]z+yl| =

CM8 (x4y)|z=x|z+y]|=z x(f,v)=v Xl
CMIz|(y+z2)=x|y+z|z x(fiy-x) =7 x(f,

x(tr,a) =a, ifad¢ I TI1
z x(rr,a) =71, ifael TI2
x(rr,z-y) = x(rr,z) - x(rr,y)  TI3

Tlx=0 TCI1
x|T=0 TC2
(x)ly=2|y TC3
| (r-y)=wx|y TC4

rx-T=z T1
T-x+r=17-x T2
a-(t-x+y)=a-(1-x+y)+a-xz T3

Tllz=7-2 TMI1
(T 2)ly=7-(z|y) TM2

x(fog,z)=x(f,x(g,z)) XCI1
x((fog)oh,a)=x(fo(goh),z) XC2
(= |l y)

x X2
x(frz+y)=x(f,2) +x(f,y) X3
x(7%,a) = a GPR1

x0Owm,y) x(rh,a-x)=a, if a € JGPR2
X(ﬁ?“,a -x)=a-x(n7%,x), if a € J GPR3
x(,a-z)=a-x(n%,z), if a ¢ J GPR4

Table 4.1. ACP, ,,.

Definition (4.2.2) Linear Functional Specifications

Let N be a finite set of function names. A linear functional specifica-
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tion E(N) for the set of names N is a set of equations of the following form:
E(N) = {Tn,a|n € N,a € A} U {en7a|n € N,a € A},

in which r, , is called a boundary condition and e, , is called a (linear) func-
tional equation. Fix a € A and n € N. Then we will define what the form is of
these two types of equations. First we define the boundary condition. There is
abe AU {0, 7} such that

Tn.a = X(n,a) =b.

Now we will define what the functional equation is. It can have two forms. We
will use the same b as in the boundary condition that we defined above.

e — X(n7a ' x) = b7 or
e\ x(n,a-x) =0b-x(m,x), for onem e N.

In chapter 3 we have only the second form for the functional equation.

Subsequently, we will recall ODP and OSP. They are the same as in chap-
ter 3 but they use the more general definition of a linear functional specification
given above.

Definition (4.2.3)
We will call a mapping ¢ : N — F' a valuation for N.

Principle (4.2.4) The Operator Definition Principle

Let E(N) be a linear functional specification for a set of function names N
in the sense of definition (4.2.2). Then the following holds: there is a valuation
¢ for N, which solves the system of equations E(N). We will use the compact
notation ODP for this principle.

Principle (4.2.5) The Operator Specification Principle

Let E(N) be a linear functional specification for a set of function names N
in the sense of definition (4.2.2). Then there is at most one valuation ¢ for
N such that ¢ solves the system of equations E(NN). We will use the compact
notation OSP.

We will recall RDP and RSP.

Principle (4.2.6) The Recursive Definition Principle

Let E be a guarded recursive specification in the sense of definition (3.2.15).
Then there is a solution for E.
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Principle (4.2.7) The Recursive Specification Principle

Let E be a guarded recursive specification in the sense of definition (3.2.15).
Then there is at most one solution for E.

Now we will state our new principle.

Principle (4.2.8) The Generalized Approzimation Induction Principle

Let J C A and let z,y € P. If we have for all n > 1 : 7%} (x) = 7 (y)
and we have that x or y can be specified with the aid of a guarded recursive
specification in the sense of definition (3.2.15), we have x = y. We will use
the abbreviation GIP for this principle; this acronym stands for: “generalized
induction principle”.

Remarks (4.2.9)

We will explain why this principle is called “generalized”. In section 3.2 we
can find this principle for J = A. The projection operators are simply denoted
by m, there. It has the subsequent form: if we have for all n > 1:

T () = 70 (y)

then we have x = y. This principle is called “the approximation induction prin-
ciple” hence the adjective generalized. We will also use the notation m,, = 7'}
in accordance with the notational conventions of process algebra.

Now we will recall KFAR. It can be found in chapter 1.

Principle (4.2.10) Koomen’s Fair Abstraction Rule

Let x1,...,x, and y1,...,y, be in P. Let I C A and suppose that we
have the following identities for these processes:

T1 =11 T2 + Y1,

To = i3 - T3 + Y2,

LTp—1 = in—l "Iy + Yn—1,

Ty =lpn - 1+ Yn,
with the following assumptions on the i;, (1 < j < n):
{r} # {ir,.. . in} S TU{r},
then we have:
(@) =71 (rr(y) + 71 (y2) + -+ 71(yn))-

We will refer to this principle with the abbreviation KFAR,,. But if we have
that n = 1 we will also use the abbreviation KFAR.
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4.3. Theorems

In this section we will prove some general theorems on linear unary operators.
We will focus on theorems in which the projection operators occur. Theorems
concerning just linear unary operators without an exit possibility can be found
in chapter 3.

The first result is that the projection operators commute. The second
result is that in certain circumstances the composition of two projections can
be written as one projection. This is true in general for full projections (which is
the next result). Then a number of results follow in which necessary conditions
are formulated such that a linear unary operator without an exit possibility
commutes with a projection operator. This will be generalized to linear unary
operators with an exit. The last theorem states that a linear unary operator
with an exit possibility can be decomposed into a linear unary operator without
an exit and a generalized projection operator. This is an important result. In
chapter 3 we discussed the linear unary operators without an exit in depth and
in this section we will discuss the projections. This theorem states that we can
investigate linear unary operators as they are defined here by researching two
simpler classes: the ones in chapter 3 and the generalized projections.

Theorem (4.3.1)
For all n,k > 1 and Ji, J2 € A we have '} ol =7k ox? .

Proof. Let M = {m;; : 1 < i <n,1 <j <k} be a set of function names.
Consider the following linear functional specification:

E(M):{mi,j(a):a:aEA,lgign,lgjgk:}
U {mija-x)=m;;a) m;(z)
ca€ A\ (J1UJp),1<i<n1<j<k}
U{mi (a-z)=mj(a):acJ,1<j<k}
U{mi,l(a-a:):mi,l(a):aEJQ,lgiSn}
U{mis1;(a-x) =mi j(a) - m;(x)
ca€Ji\Jp,1<i<n1<j<k}
U {miji(a-z) =mijyi(a) -mg (z)
:aeJ2\J1,1§i§n,1§j<k:}
U{mit1ji1(a-x) = mip1jy1(a) - mgj(z)
:aEJlﬂJ21§i<n,1§j<k}.

We will try the solution m; ; = 7rf,1 owfé. First, we will verify that the boundary

conditions hold. Because of GPR1 we immediately see that 7rf]1 o 7rLj]2(a) =a
foralla € Aand 1 <i <n,1 <j < k. Subsequently, we will check that the
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functional equations hold. Let a € A\ (J;UJ2) andlet 1 <i<n,1 <j<k
be chosen. Then we see, using GPR4 twice, that

. j o i . i
my omy,(a-x) =mY omy (a) - mlh owy ().
Now we treat the case a € J;,1 < j < k. In fact, we have two subcases

here: @ € Jy and a ¢ J,. But eventually the remaining part will be “cut off”
by 7}, . So we obtain that

my, o, (a-x) =, o) (a).

The case a € Js,1 <7 < n is treated similarly to this case only more simply.
Now we take a € J; \ Jo and 1 <i < n,1 <j < k. We find with the aid of the
axioms for the projection operators at once that

- . - . , .
Wf]Jlr o 7r;7]2 (a-x)= wf]j; o 7r;7]2 (a) 7Y, o 7r;7]2 (x).

The case a € Jo \ J1,1 < i < n,1 < j < k is verified the same as the former
case. Finally, we will treat the case a € J;NJs,1 <i<n,1 <5 <k. We find
immediately that

WSTl o 7T‘Lj]2+1(a ) = Wijfl © W‘Lj.ljl(a) : 7rfh © 7%2 ().

Now we can conclude that the solution that we proposed is indeed a solution
for E(M). On the other hand, if we try the solution m;; = 7 o x’ , we
obtain, just as above, that this will solve the system E(M), too. Thus, we may
conclude in accord with OSP that these solutions are the same. In particular,
we find that 7’ o % =7k ox” . Herewith we end the verification of 4.3.1.

Theorem (4.3.2)
For all kK > n > 1 and for all subsets Jq, Jos C A with Jy C J; we have
7, o 7T§2 =7y,

Proof. We will prove 4.3.2 with induction on n. Hence, let n = 1,k > 1
and Jy C J; C A be chosen. Let m be a function name. Consider the linear
functional specification E(m), defining 7} , hereinafter.

E(m)={m(a)=a:ac A}
U{m(a-z) =m(a):ac i}
U{m(a-z) =m(a) -m(z):ac A\ Ji}.

We immediately see that 7} is a solution for E(m). We will show that 7} om”
is also a solution. Thereto we will verify that the boundary conditions hold.
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Let a € A be fixed. Then we see with GPRI1 that 7} o % (a) = a. Now
we will consider the functional equations. First let a € J;. We will have two
cases: a ¢ Jy and a € Jy. The latter case will have two subcases: k = 1
and k£ > 1. Consider the following simple calculation:

7t onk (a), if k= 1;
a€ Jy: { S Jz()

wh (nh () - w5 (@), if k> 1.
7T(1]107T§2(a-x): Jl( J2( ) Jo ( ))

ag i 7, (wh(a) 7, (2))

k
= 7T},1 om (a).

Now we will treat the case a € A\ J; C A\ Js. It is evident that

7Tn]jl O7T=1;2 (a ) :L.) = ﬂ—(]jl Oﬂ-ﬁz (a) ’ ﬂ-(]jl OT(LI;Q (x)'

Thus, we find, using OSP:
Vk>1,VJ CJy:my onh =m). (1)

Now suppose that 4.3.2 is proved up to n inclusive. Then we will verify 4.3.2
for n + 1. Choose k > n+1 and let Jy C J; C A be fixed. Let

M = {mlv"':mn-i-l}

be a set of function names and consider the subsequent linear functional spec-
ification F(M):
EM)={mia)=a:ac A, 1<i<n+1}

U{m(a-z) =mi(a) -my(z) :ac A\ J;,1<i<n+1}
U{mii(a-z) =mip1(a) -mi(z) :a€ i, 1 <i<n}
U{mi(a-z) =mi(a):a€ i}

It will be clear that 7} ,... ,7rf}1+1 solves the system E(M). We will try the

solution m; = 7r31 o 7T§2 for 1 < ¢ < n+ 1. It is obvious that the boundary

conditions are satisfied. So we will only treat the functional equations. Let
thereto a € A\ J; and 1 <i <n+ 1. Since a ¢ Jo we find:

ﬂ-:L]l © 7TJ2 (a ’ .',U) = 7T:L]1 © ﬂ-JQ (a) ' 7T:L]1 © ﬂ-Jg (:C)'
Now let a € J;. First we will handle the case i = 1.

mh ok (a-x) =7} (a- ) because of (1)
=y, (a)

=} onh (a).
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Now let 1 <7 < n. Consider the following calculation.

W?}Tl © 7.‘-?2 (a-z) = ngl(a - ) induction
= i (a) 7, (2)

=it om,(a) -y, (2)

= ”ijfl o 7r§2 (a) - 731 o Wﬁz (x). induction

Now we will treat the case 1 = n + 1. We will have two subcases: a € Jy
and a ¢ Jy. First, we will consider a € Jo (observe that k > 1):

k—
wytom, (- x) =y (7], (a) - 7wy (@)

=y oml,(a) - wy 0wl (@)
= W?jl © 7T52 (a) - 77 (x) induction
= W?;LH © Wﬁz(a) - o 7[’?2 (). induction

Now we take a ¢ Js.

wtomy,(a- ) = x5 (7], (a) - 7], (2)

k k
= W?;Fl © ﬂ-JQ (a) : WSL]_ © ﬂ-Jg (:C)'

We see that in both subcases the right-hand sides are the same. Hence, we see
that the functional equations are satisfied, too. So with the aid of OSP we find
that 7rf}1+1 o 7T§2 = 7rf}1+1. This will end the induction step and therewith the
proof of 4.3.2.

Corollary (4.3.3)
For all n,k > 1 and for all J C A we have 7} o 7rf} = W?in("’k).

Proof. Let J; = Jo = J. First suppose that k£ > n. With the aid of theo-
rem (4.3.2) we find that

ok =g = rmin(nk)
Now suppose that k£ < n. Then we find:
™ ork =7k on because of (4.3.1)
=k theorem (4.3.2)
min(n,k)

J

This will end the proof of 4.3.3.
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Corollary (4.3.4)

For all n,k > 1: 7, o T = Tmin(n,k)- We used here the abbreviation m, =
7'y, see (4.2.9).

Remark (4.3.5)

It is a well-known fact in process algebra that for closed terms ¢ the fol-
lowing holds:

Tn © Tk (t) = Tmin(n,k) (1)

Confer section 2.4. We see that with the use of linear functional specifications,
in combination with ODP and OSP, we are able to prove this fact for all pro-
cesses. So a composition of “full” projections is always composable into only one
full projection. This composability result is generalized in theorem (4.3.2). The
following question may arise: “Is every composition of generalized projection
operators composable into only one (generalized) projection operator?” The
answer to this question is negative. For, let A = {a,b} and suppose that there
exists a subset J C A and a natural number n > 1 such that F%a} o W%b} =7

Assume that b ¢ J. Then we see that
Tiay © Ty (b7) = b7 # b° = 75 (b°).

So this assumption cannot hold. Hence, b € J. In a similar way we find
that a € J, so J = A. Assume that n = 1. Then we see that

Ty (%) = b # b =m0y (7).
Thus, we find that n > 1. Thus, 77(a?) = a®. But
™ (a?) = W%a} o ﬂ'%b} (a?) = a.

So n ¥ 1. This is in contradiction with the fact that n > 1 so the assumption
that W%a} o W%b} can be written as 7'} for one n > 1 and a subset J C A cannot
hold.

We will define hereinafter what a renaming operator is. In chapter 3 we
define this to be a linear unary operator that can be defined with the aid of a
linear functional specification with the extra requirement that the set of derived
operators D(f) contains only one element; see definition (3.2.10). But with the
generalized version of a linear functional specification, we are able to specify 7.
This means that with this definition 7y would become a renaming operator.
To solve this, we will need the subsequent definition in which we will introduce
the concept of the set of “exits” of a linear unary operator.
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Definition (4.3.6)

Let f € F be a linear unary operator. The set of exits X (f) with respect
to f is the following subset of A:

X(f)={acA|VzePIbe AU{r}: fla-z)=0b}.

We excluded ¢ here, since § = 6 - f(x) for all f € F. This means that if we
have an atomic action a such that f(a-x) = J, it looks like an exit but, in fact,
it is not since we can write f(a-z) =9 f(x).

Examples (4.3.7)
It is easy to see that X (7)) = J. For, let j € J then we have for all z € P:

()=

so we see that j € X(n}). Now suppose that a ¢ J. Then we know that for
all z € P: 7l(a-z) = a-n}(x) and we see that a ¢ X (r}). Thus, we find
that X (r}) = J. We will show that X (9n) = 0. Suppose that there is an
atomic action a € X(0g). If a ¢ H we find that 0y (a-z) = a-dg(x). This
yields that a ¢ X (0 ). So we must have a € H. But then we find: 0y (a-z) = 6.
So we see, by definition, that a ¢ X (9g). We find thus that X (0y) = 0. In a
similar way we can obtain that X (77) = 0.

Definition (4.3.8)

Let f € F be a linear unary operator, which can be defined with the aid
of a linear functional specification. If |[D(f)| =1 and X (f) = ), we will call f
a (linear unary) renaming operator.

Examples (4.3.9)

We will show that dpy is a renaming operator. We have seen in (3.2.9)
that [D(0g)| = 1. In (4.3.7) we have seen that X (9y) = 0. It is easy to see
that Oy can be defined with the aid of a linear functional specification, so we
find that 0y is a renaming operator. In the same way we can obtain that 7
is a renaming operator. Now suppose that 7} is a renaming operator, then 7’
must be the identity map. We already know that |D(7})| = 1; see (3.2.9).
Since 7} is a renaming operator, we have J = X (w}) = (. Let n be a function

name and consider the following linear functional specification.
E(n)={n(a)=a:ac A} U{n(a-z)=n(a) -n(z):ac A}

It is very easy to see that both mj and id* are solutions for E(n). Hence, we
have 7 = id.

* See table 4.1 page 155.
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Theorem (4.3.10)
Let f € F be a renaming operator. Let J C A be chosen. Suppose that

the following two conditions are valid
(1) f(J)cJu{s}
(i)  fANJT) S A\ JU{d}

then we have for alln > 1 : fon’} = 7y o f. Observe that f is a concrete
renaming operator because of the conditions (7) and (7).

Proof. Choose an n > 1 and let M = {mq,...,m,} be a set of function
names. Contemplate the subsequent linear functional specification.

EM)={mia)=f(a):ac A, 1<i<n}
U{m;(a-z) =mi(a) - my(z) :a € A\J, 1<i<n}
U{mi(a-z) =mi(a):a€J}

U{miti(a-z) =mip1(a) -mi(z) :a€J, 1 <i<n}.

We will try the solution m; = 7Tf] of for 1 <i<n. Itis very easy to see that
the boundary conditions are valid, so we will only verify that the functional
equations are satisfied. Let a € A\ J and 1 <1i <n.

o fla-z) =5 (f(a) f(z))
=740 f(a) -7y o f(x). use (i1)

Now let a € J. We have two cases: i =1 and n > 17 > 1.

myo fla-z)=m;(f(a) f(x))

=15 o f(a). use (1)
Now the case 7 > 1:
o fla-z) =75 (f(a) - f(=))
—7T7’J+10f(a) 7rJof( ). use (7)

So we see that this solves the system E(M). On the other hand if we try the
solution m; = f o 773 for all 1 < ¢ < n, we obtain that this is also a solution
for E(M). Using OSP we find that, in particular, f o7’} = 7’} o f. This will
end the verification of the theorem.

Theorem (4.3.10) was originally stated in chapter 3. In there, it was not
yet possible to reason with projection operators. We obtained that fom,(z) =

7n © f(x) for so-called concrete processes z; see theorem (3.4.8).
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Corollary (4.3.11)
For all n > 1 and for all subsets H,J C A we have:

WT]LOaH:aHOTFSL.

Proof. We will check that the conditions of theorem (4.3.10) are satisfied.
First, we will take a look at condition (7). Since 0y (a) C {a,d} for all a € A,
we immediately see that (i) holds. The same is valid for condition (4i). Thus,
we may apply theorem (4.3.10) and we obtain the desired equation.

Theorem (4.3.12)
Let I,J C A and suppose that I NJ = (). Then we have for all n > 1 :
TyoTr =Tromy.
Proof. Let n > 1 be chosen. Let {mi,...,my,} be a set of function names.
Consider the following linear functional specification:
E(mi,...,mp)={mi(a) =a:a€ A\I,1<i<n}
U{mi(a):T:aEI, 1§i§n}
U{m(a-z) =mi(a) -mi(z) :a€ A\J, 1<i<n}
U{mi(a-z) =mi(a):a€J}
U{miti(a-z) =mip1(a) -mi(z) :a€J, 1 <i<n}.

It consists of straightforward calculation to see that if we put for all 1 <1 < n:
m; = 4 o7y,

that this solves the system E(myq,...,m,). But on the other hand if we put
m; =110 TY,

for all 1 <i < n, we obtain a solution for E(my,...,my,), too. So with the aid

of OSP we may conclude that these solutions are the same. In particular we

find that '} o 71 = 77 o w";. This will end the verification of 4.3.12.

Theorem (4.3.13)
Let f be a renaming operator. Let J C A. Suppose that the following

conditions hold.

(1) fJ))cJu{s}
(i)  f(ANJ) S A\JU{s, 7}

Then we have 7'} o f = for for all n > 1.
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Proof. We could give a direct proof of this theorem, but we will give an
indirect proof: first, we will show that we can decompose f into a concrete
part and an abstraction operator. Thereinafter, we will apply theorems (4.3.10)

and (4.3.12). Let I = {a € A: f(a) = 7} be the abstracting set of f. Let n be
a function name and consider the following linear functional specification.

E(n)={n(a) = f(a) :ac A\1}
U{n(a)=a:acl}
U{n(a-z)=n(a) n(z):ac A}.

It will be clear that the solution for this linear functional specification is a
concrete renaming operator. We will name it g. It is not very difficult to see
that it will be sufficient to show that

Vae A: f(a) =goTi(a), (2)

in order to be able to conclude that f = g o 7;. Since (2) is valid, we find
the desired decomposition. We will verify that g satisfies the conditions (i)
and (i7) of theorem (4.3.10). Let a € J, then we see that a ¢ I*. So, we
find g(a) = f(a) € JU{0}. Now we verify condition (i7). Let a € A\ J.
If a € I, we find, by definition, g(a) =a € A\ JU{d}. Solet a ¢ I. Then
we find g(a) = f(a) € A\ JU{S,7}. But g(a) # 7, s0 g(a) € A\ JU{d}. It
will be clear that we may use theorem (4.3.12), so we can make the subsequent
calculation.

fomy=gorron]

=gomjoTy because of (4.3.12)
=nogoTs because of (4.3.10)
=77of.

This will end the verification of 4.3.13.

Remark (4.3.14)

The decomposition of a renaming operator f into a concrete renaming
operator g and an abstraction operator 77 is not unique. For, let A = {a,b}
and let I = {b}. Let f be the solution for E(n):

E(n) ={n(a) =b,n) =7} U{n(c-z) =n(c) n(z):ce A}.
Let g be the solution for E(m):

E(m) = {m(a) =b,m®b)=b}U{m(c-z) =m(c) - m(z):c€ A}.

* We see that I NJ = (), so the condition of theorem (4.3.12) is satisfied
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Then it is easy to see that f = g o 77 (of course, g is a concrete renaming
operator). Let ¢’ be the solution for E(m’):

Em')={m/(a) =bm'(b)=a}U{m/(c-z) =m/(c) - m/(z) :ce A}.

We can find easily that f = ¢’o7;. Suppose that g = ¢’ then ¢’ is also a solution
for E(m). But ¢'(b) # b and we find that ¢’ # g. So the decomposition is not
unique.

Theorem (4.3.15)

Let f1 € F be a linear unary operator that can be defined with the aid of
a linear functional specification. Let D(f1) = {f1,..., fx} be the set of derived
operators of fi. Let X(f;) =0 for all 1 < j < k. Suppose that the following

conditions hold.

(i) Ui i) € Ju{s)

(i) Ujoa fiANT) S AN T U{6,7}

Then we have 7'} o fi = fi on} for all n > 1.

Proof. Define amap o: A x{1,2,...,k} — {1,2,...,k} as follows

o(a,i)=j <= Yz e P: fi(a -z)= fi(a)- f;(z).

Let M = {mi,j :1<i<n,1<j <k} beaset of function names and consider
the subsequent linear functional specification E(M).

E(M):{mi,j(a):fj(a):aEA,1§z’§n,1§j§k}
U {mi7j(a-33) = m; j(a) - M 5(a,5)(T)
ta€A\J,1<i<n 1<j<k}
U{mij(a-z)=mija):a€ ] 1<j<k}

U{mit1j(a-x) =mip1;(a) - mi o (@)
:aGJ,1§i<n,1§j§k:}.

It is very easy to see that if we try the solution 7% o f; = my; this system
will solve the linear functional specification E(M). We will need here both
conditions. But if we try on the other hand the solution f; o 7T§ =m; ; we will
effortlessly see that this will solve the linear functional specification, too. So
in accord with OSP we may conclude that these solutions must be equal. In
particular, we find that 7’y o fi = f1 on’; for all n > 1. This will end the proof
of the theorem.

Below, we will generalize theorem (4.3.15) to linear unary operators that
can have an exit.
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Theorem (4.3.16)

Let fi1 € F be a linear unary operator that can be defined with the aid of
a linear functional specification. Let D(f1) = {f1,..., fx} be its set of derived
operators. Suppose that the following conditions hold.

(i) U, fH(J\X(f;) € JU{d}
(i) Ui fi(A\ (JUX(f))) CA\JU{s, 7}
Then we have 7'} o fi = f1 o7} for all n > 1.

Proof. Let M = {m;; : 1 <i<n,1 < j <k} beaset of function names.
Let
o: Ax{1,2,...,k} —{1,2,...,k}

be the partial®* function defined hereinafter.
o(a,i)=j < Vaz € P: fila-z) = fi(a)- f;(z).
Consider the next linear functional specification E(M).
E(M)={m; (a)=fijla):1<i<n, 1<j<k}

k
U U{mi7j(a~x) =m; (a):a€ X(fj),1<i<n}
g
U U{ml,j(a-x) :ml,j(a):ae J\X(f])}
j=1

k
U U misga- ) = mi (@) - mig ) (@)
j=1
ta€ J\X(f;),1<i<n}
k
U U {misla-2) = mi;(0) miga (@)
j=1
ra€ A\ (JUX(f;),1<i<n}.
It is rather easy to deduce that, if we put m;; = 7 o f;, this will solve the
linear functional specification E(M) (we will need here the conditions stated
in the theorem). But if we put, on the other hand, m; ; = f; o 7rf], a simple

calculation will learn us that this will solve the system E(M), too. Using OSP
we immediately see that 4.3.16 is proved.

* If a € X(f;) then o(a,i) is not defined.
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Definition (4.3.17)

A linear unary operator f € F' that can be defined with the aid of a linear
functional specification has no exits if for all g € D(f) their sets of exits X (g)
are empty.

Theorem (4.3.18)

Let f € F be a linear unary operator that can be defined with the aid of
a linear functional specification. Then there is a linear unary operator g € F
without exits such that f =go W}( ()" Moreover, the sets of derived operators
of f and g have the same cardinality.

Proof. Let f = f1 and let D(f) = {f1,..., fx} be the set of derived operators
of f. Let N ={ni,...,ni} be a set of function names. Let

o: AxA{1,2,...,k} — {1,2,...,k}
be the partial map defined as follows.
ola,i) =j < Ve e P: fi(a-z) = fi(a) - f(z).
Consider the linear functional specification E(N) below.

E(N)={nia)=fila):a€ A, 1<i<k}

k
U U{ni(a-x) =n;(a) - ni(z) :a € X(f;)}

U U{nl(ax) =n;i(a)  Ny(an(z) a € A\ X(f;) }.

According to ODP there is a solution for this system. Let us say that g1,..., gk
is a solution for it. We claim that we can take g = g;. For, let

M ={mq,...,my}

be a set of function names. Let E(M) be the defining linear functional speci-
fication of f:

E(M)={m;a)=fi(a) :a€ A, 1<i<k}

UU{mia- @) =mi(a) sa € X(5))

k
OU{mia-2) = mia) - moquy(a) :a € A\X(£)}.
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It will be evident that fi,..., fi is a solution for this system. It is also very
easy to see that

1 1 1
G1OTX(f1): 92 TX(f2)r - Ik CTX(fy)

is also a solution for it. So with the aid of OSP we can conclude that these
solutions are the same. In particular, we find that f = ¢; o ﬂ}(( s We see

that |[D(f)| = |D(g)|. This will finish the proof of 4.3.18.

4.4. Applications

In this section we will apply the theory that we developed. First, we will
state a correctness criterion that can be found among others in [13]. Then
we will show that processes that satisfy other criteria that are common in
protocol verification® also satisfy the criterion stated in this chapter (we will
prove this in two ways). Furthermore, we will show that a FIFO queue with an
unbounded capacity satisfies this correctness criterion. We will base ourselves
on a (begin of a) proof that can be found in [13]. However, as we can see in
the preface of [3]: the authors of [13] have not been able to give a solution
to the problems they have put forward. Then we will formulate a lemma
on an apparently important linear unary operator that occurs in the proof of
the FIFO queue. Afterwards, we will discuss three alternating bit protocols
with a time out that can take place at any moment. They only differ in one
way: their communication channels. The acknowledgement channel is perfectly
reliable in all three cases. This is done to shorten the proofs but is not a serious
constraint. In the first protocol the data channel is also reliable: it is a queue
with an unbounded capacity, since the time out can occur at any moment. In
the second protocol we make things a bit less unrealistic: the queue with an
unbounded capacity can lose its last read datum at any moment. In the last
protocol we have a queue that can lose or duplicate any datum that is in the
queue at any moment.

The following definition is taken from [13].

Definition (4.4.1)

Let D be a set of datum elements. Let P be a process (see figure 4.2).
Let H C A be the set of all the internal read and send actions and the input
read and send actions of the process P. Let I C A be the set of all the non-
trivial communications that can be made with the atomic actions of H. Let D%
be the cartesian product of infinitely many countable copies of D. Let the input

* See, for instance, [17], [18] and [29].
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and output channel of P be labeled with the numbers 1, and 2 respectively. If
for all (d;); € D*:

S <P [ ﬁsl(di)> — 7. ﬁsz(di),

then we will call P a correct (communication) protocol.

—> P —

Figure 4.2. Visualization of the process P.

In protocol verifications we often meet other correctness criteria. One of
these criteria is that a protocol is correct if it is bisimilar to a one bit buffer.
In other words, if P is our protocol with input channel 1 and output channel 2

then we want that
P=> "ri(d)-syd)- P.
deD

Another criterion says that the protocol should behave as a two bit buffer.
And, more general, we have a criterion that says that our protocol is correct
when it behaves as an s-bit buffer. The criterion that we use in this chapter
says that the protocol must behave like a queue with unbounded capacity (or
an “w-bit buffer”).

Hereinafter, we will show that every s-bit buffer satisfies the correctness
criterion stated in definition (4.4.1). Consider the following visualization of
an s-bit buffer.

— > T Ts_1 o xr1 +——m

Figure 4.3. An s-bit buffer with input channel 1 and output channel 2.

Now we will give a guarded recursive specification of an s-bit buffer.

B, = Z r1(x1) - Bs(z1)

x1€D
For 1 < j < s we have:
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Bs(z1,...,25) = Z ri(zj41) - Bs(x1,...,xj41) + s2(z1) - Bs(x, ..., 2;)

xj+1€D

Bg(z1,...,xs) = so(x1) - Bs(xa,...,Ts).
Let the following subsets of the set of atomic actions A be given:

H = {Tl(:p),sl(x):a:ED},
I={ci(z):zeD}.

Below we will prove that By is a correct protocol. But first, we will provide a
visualization in figure 4.4 of the left-hand side of the following equation (1).

Figure 4.4. A graph of the left-hand side of equation (1).

Theorem (4.4.2)
For all (d;); € D¥ the following holds:

. o@H(BS [ ﬁsl(di)) - T-ﬁSQ(di). (1)

Proof. Let us choose an element (d;); € D¥. We will introduce some notations
for convenience sake. For all k > 1 and 1 < j < s we define

Zg = BS H Hsl(dz)
i=k

Zf:Bs(dka---adk+j—1) H H Sl(di).
i=k+j
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It is very easy to see that the following holds for all k > 1 and 1 < j < s:

710 0u(Z) =771 0 O (ZY) (2)
T1 © aH(ZJk) =T-7T710 (9H(ij_|_1) + Sz(dk) By 8H(fo11)
Tr © 8H(Z§) = Sz(dk) -Tr © 8H(Z§j11)

We will prove the following claim:
Vk,n>1,V0<j<s: (3)
T T (sz sz(di)>, if0<j<s;

T (Hj;k sz(di)), if j = 5.

FnOT]OaH(ZJk):

We will prove (3) with induction on n. So let n = 1. Now fix a k > 1. First,
we will take 7 = s. Since

1071 00y (ZF) = sa(dy) = m (ﬁ 52(d)),
i=k

we see that the case j = s is finished. Now suppose that for 1 < j < s we have
proved the following:

T OTIoaH(Zf) =7 89(dy), (4)
then we prove equation (4) for j — 1 (observe that we use here axiom T2):

1 OT[OaH(ZJI-C_l) :T'WloT[OaH(Zf)_f—SQ(dk)
=T7- (7‘ . Sz(dk)) +82(dk)

oo

=7-mM (H 32(d¢)>.

i=k

We find thus that equation (4) is valid for all 1 < j < s. Now it will be evident
from equation (2) that the same holds for j = 0; so we see that equation (3) is
correct for n = 1. Now suppose that (3) is proved up to and including n. We
will prove it for n+ 1. Choose k > 1. Again, let first of all j = s. Then we find

Tn4+1 071 © 8H(Z§) = Sz(dk) * Ty OTr O 8H(Z§f11)

D sa(di) -7 - ﬁ 2(di))

i=k+1
= Tnp+1 <H 82(d1)>-
i=k
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Suppose that for 1 < 7 < s we have already proved
Tur 0 710p(Z8) = 7+ s (] 52(d0)). (5)
i=k

then we find for j — 1:

Tn+1 © T[@H(Zf_l) =T Tp4+1© T[@H(ZJI-C) + Sz(dk) Ty OTT O 8H(ijj_21)

5 oo
© T+ Mp41 O T[8H(ZJI?C) + s2(dg) - 7'7Tn< H 32(di))

=k 1
© T« Tpat (ﬁ S (dz)>

i=k

So for 1 < j < s we find that equation (5) holds. Now it is trivial to see with
the aid of equation (2) that equation (5) is valid for all 0 < j < s. But this
means that equation (3) is correct for n+ 1. So we find that this equation holds
for all n > 1. Take, in particular, K = 1 and j = 0. Then we find for all n > 1:

T © T1 © O (Bs | ﬁ sl(di)> =T T, (ﬁ 82(d¢)>;
i=1 ‘

=

thus, using AIP, we find that theorem 4.4.2 is proved since (d;); € D“ was
arbitrary chosen.

Remarks (4.4.3)

First of all, we see that we did not use in the proof of theorem (4.4.2) any
of the theory that we developed so far. The main reason for giving this proof
is that it illustrates the problem that will occur if the capacity of the buffer
tends to infinity: we see that while we are busy with the induction on n, we
need a “small” reversed induction on j; if the capacity of the buffer becomes
infinite—we have a queue with unbounded capacity—we can no longer make
this reversed induction on j. Therefore, we will need another method to solve
this problem.

Secondly, we also see that the above proof makes heavily use of axiom T2.
If we have branching bisimulation (q.v. [23]), we can not just copy the above
proof since in there we do not have T2. In that case we can use methods
that will follow hereinafter (when we will show that a queue with unbounded
capacity satisfies our correctness criterion) and then we can imitate the proof
of (4.4.4) to obtain the result of theorem (4.4.2). This will be done in theo-
rem (4.4.7).

We will give a guarded recursive specification of a FIFO queue Q) over a
data set D with input channel 1 and output channel 2 (see figure 4.5). We
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suppose that the data set contains more than one element. It is known that an
infinity guarded recursive specification of () can be given with the subsequent
equations:

Q=Qx=)>_ri(d)-Qu, (6)
deD
Qd*a = 32(d) : Qa + Z 1 (6) : Qd*a*ea (7)
ecD

for any word o € D* and any d € D. Here, we use A € D* for the empty word.
The asterisk (%) in equation (7) stands for the concatenation of words.

1 . 2

Figure 4.5. A queue ) with input channel 1 and output channel 2.

Below, we will prove that the queue is a correct communication protocol. But
first, we will provide in figure 4.6 a picture of the left-hand side of the following
equation (8), in which we can see that all the “lines” that go up in the graph
are labeled with a 7.

Figure 4.6. A graph of the left-hand side of equation (8)
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Theorem (4.4.4)
The queue @ is a correct communication protocol.

Proof. Let (e;); € D¥. Let H = {ry(d),s1(d) : d € D} and I = {¢1(d) : d €
D}. In accord with definition (4.4.1), we are to show that

7100 <Q>\ | ﬁﬁ(@)) =T ﬁ82(€¢)- (8)

We will show this with the use of GIP. So let J = {s3(d) : d € D}. We will
show that for all n > 1, for all (e;); € D“ and for all k£ > 1 the following holds:

wyorr00m(Qx || [ s1(e) =7 ] s2(e0), (9)
=1 ]

=1
7'y o710 O (Qel*...*ek H H sl(ei)) =T H so(€;). (10)
i—h+1 i=1

We will prove equations (9) and (10) with induction on n. But first we will
do some preliminary calculations. Therefore we will introduce the following
abbreviations (for all £ > 1):

Zo=Q» || Hsl(ei)a
=1

oo

Zy = Qel*---*ek H H Sl(ei)-

i=k+1

Now we will calculate for all £ > 0: 9y (Z;). First we handle the case k = 0:
0 (Z0) = 0m (Qx || T] s1(e))
i=1

= On <Q,\ | f[sl(ei))

Now we treat the case k > 1:

oo

Or (Z) :8H<Q61*~~*ek | H 31(&:))

i=k+1
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= 0n(Qurer | TT 1)
i—kt1

00
i=k+1

= s2(e1) - O (Qez*"'*ek I ﬁ Sl(ei))

i=k+1

+ci(ex+1) - Om <Q61*"'*6k+1 I H Sl(ei))

i=k+2

= s2(e1) 011 (Qesereer | [T 51(6)) + exlensn) - O Zes)
i=k+1

Now we will define an auxiliary linear unary operator as follows: Let {b,t} be a
set of function names and fix an arbitrary ¢ € I. Consider the linear functional
specification hereinafter:

E(b,t)={bla)=a:ac A\I}
U{bla)=i:aecl}

According to ODP there is a valuation ¢ : {b,t} — F that solves the sys-
tem E(b,t). Let us say ¢(b) = 0 and ¢(t) = 7. We can see from the defining
equations for v that this operator behaves just like 7;. We will show that v = 7.
Let n be a function name. Consider the following linear functional specification:

E(n)={n(a)=a:ac A\I}
U{n(a)=7:a€el}
U{n(a-z)=n(a) n(z):acA}.
It will be clear that 77 solves this system. But from the defining equations of ~
it is also clear that v solves this system, too. Thus we can conclude with the

aid of OSP that v = 7;. We find thus the following functional equation for
allz € P and a € J:

Bla-z) = p(a) - 71(x). (11)
In fact we see in this equation the crux of the operator 3. We can see this
operator as some sort of “booby-trap”. Only if the dangerous atomic actions
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pass, this operator will “detonate” and it becomes the abstraction operator
afterwards. In all other circumstances only the abstraction set will be reduced
by replacing all the internal actions by a fixed ¢« € I. This technique is called
pre-abstraction and is studied in [4]. In the body of the proof it will be fine to
have this situation but in the end we will treat all the atomic actions equally. So
we will have to defuse this booby-trap. We will show hereinafter that 77006 = 77.
Let thereto {r,s} be a set of function names. Consider the following linear
functional specification:

E(r,s)={r(a) =s(a)=a:ae€ A\I}
U{r(a)=s(a)=1:a€l}
r(a)-r(z):ac A\ J}
r(a)-s(z):aecJ}
U{s(a-z)=s(a) -s(x):acA}.

C
—
=3
Q
&
Il

C

—
=3

~~ —~ —~

Q
8

SN—
Il

We will show that (77 0 3, 77) is a solution for this system. First we will handle
the boundary conditions. We see that

71 0 B(a) = 17(a),

since #(a) = a for all a € A\ I and f(a) =i for all @ € I. Thus the boundary
conditions are satisfied. Now we will treat the functional equations. It is
evident that the functional equations for s are satisfied for all atomic actions.

So we will only show that the functional equations for r are valid. Let a ¢ J.
Then we find:

710 B(a-x) = 11(B(a) - B(x))
= 7170 B(a) - 71 0 B(x).

Now let a € J. Then we obtain with the aid of (11):

T1oB(a-x) = 7'1(5(@) '71(513))
= 770 B(a) o7r(x)
(

T
=770 ((a)  77(x).

We used here the following fact: 7; o 77 = 77. It is trivial to see that 77 o 77
is also a solution for the linear functional specification F(n) that we defined
hereinbefore, so with the aid of OSP we find that 77077 = 77. We find thus that
the functional equations are valid. If we take on the other hand r = s = 75
then it is not difficult to see that this solves the system E(r,s), too. So in
accordance with OSP we may conclude that these solutions must be equal. In
particular we find:

T[Oﬂ:T[. (12)
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At this point we will return to the calculations that we were busy with. Our
aim is to calculate 7709y (Zk). If we look at the equations deduced for O (Zy)
so far, we can see that if we apply the abstraction operator to them, we obtain
unguarded recursive equations. Hence, this type of calculating is in a certain
way too coarse. Therefore, we have introduced 3. We can apply it to the
equations and we still have guardedness since for all atomic actions a € A we
have f(a) € A. In certain subterms where we actually want an abstraction
operator, this § will transform into 7; after passing the “right” atomic actions.

Now we will calculate for all & > 0 : f o0y (Z;). Again we will make a
case distinction. First, let £ = 0. Then we find at once

Body(Zy)=1-000y(Zy).

We will handle the case k > 1. We will use (11) here.

oo

ﬁ O 8H(Zk) = 82(61) 71 © 8[-[ (Qeg*---*ek H H 81(61')>
i=k+1
+ - 6 9 aH(Zk+1)

At this point we will calculate for all n > 1 and for all £ > 0 the nth projection
of B0 0y(Zy). First, we will consider the case k = 0.

o Bodu(Zy) =i-njofody(Zy)

Now we will treat the case £ > 1. Here we will have two subcases: n = 1
and n > 1. First, let n = 1 and consider the following

wy o Bodu(Zy) = saer) +i-7y 0 f0du(Zrtr): (13)

Now let n > 1. Then we calculate

70 0 03(Z5) = sa(er) 75 0710 Ot (Qeprecnes | [T 51(e)
i=k+1

+i-7 o Bodu (i) (14)
Now we have all the prerequisites needed to establish the induction mentioned
in the beginning of the proof. Recall that we proposed to verify that equa-

tions (9) and (10) hold for all n > 1. We will verify the basis of our induction.
Let n = 1. Consider the following guarded recursive specification Ef:

Elz{Xk:SQ(€1)+i-Xk+1|]€21}.
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With the aid of equation (13) we immediately see that, if we put for all £ > 1:
X, =750 B00u(Zy),

this solves the guarded recursive specification F;. Now consider the guarded
recursive specification F:

Fi={X=s(e1)+i-X}.

According to RDP there is a solution for this system. Let us say that = is a
solution for F. If we put X = x for all £ > 1, we see that x is also a solution
for the guarded recursive specification F;. In accordance with RSP we may
conclude now that for all £ > 1:

x=7m50B00u(Zy).
Since x is the solution for F;, we see that the following equation is valid:
x =sa(e1)+i-x.

The guard ¢ is an internal atomic action. This means that we may apply KFAR
on this equation. This yields: 77(x) = 7 - sa(e1). So we find

T - $2(e1) = 717(x)
=717 o7r§ o300y (Zy)
=r5oTr0B00u(Zk) because of (4.3.12)

= b o1 00(Zy). because of (12)

Thus, we see that equation (10) holds for n = 1. Now we will show that
equation (9) is correct for n = 1. Let thereto k = 0 and consider the subsequent
display.

T[Oﬂ'&ljoﬁoaH(Zo):T~TIOF§OﬂOaH(Zl)
:’7"71'&1]0’7'[08}](21)
=7-7-59(€e1)

=7 52(€1),

since we just have seen above that for all k > 1: 74 o 77095 (Z;) = 7 - s2(e1).
Thus, we see that both equations (9) and (10) are proved for n = 1. Now let
us assume that these equations are valid for all (e;); € D¥ and k > 1 for a
certain n > 1. Then we will prove these equations for n + 1. This proof will
be more or less the same as the verification of the case n = 1. We will work
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out equation (14) a bit more. Let for all £ > 1 : e, = e;41 (we will use the
induction hypothesis for (e}); € D¥ and k —1 > 0). Then we find

Tt o B0 0y (Zy) = sa(er) 7w} oTr 00y (Qe’l*---*ez_l 1 31(623))

i—k
+i-75 0 B0 du(Zysr)

n

= sa(e1) - 7T+ HS2(€§) +i-7yt o Body(Zksa)
i=1
n+1
= H so(e;) +i- 7t o Bo O (Zyr). (15)
i=1

Now consider the following guarded recursive specification Fs:

n+1

EQZ{Yk:HSQ(ei)+i'Yk+1|]€21}.
=1

We see with the aid of equation (15), if we put for all k£ > 1
Y. = 7T§+1 oo dy(Zy)

that this is a solution for the guarded recursive specification F5. Now consider
the guarded recursive specification Fy:

n+1

Fzz{Y:HSQ(ei)—i—i-Y}.

With the aid of RDP we know that this system has a solution. Let us say
that y is the solution for Fy. If we put for all £ > 1:Y), = y, then we see that
this also solves the guarded recursive specification Ey. So with the aid of RSP
we conclude that for all k£ > 1:

Yy = W?"H ofo (9H(Zk).
Observe that the following equation holds

n+1

y=i-y+ [] sale),

=1

so we may apply KFAR since i € I. We find thus that
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On the other hand, we find for all £ > 1

71(y) = 10wy o Bodu(Zy)
=7 o1 0 Bodu(Zy) because of (4.3.12)

=77 o 11001 (Zk). because of (12)

Combining these two inferences, we see that equation (10) is valid for n + 1.
Now we will handle the case k = 0. Since

71_94-1 o770 8H(ZO) = T. 779_'_1 oTr o 8H(Z1),

we find, using the just derived results for k = 1, that

n+1 n+1
™ o 00u(Zy) =17 H so(e;) =T - H sa(€;).
i=1 =1

This means that equation (9) is also valid. This will end proof of equations (9)
and (10). Now we find in particular for all n > 1 and k£ = 0 that equation (9)
is valid. If we adjust this equation a little as is done below

7'y o7 0 O (QA H lo_o[ sl(ei)> =Y (7- . 10_0[ 82(61')>,
i=1 =1

we may apply GIP and we find

I 08H<Q>\ | ﬁ&(@)) = T‘ﬁsz(ei)-

According to definition (4.4.1), we may conclude that @, is a correct commu-
nication protocol. This will end the proof of 4.4.4.

Remark (4.4.5)

As we can see in the proof of the former theorem, we did not use axiom T2.
In fact, we only used axiom T1, which means that this proof can also be given
if we had used branching 7-laws.

We will formulate a lemma on ( for later reference.
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Lemma (4.4.6) The Selective Abstraction Lemma
Let S, I C A. Then there is a linear unary operator 3(I,S) € F with the

following properties:

(1) B, S)(a) = (Va € A)
(44) B(I,S)(a- a:) B(I,S)(x) (Va € A\ S,V € P)
(4i1) B(I,S)(a-z)= T[(x) (Va € S,Vx € P)

(iv) I 05(1,5)27’1

Proof. Replace in the proof of theorem (4.4.4) the set J for the set S and
do not rename internal actions to a specific one. Then the introduction of the

linear unary operator 3 will satisfy the requirements of 4.4.6. And we can
take B(I,S) = (. This will end the proof of our lemma.

We will supply another proof of theorem (4.4.2) in which we will not use
axiom T2. We will use the method that we established in the proof of theo-
rem (4.4.4).

Theorem (4.4.7)
Let Bs be the s-bit buffer of page 172. For all (d;); € D* the following

holds: - -
’7’[08[-[<B8 H Hsl(dz)) :T-HSQ(d
i=1 i=1

Proof. We will (tacitly) use the notations as they appear in the former theo-
rems. It is very easy to see that the following equations are valid (1 < j < s).

Ou(Z5) = c1(di) - Ou(ZY)
0n(Z}) = cr(dyry) - On (Zf41) + s2(di) - O (274
On(Z5) = so(di) - O (ZEH)).

In contrast to the method used in theorem (4.4.2), we will follow here the
method of theorem (4.4.4). So let J = {sa(d) : d € D} and 5 = [(1,J); see
lemma (4.4.6). Thus, we find using equation (11)

B0 0u(Z5) = ci(dy) - B0 Ou(27)
Bo0u(Z]) = ci(diry) - Bo0u(Zf1)+ sa(di) - 71 0 Ou(Z;H)
Bodg(Z%) = so(dy) - 11 0 O (ZFH]).
We will prove the following claim with induction on n.
Vk,n>1,V0<j<s: (16)
T - W?(H;}ik 32(di)>, it 0<j <s;

o (Hi?ik SQ(di)), if j = 5.

F?OTIO({J}H(ZJI?):
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First, we will prove equation (16) for n = 1. For j = s we immediately see that
this is the case. Now assume that 1 < 7 < s. We will calculate

w0 B0 0u(Z)) = ci(disj) - myo Bodu(Z)y,) + sa(dy).
Now consider the following guarded recursive specification F;.
By = { Xj = c1(di+y) - Xjs1 + s2(di), Xs = s2(di) | 1< < s}
It will be clear that if we put X; = 7} o f0 9y (Z]) for all 1 < j <'s, this will

solve the system F;. Now contemplate the guarded recursive specification F:

Fi={ X =ci(dpsj) - X + s2(dy,) }

and let = be a solution for this system accordingly to RDP. If we put for
all 1 <j < s:X; =z, we see that this will solve the system E;, too. So with
the help of RSP we may conclude for all 1 < j < s:

T =75 oﬁo@H(Zf).

Now we will apply KFAR on the equation = ¢1(dg4+;) - + s2(dy) and we find
thus 77(z) = 7- s2(dg). It is easy to see that, using equation (12), the following
holds:

T+ So(dy) = 11(x)
W
=njorofBodu(ZF)
=msoTr0 8H(ZJI-").
So we find that the claim holds for 1 < j < s. It is trivial to see that it is also
valid for j = 0. Thus we see that equation (16) is correct for n = 1. Suppose

that this claim holds for a certain n > 1 then we prove it for n + 1. First we
take j = s:

™ o110 0 (ZY) = sa(dy) -7 o 0 O (Z5 ]
(53)32 dk T - 7TJ< H 82 >
1=k+1
= 7T:r}+1 (H 82(d1)>
i=k

Now we take 1 < j < s. Consider the following guarded recursive specifica-
tion Fs:

k+n+1 k+n+1

={Y; = c1(dyrj) - Vi1 + H so(d = [ se(@)1<i<s}.

i=k

184



On Induction Principles: 4.4. Applications

We see at once that, if we put Y; = 7rf}+1 ofo 8H(Z]’?) for all 1 < j < s, this
solves the system Fs using the induction hypothesis. Now consider also the
guarded recursive specification Fy

k+n+1
F2 = {Y = Cl(dk—i—j) Y + H Sg(di) }

i=k

With the aid of RDP we know that this guarded recursive specification has a
solution, say y. If we put for all 1 < j < s:Y; = y then we see that this will
solve the system Fs. But then we find with RSP that

y = 7T9+1 oflo (9H(ZJ’-€).

If we apply KFAR on the equation

k+n+1
y=cildrry) - y+ [[ saldi),
i=k
we find that
k+n+1
() =7 |] sa(di)
i=k
So we can deduce:
k+n+1
7 [ se2(d) =7romyt o Bo0u(2))
i=k

=" o710 B00m(Z))

— 7rf}+1 oTr O 3H(ZJI?).

So we see that equation (16) is correct for 1 < j < s. Now it is trivial to see
that the same holds for 7 = 0. This concludes the induction step and we find,
in particular, for K = 1 and j = 0 that for all n > 1:

7 o 7r 0 O (BS [ f[sl(di)> R (1:[ sz(di))

Thus, using GIP, we finish the proof of 4.4.7.

Next, we will give an example of an alternating bit protocol with a time
out. See figure 4.7 hereinafter.
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F3S T 1 2 3
TIs:@) —— s© o RO)
T 4

Figure 4.7. An alternating bit protocol with a time out.

The dashed box in figure 4.7 is not part of the protocol. It is a test row. Below,
we will give the specification of the components that are present in figure 4.7.
But first, we will explain some of the symbols used in the specification. The
symbol k is common in group theory. It stands for

k =k mod?2 € Z/27.

It is, in fact, the alternating bit. We use this notation since it will shorten
notations somewhat. Furthermore, D is a finite set of datum elements. The
abbreviation RA stands for read acknowledgement. The atomic action ¢ stands
for time out and it is this particular action that justifies the use of a queue
with an unbounded capacity. The set E is the following:

E={dk:de D,k cZ/27}.

The abbreviation SM means send message and SA send acknowledgement.

S(k) =Y ri(d) - S(dk)

R(k) =Y rs(dk)- SM(dk)+ > r3(d(k+1)) - SA(k+1)

SM (dk) = s5(d) - SA(k)
SA(k) = s4(k) - R(k + 1)
Below, we will enumerate the encapsulation set H and the abstraction set I.
H={ri(d),s1(d) :d € D}
U{ra(x),r3(2),52(x),s3(2) : v € E}
U{ra(k),ss(k) : k€ Z/2Z}
I={ci(d):de D}
U{ca(z),c3(z) iz € E}
U{cas(k): keZ/2Z} U{t}.
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Cg(dl 0) Cg(dla) C3(d16) Cg(dla) C3(d15) C3(d16) C3(d16) Cg(dla) C3(d16)

t Cc2 (dlﬁ) t C2 (dlﬁ) t Cc2 (dlﬁ) t Cc2 (dlﬁ)

s5(d1) s5(d1) s5(d1) s5(d1) s5(d1) s5(d1) s5(d1) s5(d1) s5(d1)

cl(dg)\ézdla)q dgT) c1 (d2)03:d16)02 dgT) cl(d2=03 dla)CQ dgT)
02( QT)Cg dlﬁ) t CQ( QT C3 d16 t 02( 2_ 0
4(0) )kczl §

tgdlo)c dgT) t C3 d16)62 dgT) t@dlo) \
c1(dz) ca(d{0)

Cco (dgT di0) 't CQ(dQT c3(d10) 't \‘
e ) -
t C3 d16)02 dgT) t C3 dlﬁ) \
04(0) 02( QT C3 dlﬁ) t \

C
2

C2 (dzT)

03(d2 ].) Cg(dgT) C3(d2T) Cg(dQT) Cg(dgT) Cg(dQT) C3(d2T) Cg(dQT) Cg(dgT)

t Cco (dgT) t () (dQT) t Cco (dQT) t co (dgT)

S5 (dg) S5 (dg) S5(d2) S5(d2) S5 (dz) S5(d2) 85(d2) S5(d2) S5 (d?)
t (65 (dgT) t C2 (dQT) t C2 (dzT) t (65 (dgT)

\ X\ X\ X\ AN

Figure 4.8. A beginning of a graph of Oy (S(G) | QN || R(O) || H sl(di)).
i=1

187



On Induction Principles: 4.4. Applications

Theorem (4.4.8)

700 (50) 1 QW) 1 7O T sxt0) = 7- TT )

Proof. We will first calculate

O (S(0) | QU || B(O) HHsl ))-

Figure 4.8 (see page 187) is a picture of this process. We will introduce some
notations for convenience sake. We will abbreviate dk+1 = dk+1k and for
all n > 1:

Z+1:dk—|—1*"'*dk+1'

Vv
n times

If n = 0 we will use the convention z° = ) for all words z € E*. Let for
all £ > 0 and any word o € E* the following be given:

o

Ap(0) = S®) | Qo) | RE) | T s1(di)
i=k+1
By (o) = S(di+1) || Qo) || R(k H s1(d
1=k-+2
Ci(0) = RA(dx+1) || Qo) | R(E) | T s1(di)
1=k+2

Di(0) = RA(d+1) | Q(o) || SM (dy+1) | H s1(d
i=k+2

Ei(0) = S(dky1) || Qo) || SM (dyr) | ] s1(ds)
i=k+2
Fi(0) = RA(di41) || Qo) | SAGR) || [T s1(d)
i=k+2

o

Gr(0) = RA(dr+2) | Q(o) | SAGR) || ] su(da).

i=k+3

Observe, that we are to evaluate O (Ag(N)). If we do so, we will find that there
is much more needed. For, we will have to calculate g (Ax(\)) for all k > 0.

If we make this calculation, we will see that we will also need to evaluate for
all k,n >0

O (A (disy)).
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If we calculate this “one” we will find that this is enough to obtain a guarded
recursive specification for Oy (Ag(\)) with the abbreviations that we can find
above. First, we will give the result of the calculation. Second, with the aid
of the guarded recursive specification, consisting of equations (17)—(27) and
figure 4.8 of page 187, we will provide some explanation such that it will be
not that hard for the reader to verify the result. For all £ > 0 we have the
following guarded recursive specification for 0y (AO()\)).

O (Ar(N) = e1(disr) - O (Br(N)) (17)
O (Akr1(dpy)) = e1(diy2) - O (Brga(diyy)) (n>1)

+ ca(drr1) - 1 (dra)
ea(diy2) - O (Gr(dt * dryn)) (18)
O (Br(N) = c2(dyt1) - O (Cr(dit1)) (19)
Or (Br(di 1)) = ca(dir) - O (Cr(difY)) (n=1)
+ c3(dis1) - O (Er(dpi)) (20)

On (Bk+1(d2+1 * Ci;cn+2)) = 02(dk+2) O (CkH(JZH * JZ%:;))
+ c3(di+1) - c2(diy2) (n>1,m>0)
-0 (Gr(diyy + i) (21)
On (Cr(dity1)) =t O (Br(dpyy)) (n=>1)
+c3(dy+1) - O (Dr(d} 1)) (22)
On (Ck+1(CZZ+1 * JZﬂrz)) =1t-0n (Bk+1(czg+1 * Jﬁiz)) (n,m =1)
+ c3(dis1) - O (Gr(d) 1 * dity)) (23)
On (Dr(dpy1)) =t O (Er(diy)) (n > 0)
+ 55(drt1) - O (Fi(di41)) (24)
O (Ex(dyyy)) = co(disr) - On (Di(djt)) (n>0)
+ 55(dy1) - ca(dita) - O (Fr(dif]))  (25)
On (Fr(di 1)) =t - ca(dira) - On (Fr(dpty)) (n>0)
+ ca(k) - O (Arta(diyy)) (26)
O (Gk(JZH * JZ‘H)) =t co(dpro) (n>0,m>1)
0 (Grldiyr * i)

+ ca(k) - Ou (Bryr(dipyy * dily5)) (27)

At this point we will explain this large guarded recursive specification with
the aid of the figure. We will begin in the first node. At that place there
is only one possible action that can be performed: the first element will be
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taken from the test row (we will go to the left in the graph). This corresponds
to equation (17). Still there is one possible action: the test datum will be
loaded in the queue (we will go down one node in the graph). This transition
corresponds to equation (19). Now we entered the third node and here we have
two possible actions: the queue can communicate with the receiver and the
datum just read will be removed from the queue (we go one node down in the
graph) or a time out can be given (we go to the right in the graph). We will
call the first infinite horizontal trace the single BC-trace since in this phase the
queue can only contain one type of data. We will discuss this trace. We can see
that after the time out the queue can be loaded (we will go to the right) or the
single BC-trace can be escaped by communicating with the receiver (we will
go one node down in the graph). This behaviour is reiterated every two nodes
in the single BC-trace. The equations that correspond to this trace are (20)
and (22). As we said we can leave the single BC-trace with a communication
(in the graph all the down going arrows are labeled with this action) and we
will enter what we will call a DFE-trace. We will discuss this trace. In fact, this
trace is the same as the single BC-trace except that the down going arrows are
labeled with a send action and then we will enter an F-trace. The equations
that correspond with the DE-trace are (24) and (25). This F-trace consist of
alternating time outs and loadings of the queue. The equation that accompanies
this is (26). In the picture we can see that there are two different ways to escape
the F-trace. The first possible arrow down connects the F-trace “directly” to
the next single BC-trace. Then the already described pattern will be repeated.
We will explain the arrows that go southeastwards from the F-trace. As we
can see in equation (26) these A-nodes contain old data: the acknowledgement
has been performed but due to time outs there are still old datum elements
in the queue. From these A-nodes we can take the next element of the test
row (we go to the southeast in the graph) and we will enter a double BC-tra-
ce or we can communicate with the receiver (we go southwestwardly) and we
will enter a G-trace. This corresponds to equation (18). We will discuss the
double BC-traces. Now there are old data in the queue and moreover, new
data can be added if we stay in this trace: alternating time outs and loading
of new data will be performed (we go southeastwards in the graph). As with
the single BC-traces we can escape the double one by communicating with the
receiver (we go southwestwards from a node in the double BC-trace). This
corresponds to the equations (21) and (23). Now we will discuss the G-traces.
In this trace we can execute alternating time outs and loadings of the queue
(we go southeastwards in the graph). We can escape a G-trace by the execution
of an acknowledgement and we enter a double B(-trace with one old datum
element less (we go to the left in the graph) or if we are already at the leftmost
G-trace the next single BC-trace will be entered (the three long arrows in the
graph that connect the leftmost G-trace with the second single BC-trace). The
equation that corresponds to the G-traces is (27).
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Now that it is plausible how this large guarded recursive specification can
be obtained, we will discuss the structure of the sequel of the proof of this
theorem. First we will make an assumption on a DFE-trace for one fixed p > 1
(which is valid for p = 1). Then we will derive from this assumption a conclusion
on an F-trace. To obtain this result we will need an intermediary result on
the double BC-traces and the G-traces. This will be first deduced from the
assumptions on the DFE-trace. As soon as we verified all this we will show that
the conclusion on the F-trace itself is a true statement. With this result we
will prove that the same yields for the assumptions that we made. In fact, we
set off a chain reaction: the assumptions for p = 1 are satisfied. This implies
that the conclusions are valid for p = 1. But with this we can show that the
assumptions for p = 2 are satisfied so the conclusion is valid for p = 2, et
cetera. We will do this with induction on p. Once we have all these facts we
will deduce a result on the single BC-traces and then a small calculation will
finish the proof.

Let J = {s5(d) : d € D}. Let g1 = B(I,J); see for such operators and
their properties lemma (4.4.6). We will use these properties tacitly throughout
this verification. Let p > 1 be fixed. Suppose that for all £, n > 0 the following
holds

p
W?Oﬁl OaH(Dk(dz+1)> =t- 7TJ051 OaH Ek dk:+1 +HS5 dk:~|»7,
i=1

p
7T§ o (3100 (Ek(dZ_H)) = Cg(dk+1) On (Dk der_ll + H S5 dk+z 29)
=1

Then we will prove that for all k,n >0

p

W? o7 00H (Fk( ~Z+1)) =T H S5 (dk+1+i) (30)

i=1

In order to prove this we will need an intermediary result that we will verify
first. For all k,l,m > 0 we have

7P o700y (Bk+1(dk | * dk 2)) P
. iy =1 T ss(dkgas) (31)
WJOTjoaH(Gk(dk+1 * dpts )) pale}

We will prove (31) with induction on I. So let [ = 0 and fix an arbitrary k& > 0.
Consider the following guarded recursive specification Ej.

p
= {X}L =t1- Ynl + H S5(dk+1+i)

=1

p
Yo = cadrya) - Xpiq + [ [ s5(drsrss) [n >0},
=1
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Because of the assumptions that we made in equations (28) and (29) we see
that if we put for all n > 0

X7lz = 7T§ o 61 O 8H (Dk+1(dg+2)>

Y, =750 810 0u(Ery1(diys)),
this is a solution for the guarded recursive specification F;. The subsequent
ratiocination will frequently occur in this proof. In fact, we already applied this
technique in the former theorems. So it will be convenient to give it a name

for later reference. We will baptize it “a collapsing-argument”. Now consider
the following guarded recursive specification F', which is “E; without n”.

p
F={Xi=t-"1+ H35(dk+1+i)

=1
B p
Yl = Cg(dk+2) . Xl + H 85(dk+1+i) }
=1

According to RDP there is a solution for Fj, say (x1,y1). So we have two
equations

p
r1=1t-y1 + H S5 (di+144)
i=1

p
1 = ca(diga) -1 + [ [ s5(drrrsa)-
i=1

To these equations we may apply KFAR, (see section 4.2 or definition (1.2.7))
and we find

mr(z1) = 71(y1) =7~ H85(dk+1+z‘)- (32)

It will be clear that, if we put for all n > 0
X,rlL =T, Ynl = yl,

this will solve the system FEy, too. So with the aid of RSP we find that for
allm >0

21 =4 0 B1 0 O (Des1(dpy,))
y1 =74 0 B 0 On (Bry1(dfy0)).

And we obtain using lemma (4.4.6), theorem (4.3.12) and equation (32) that

F?OT[O@H(Dk+1(jZ+2)) } P

. =7 ]| s5(dis144)- (33)
071 0 O (Ep1(diy0)) Zl_[l
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We will show this for the first equation.

p
T - H s5(drt144) = Tr(21)
i=1 =770 7T§ o (3100 (Dk+1(dg+2))
=1 o770 0100 (Dyt1(dy,,)) use (4.3.12)

= 1% 0771 0 O (D+1(dpy5)) see lemma (4.4.6)
Such a calculation can be made for Fy1, too. We find thus that (33) is correct.

Now consider the guarded recursive specification F5

{:]@

={X2 = co(dpy2) - Y2 +es (drsa) - |1 s5(disiss)
=1
_ p
Y2 =t X2 +cs(drsa) - | [ s5(dksags) [m >0},
i1

Let B2 = B(1, {03(cik+2)}); see lemma (4.4.6). It is easy to see with the aid of
equations (20), (22) and (33) that if we put for all m >0

X2 =740 B200m (Bry1(ds))

Y’r?l—l—l = W? o 3300y (Ck+1(dzl++2 ))

this will solve the system FE5. First, we will show this for the first equation
of EQ.

(20)
='co(dg2) - T 0 Bo 0 Op (Ck+1(dk++2 )

+ c3(dp2) - my 0710 0n (Ek+1(dk+_21))
(33)

='co(dg2) - 7 o By 00 (Ck+1(d;€n++2 )

4 0 By 0 Ot (Brya (dyyy))

p
+ c3(dpy2) - T - H S5(dp+144)-
i=1

Now we will treat the second equation.

Y2, =7hofB00h (Ck+1(dk++2 )

(22)
=t mh o By00m (Bra(d))

+ ¢3(dpss) - o100y (Dk+1(0221+2))
(33)

=t X2+ c3(dpy2) - T - HS5 dit14i)-
=1
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We see that this solves indeed the guarded recursive specification F5. Now we
are going to use a collapsing-argument as with E;: we construct a guarded
recursive specification Fy without m.

p

Fy = { X3 = ca(dpy2) - Ya + cs(dpra) - | [ s5(disrrs)
i=1
5 p
Yo =t Xo+ c3(dyy2) - H s5(dp+14i) }-
i=1

With RDP we see that there is a solution (z2,y2) for Fs that is also a solution
for the system Fs. With KFAR, we find that

P
Tr(x2) = T1(y2) = 7 - H s5(di+144)
i=1
and with RSP we see that for all m >0

Ty = W? o (35 00y (Bk+1(dzl+2))-

Thus we have

p
w8 07100k (Bryr(diig)) =7+ | [ s5(drs144)- (34)
i=1
For, consider the following
p
T- H s5(dry1+i) = 71(22)
=1 =17 07} 0 B2 0 Oy (Big1(dj'y2))

=1h o770 B2 00u (Bry1(dy'y,)) use (4.3.12)

=7 o100y (Bk+1(ozzl+2)) see lemma (4.4.6)
This means that the first equation of (31) is correct for | = 0 and our fixed k& > 0.

Consider the following guarded recursive specification E.
_p
E3 = {X?n =t- Yfz + C4(k‘) . H S5(dk+1+i)
i=1
Yn:i = CQ(CZk.'.z) 'ng—i—l ‘ m Z 1 }
Let B3 = B(I, {04@)}). We will show that, if we put for all m > 1
X3 =nhoB300m(Gr(dy,))
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this will solve the guarded recursive specification F3. We will only verify this
for the first equation of Fj3

X3 = 17 0 s 0 O (Gr(d],2))

(27) m
="t - co(dp2) - 7 0 B3 0 I (G (d )

+ca(k) - 75 o 11 0 O (Brs1(dpys))
(34)
=tV +eak) 7 HS5 dpt143)-
=1

Again, we will use a collapsing-argument. Consider the guarded recursive spec-
ification F3 without m.

P
F3={Xs=t Y3+ cy(k)- HS5(dk+1+z‘)
i=1

Y3 = co(dpso) - X3}

and let (x3,y3) be a solution for it. Then it is also a solution for Fs. After
using KFAR, on F3 we find with (4.3.12) and (4.4.6) that

hs}

WJOT[OaH(Gk dk—|—2 =T- HS5 dk+1_|_z
i=1

So we see that our intermediate result (31) is correct for [ = 0 since k& > 0
was arbitrarily chosen. Assume that (31) is proved for [ > 0. We will verify it
for [ + 1. Fix a kK > 0 and consider the following guarded recursive specifica-
tion E4.

s5(dk41+i)

{:]@

Ey={ Xy, = cao(dis2) Yo g + c3(dps1)
=1

Yo =t Xp1 +es(dig) - H35(dk+1+i) |m=>0}.
=1

Let 4 = B(1, {c;»,(czkﬂ)}). Because of equations (21) and (23) and the induc-
tion hypothesis (for 1), it is easy to see that if we put for all m >0

X3 =mhoB100y(Brsr(dt xdy,))
7l m
Y,;‘;H = o f400H (Ck+1(dkil1 dk—i—+21)>
this will solve the guarded recursive specification E4. And we see that with the
aid of a collapsing-argument we find, in particular,

p
D 741 _
7TJ oOTr O 8[{ (Bk+1(dk+1 k+2 =T-" H S5 dk+1_|_z
i=1
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Thus, the first equation of (31) is correct for [ + 1. Because of equation (27)
and the above display we see that if we put for all m > 1

X3, = % 0 B0 O (Guldh » )

that this will solve the system F3, too. Hence,

p
D 7141 _
ot o 8H(Gk(dk+1 * dk+2 =T- H S5(dgr144)
=1

and our intermediate result (31) is correct for [+ 1. This will end the induction
step and we find that (31) is correct.

We were busy with the proof that equation (30) holds if the assumptions
on Dy, and Ej, hold. With the aid of equation (17) we find using our interme-
diate result for [ =m =0

07100 (Ar+1(N) =77 071 0 0 (Brs1(N))

p
=T- H S5(dk+1+i).

i=1
And with equation (18) we find, for all n > 1, using (31) twice

7™ o110 O (Aps1(dpsy)) =775 o 11 0 O (Bry1 (dity 1))

+7- W? oTro 8H(Gk(JZ;% * d~k+2))

P P
=T H s5(dgr14i) + 7 H s5(dk+1+4)
i=1 i=1
P
=7 [ s5(dis1+4).
i=1
Summarizing, we have seen that for all n > 0
3 P
7r§ oT7 00y (Ak+1(d;§+1)) =T- H $5(d+1-+4)- (35)
i=1

Now consider the following guarded recursive specification FEs.

p
={ Xy =t- V7 +ca(k)- [ ] ss(drsrea)
=1
YD = eo(dps1) - X5,y | n>01
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With the aid of equation (26) and (35), it is evident that if we put for alln > 0
X5 =78 0B 00u (Fi(diyy))

this is a solution for the system F5. Using a collapsing-argument we will find
immediately that

bS]

WJOTjoaH(Fk dk+1 =T- HS5 dk+1+z
=1

This is precisely equation (30). Thus, we have proved that if equations (28)
and (29) hold that (30) also holds. Now we are going to prove that equation (30)
itself holds. We will do that with induction on p. So let p = 1. Observe that
equations (28) and (29) are valid for p = 1 (q.v. equations (24) and (25)).
Thus, we find that equation (30) is valid for p = 1. Now suppose that (30)
holds for p > 1. Then it is easy to see with the aid of equation (24) and the
induction hypothesis for p that

7T§+1 o Bl o 8H (Dk(dZ+1)) =1- 7T§+1 o Bl © 8I‘I (Ek(dz+l)>

p
+ s5(drs1) - | [ s5(drsr+i)

=1
+1
_ p+1 n 1
_t~7TJ OﬁloaH(Ek(dk+1)) +H35(dk+i)-
=1

This is equation (28) for p + 1. It can be seen in exactly the same way that
equation (29) is also valid for p + 1. But that means that equation (30) is
correct for p + 1. So this will end the induction step and we find that (30) is
true for all p > 1*. Consider the following guarded recursive specification Fyg.

p
Bg={ X5 =tV +]]ss(drsi)
=1

p
Y% = co(dpyr) - Xg 0 + [ s5(dnsi) [n >0}
=1

With the aid of equations (24) and (25) we can conclude, using equation (30)
that, if we put for all n > 0

X5 = 'y o 3100y (Dk( ~Z+1))
V) =nh o By 00g(Er(diy,))

* Notice that now equations (28) and (29) are true for all p > 1, as well.
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this is a solution for Fg. With a collapsing-argument we find that

7 o071 0 O (Di(dty 1)) } — ﬁ 55(di44) (36)
! — . 5 +i):
o710 0n (Ex(dyiy)) .

Consider the guarded recursive specification E’;.

{:]@

Br ={ X! = coldrs1) - Vi1 +c3(dptr) - [ s5(diri)

=1
p
Y =t -X] dis1) - dii) | n>1
n+l1 — n+1 +C3( k+1) HS5( k+l) ‘ n - }
=1
20)

It is easy to see with the aid of equations (20), (22) and (36) that, if we put

for alln >1
X’Z, = W? o34 00m (Bk(cz2+1)>
Y,y = o B o Our(CL(dIE),
this will solve the system FE;. So, in particular, we find, using a collapsing-

argument, for all n > 1
P

W?OT[O@H(C]C(CZZ+1)> :T'H35(dk—|—z‘)- (37)

i=1
Now we can find with the aid of equation (17), (19) and (37) that for £k =0
7T§ oTr o aH(Ao(A)) =T- 71'? OoTr o aH(Bo(A))

=175 071005 (Co(dr))

p
=T- HS5(CZ
i=1

Thus, we have proved for all p > 1

0710 01 (AV) = 775 ([ so(0)

and with a GIP argument we can conclude the proof.

Remark (4.4.9)

In this verification, we have seen the frequent use of a so-called collapsing-
argument. We can imagine that if the protocol becomes more complicated the
collapsing-argument will become more complicated, as well. We can provide
for each situation a new collapsing-argument; but it will be better to formulate
a general theorem on collapsing-arguments that we can use in every situation.
Fortunately, such a theorem already exists. Hereinafter, we will enumerate all
the definitions needed in order to state this theorem.

The following definitions are taken from [40].
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Definition (4.4.10)

Let E = {z =1t,(X) : z € X} be a guarded recursive specification (with-
out abstracting operators). Let I C A. We will call a subset C' C X a cluster
of I'in Eif C # () and for all x € C we have iy, ... i, € IU{7}, 21,...,2m € C
and y1,...,y, € X\ C (n > 1,m > 0) such that the equation for x in the
guarded recursive specification F is

m n
93:5 ik'karE Yi,
k=1 =1

in which the last summand is omitted if n = 0. We will call the variables ;
exits of x and we write U(x) = {y1,...,yn}. We will use U(C) = |J,co U(x)
for the exit set of the cluster C. We will call a cluster conservative if every
exit y € U(C) is accessible from every variable in the cluster by doing zero or
more steps from I U {7} in the cluster to a cluster-variable which has exit y.

Definition (4.4.11) Cluster Fair Abstraction Rule

Let E be a guarded recursive specification and let I C A with || > 2.
Let C be a conservative cluster of F in I. Let |U(C)| < co. Then we have for

all x € C:
Tr(z) =7- Z T1(y)-
yeU(C)

We will refer to this rule with the abbreviation CFAR®®, since it is not supposed
that the cluster itself is finite; only the exit set of the cluster. If C is a finite
set then the abbreviation CFAR will be used.

The following theorem is taken from [40]. Only some notations are modi-
fied.

Theorem (4.4.12)

ACP; ,, + RDP + RSP + ODP + OSP + KFAR; + GIP - CFAR™.

Example (4.4.13)

Let us take a look at the guarded recursive specification E; that can be
found in the proof of theorem (4.4.8).

Ei={X,=tY +Z
Y =ca(diyo) - Xp + 2

p
Z = H35(dk+1+i) ‘ n Z 0}

=1
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It is not very hard to see that C = {X! V! : n > 0} is a conservative cluster

n n

of £ in I and that for the set of exits we have U(C) = {Z}. Hence, we may
apply CFAR®* and we find thus for all n > 0
p
(X)) =7V =7-71(Z) = 7 [ [ s5(dkr144)-
i=1
So, in fact, our collapsing-argument is just a proof of theorem (4.4.12) in a
special case.

In our next example we will make things a little less unrealistic. We will
change the behaviour of the queue () that already appeared in the specification
of our alternating bit protocol: the queue can lose its last frame. We will
express this with an atomic action [ (for lost) as follows.

QW) =) r2(2) Q)

T€EFE

Qzxo) = ra(y) QM xoxy)+s3(z) - Qo) +1-Q(0).
yek
All the other components of our alternating bit protocol will remain the same
and will be used in the following theorem. Observe that we use the same symbol
for this faulty queue. This is done because abbreviations in the former theorem
can be used again. We will enumerate the following sets that will be used in
this theorem.

H={ri(d),si(d) :d € D}
U{ra(x),r3(2),52(2), s3(2) : v € E}
U{ra(k),ss(k) : k€ Z/2Z}
I={c(d):deD}
U{c2(x),c3(z) :z € E}
U{ca(k): k€Z/2Z} U{l,t}.
Notice that the only difference with the sets used in theorem (4.4.8) is the

extra [ in the abstraction set I.

Theorem (4.4.14)

Let @ be the above queue with the possibility that the last frame can be
lost. The other components are the same that appear in theorem (4.4.8).

109 (SO) | QW) || R(D) HH31 )=r-ﬁS5<d>

Proof. The structure of this proof will be the same as before. We will first

calculate
on (S@) 11 Q) || R(D) HHsl )).
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Figure 4.9. A state transition diagram.

We have included a picture of this process in figure 4.9 on page 201. The actual
calculation of this process will be left to the reader, but we will provide some
explanation such that with the aid of the picture and the specification it will
be not that hard to verify that the result is correct. We will use the same
notations as in theorem (4.4.8). In order to give the specification we will need
three more abbreviations.

oo

Hi(0) = S(di+1) | Qo) | SAK) | [T s1(di)
i=k+2

o

Ii(o) = S(k+1) || Qo) || SAE) | T] si(di)

i=k+2
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Ji(0) = S(dy+2) | Qo) || SAR) | H s1(d

i=k+3

Hereinafter, we will enumerate the guarded recursive specification. We have
k > 0 and n > 1. For m we will mention its range explicitly. Then we will
discuss this result.

O (A(N) = e1(dis) - O (Br(N)) (38)
O (Apr(diyy)) =1 0 (Aea (di 1)) + ca(dir2) - O (Braa(diy 1))
+ cs(djsr) - GH(Ik( k+1)) (39)
9 (Br(\) = ca(dit1) - O (Cr(di+1)) (40)
Ou (Br(djty1)) = 1- 0 (Bi(di 1)) + ca(diyr) - 0 (Cr(dify))
+ c3(di1) - O (Er(dpi))) (41)
Ont (Brey1(dipq * dil2)) = 1+ On (Breya (diy + dilys)) (m > 0)
+es(diy1) - O (Ti(dys ) * dis))
+ ca(diya) - O (Cropr (difyr * dit)) (42)
Or (Cx(N) =t 0u (Br(N) (43)
On (Ck(fmﬂ)) =1-0n (Ck(JZJtll)) +t-0n (Bk(CZZH))
+ c3(dyt1) - O (Dr(dp)) (44)
Ont (Chyr (diyy * dily)) = 1- O (Crpa (] = difys)) (m >1)
+ c3(di1) - O (Gr(d) i * dity))
+t- O (Brgpa(dipy * d'y)) (45)
OH (Dk()\)) =t-0n (Ek()\)) + 85(dgy1) - On (Fk()\)) (46)
O (Dr(dyy)) =1 0u (Dr(dpi))) +t - 0u (Er(diy))
+ 55(dit1) - On (Fr(diyh)) (47)
O (Ex(N)) = ca(dit1) - O (Di(di+1))
1 s5(disr) - On (Hi (V) (48)
On (Ex(dpyy)) =1 0u (Br(di 1)) + ca(dis) - O (Dr(dpt]))
+ 55(drt1) - On (H(djty 1)) (49)
O (Fr(N)) =t - 0 (He (X)) + ca(k) - O (Ar1 (X)) (50)
O (Fr(dpy)) =1 0 (Fy(dpy])) +t - O (He(dypy))
+ca(k) - O (Arta(diyy)) (51)
11 (Gr(N) = t - 01 (J(N) + ca(R) - Ot (Brsr (V) (52)
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O (Gr(dis)) = 1 O (Gr(d}'sy")) +t - 0n (Ji(dis)) (m >1)

+ea(R) - Orr (B (@7) (53)

On (Gr( gy * dis)) = 1 On (Gr(di ] * ditn)) (m>1)
+ b O (Ji(diyy * dilys))

+ ca(k) - O (Bk+1(d;cl+1 * 65212)) (54)

O (Hr(N) = c2(dis1) - O (Fi(di+1)) (55)

On (Hk:(CiZH)) =1-0n (Hk(cilel)) + C2(Jk+1) -0 (Fk(dZE)) (56)

O (I(N)) = c1(drr2) - Ou (Ju(N)) (57)

On (In(diy1)) = 1- O (Ie(d 1)) + 1 (diy2) - O (Ti(dityy))  (58)

O (Ji(N)) = c2(dyt2) - O (Gr(di+2)) (59)

O (Jr(d}5)) = 1+ 0n (Ji(di) (m > 1)

+ co(dpta) - Onr (Gk+1(JZL:_21)) (60)

O (Ju(djpy * i) =1 O (Ji(dy ) * dis)) (m > 0)

+ eo(disa) - On (G (diy * i) (61)

At this point, we will clarify the guarded recursive specification consisting of
the equations (38)—(61). We are to give a guarded recursive specification of the
process Oy (AO()\)). If we calculate this, we can see in figure 4.9, starting from
the root of the graph, that we will rise to the next node, which is 0y (BO()\)).
This part of the picture corresponds to equation (38) for k = 0. If we calculate
this node we will go up again and we will enter “the single* BC-trace”, which
corresponds to equations (41) and (44). We can enter a triangle from this node
that corresponds to equations (44) for n = 1 and equation (43). If we go one
step to the right from the single BC-trace we will enter the DF-trace, which
corresponds to the equations (46)—(49). In the DE-trace we can do an s5(dp)
step to the right and then we will enter the FH-trace. This trace resembles
the equations (50), (51), (55) and (56). If we step to the right in the F'H-trace
on the lowest level, (see equation (50)), we see that we will enter 9y (A1 (X)),
via an acknowledgement c4(0). This corresponds to equation (38) for & = 1.
Thereupon, we will enter the single BC-trace for k = 1, or a triangle, and so on.
If we do a step to the right from the F'H-trace on another level, we will enter an
A-node, which corresponds to equation (39) (confer (51)). At this A-node we
have three choices: we can jump to a lower A-node, we can go down to an I-no-
de (57) and (58), or we can enter a double** B(C-trace, which corresponds to

* Single stands for the fact that there is only one type of elements in the
queue.

** Double stands for the fact that there are two types of elements in the
queue.
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the equations (42) and (45). From the double BC-trace we can do a step down
and enter the JG-trace or jump down to a lower BC-trace. This can be a
double B(C-trace, or if we are on the first level, a single one. From the I-node
we can jump to a lower I-node, except on the first level, or we can enter the
JG-trace, as well. This JG-trace corresponds to equations (52)—(54) and (59)—
(61). From the JG-trace we can jump down to a lower JG-trace, except on the
first level; there we can only jump to the left in the same JG-trace. Or we can
do a “skewed” step down to a lower BC-trace, which can be both double or
single. There is one node that we have not met yet: it is the node between the
lowest JG-trace and the single BC-trace right under it. This node corresponds
to equation (52).

Now we have seen how this large guarded recursive specification can be
deduced, we will briefly discuss the overall structure of the sequel: first, we
will make an assumption for one p > 1 on a DFE-trace, for which we already
know that it holds for p = 1. With this assumption we can derive a conclusion
for an FH-trace. To achieve this we will need an intermediary result that we
will prove with induction. Once we derived the conclusion on this FH-trace
we will set off a chain reaction: we know that the assumption on the DFE-trace
holds for p = 1 and then we conclude that the conclusion on the FH-trace is
valid for p = 1. With this knowledge we can derive that the assumption on
the DE-trace is correct for p = 2 and so we find that the conclusion concerning
the FH-trace holds for p = 2 et cetera. This will be done with induction on p.
In the end it will turn out that both the assumption and the conclusion hold
for all p > 1. This fact will be used to make a small calculation on a single
BC-trace. Using this together with a GIP argument, we can conclude the proof
of 4.4.14.

Let J = {s5(d) : d € D}. Let 81 = 8(I,J). Let, for the moment, p > 1 be
fixed. Suppose that the following holds. For all £ > 0 and for all n > 1:

p

wh 0 B 0 O (Dr(N) =t~ 7y 0 By 0 0 (Ex(N) + | | s5(disi) (62)
=1
7' o f100n (Dk(dZH)) =t-mjoBiody (Ek(dzﬂ)) (63)
b
+ 178 o Br o0 (Dul(dy))) + [ ss(dirs)
1=1

7 0 By 0 O (ER(N)) = ca(dgy1) - 75 0 B 0 Oy (Dk(dk—i—l))
p
+ [ ss(dns) (64)
i=1
78 0 By 0 O (Ex(diy,)) = ca(digr) - 7% 0 1 0 O (Di(d 1)) (65)
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+1- FJOﬂloaH Ek dZ—i—ll +HS5 dk—H

Then the following can be derived from this assumption. For all k,n > 0:

7w o 71 0 O (Fi (k+1))}:T_p8 drir s 66
010 0 (He(dLos) g 5(dk+144)- (66)

To prove this we will first deduce from the assumptions that we made an
intermediary result on the JG-traces and the double BC-traces. Hereinafter,
we will state it and we will prove it with induction on u. For all k,u, m > 0:

7' o110 O Ck+1(dk wdy'l)) -
; +1 mf:r2 ) =T- H 55(dk+144) (67)
ﬂ'Jo’TIOaHG( 1*dk+2)> i=1

7'(-? oTr o 8H Jk)(dk+]_ * dk+2)>

As we already announced, we will prove (67) with induction on u. So let
first of all v = 0 and fix £ > 0. Consider the following guarded recursive
specification Fj.

={X}=t-Y) + 2
Yy = ca(diy2) - X1 + 2
Xp=1-X,p 1+t Y+ 7,
Yl =1-Y, |+ cadpsa) Xp 1+ 2
p
1= HSB(dk+1+i) | n>1 }

=1

Let C; = {X}, Y.} : n > 0}. Then C] is a conservative cluster of E; in I. Since

n' - n

the set of exits U(C1) = {Z1} is finite, we may apply CFAR> and we find for
all n > 0:

P
TI(XrlL) = TI(Ynl) =T H 35(dk+1+z’)-
i=1

Because of equations (62)—(65) we see that if we put for all n > 0

X} =75 0B 00y (Diya(df o))
ynl = 7T§ of3100n (Ek—i-l( Z+2))7
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this will solve the guarded recursive specification E;. Now consider the follow-
ing calculation.

p
7 [ ss(disiri) = 71(X5)
=1 :T[Oﬂ'goﬂl OaH(Dk+1(CzZ+2))
= b o770 81 00 (Dit1(d},,)) use (4.3.12)

=7 o1 00H (Dk+1(dZ+2)) see lemma (4.4.6)

Such a calculation can be made for Fj 1, too. We find thus for all n > 0

F?OT[O@H(D]C+1(~Z+2)) P
7T§ oOTr OaH(Ek+1( Z+2))

=7 [[ s5(drs143). (68)

i=1
Now consider the following guarded recursive specification Fs.

By = { XZ = co(dpt2) - Y72
Yi=t-X2
Xp=1- X7y +caldira) - Vi) + Zo
Y2=1-Y2 +t X2+ 2y
p

Zay = c3(dy1a) - HS5(dk+1+z‘) ‘ n>1}.
i=1

Let Cy = {X2,Y,2 : n > 0}. Then Cs is a conservative cluster of E5 in I. Since

the set of exits U(Cy) = {Z>} is finite, we may apply CFAR> and we find for
all n > 0:

P
TI(XEL) = TI(YT?) =T- H 35(dk+1+i)-
i=1

Let 82 = B(I, {03(Jk+2)}). Hereinafter, we will show that if we put for alln > 0

X2 =% 0By 00k (Bir1(dyys))

2 p n (69)
Yy =740 B200u (Cria(diis)),

this will solve the guarded recursive specification Fy. For n = 0 it is trivial to
see that, with the aid of equations (40) and (43), this is true for the first two
equations of Fy. Now let n > 1. We will verify the third equation of Fs.

n (41) n—
0 B2 0 Onr (Brya(diya)) =1 - 7 0 B2 0 Onr (Brr1(d 7))

+ Co (Ci}H_Q) : W? o 32 0 0y (Ck—i-l(dZi%))
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+ c3(diy2) -7 0T 0 O (Ek+1(652121))

(68) N
=1. 7TJ o 52 odn (Bk+1(dk—|—2))

+ co(diy2) - T 0 Ba o 8H(Ck+1(dk_t%)>
p

+ cs(diy2) - 7 H $5(d+1-+44)-
i=1

So we see that this solves the equation in Fy for X2. A similar calculation will
yield the same result for the fourth equation of F5. So the claim that (69) is a
solution for F is valid. We find

p
T H s5(dry14:) = Tr(X7) ~
=1 :7'1071'?05208H(Bk+1(dz+2)>
=75 077 0 B2 00 (Bry1(d}l4,))  use (4.3.12)
=7 o7 00K (Bk+1(ciz+2)). see (4.4.6)

Such a calculation can be made for C41, too. Thus, we have for all n > 0
7P 077 0 O (B (A P
Z T H( k:+1(~k+2)) :T-H35(d ). (70)
7TJ OTr O 8H (Ck_|_1(dg_|_2))

This means that the first two equations of (67) are proved for u = 0 and our
fixed k > 0. Consider the next guarded recursive specification Ej3.

Es={X$=t-Yy+Z;
Y3 = ca(dpya) - X3
X2 =1-X2 _+t- Y2+ 275
Y3 =1-Y2 | +ca(disa) - X

p
Zg = C4(E) . H35(dk+1+i) ‘ n Z 1 }
=1

Let O3 = {X2,Y3 : m > 0}. Then C3 is a conservative cluster of E3 in I.

m)—m

Since the set of exits U(C3) = {Z3} is finite, we may apply CFAR* and we
find for all m > 0:

p
TI(X?n) Y3 y=71" Hs5 dii144)-
=1

Let 83 = B(Z, {ca(k)}). It will not be difficult to see that if we put for all m > 0

X3 =750 B3 00m(Gr(d,,))

3 p [m )
Y =l o B3 00 (Ji(dis)),
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this will solve the system Ej3. We will only verify the first equation for Fjs.
Consider thereto the following display.

2. 7 0 B3 0 O (Jk(N))

+ C4(/€) . 7TJ oTr O aH(Bk+1()\))
(7—)t 7TJ of30 aH(Jk( ))

7o B3 00y (Gk()\))

p
+ 04 T - H S5(dk4144)-
=1

The other equations can be handled in the same way while using equation (70).
Thus, we find that (71) solves the guarded recursive specification F3. When
we use the fact that the generalized projection operator and the abstraction
operator commute and the fact that the abstraction operator absorbs the se-
lective abstraction operator 3 we will find with a calculation that is similar to
the ones we did for E; and E5 that for all m >0

ﬂ?oTjoaH(Gk(Jzzfz))} =T ﬁs (dit1+4)
) =7 5\0k+1+i)-
o7 0 O (Je(dis)) =

Now we find that the second two equations of (67) are also correct so we see
that the basis of the induction is proved for (67), since k > 0 was arbitrarily
chosen. Assume that (67) is valid for u > 0. We will prove it for u+1. Fix k > 0
and let E4 be the following guarded recursive specification.

Ey={X} =codpso) Yioi1 + Za
vafwrl =t Xm+1 +Z4

p
Zy = (CB(JIH—l) +1) - H35(dk—|—1+i) | m >0 }.
i=1

Let Cy = {X,,,Y,s .1 : m > 0}. Then it is easy to see that Cy is a conservative
cluster of E4 in I. The set of exits U(Cy) = {Z4} is finite, so we may apply
CFAR®® and we find for all m >0

P
T[(X4) = 77( Y4 =T HS5 di+14i)-
=1

Let 81 = B(I, {c3(dg+1),1}). We will show that if we put for all m >0

X, =% 0 B400m (B (dggﬁ * dk+2))

Yiner =5 0 810 0 (Crpr (dify + diy)),
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this will be a solution for the system FE,. For, contemplate the deduction below
concerning the first equation of Fjy.

w1 0 Ba 0 O (Brar (dif1 * dily))

(42) ~u ~m
=17l 071 0 O (Br1(djiiy * dily5))

+ C2 (CZ]H_Q) : 7T§ o B400H (Ck—l—l(cz;;ii * JZ%—:_;))
+ c3(dpr1) - 74 0 77 0 O (Ji(dfyy * di2))
(67) z ; :
=l-T- H s5(diti1+4i) + ca(dipg1) - 7 - H $5(drt1+4)
=1 i=1
+ co(dyya) - 5 0 Ba 0 O (Crpr (it + A7)

= co(dpr2) - 7 0 B4 0 On (Crpr (djfy + dih)

+ (Cg(cik+1) + l) . H S5(dk+1+i).

=1

Completely analogously to the above calculation we can deduce a similar result
for the second equation of E4. So we see that the solution for the guarded
recursive specification Fy is (72). We find easily using commutativity and
absorption:

7L o171 00y (B (dt! s d P
; T H( k1 ( ~Sﬁ ~T]:f1)) - . H $5(dpt144)- (73)
Ty 0T 00H (Ck+1(dk+1 *diy )) i=1

Thus we find that the first two equations of (67) are correct for u + 1 for our
chosen k > 0. To prove that the other two are also correct we will consider the
following guarded recursive specification Fs.

Bs ={Xp 1=t Yo, +27 + 73
Yo = coldiyo) - Xy + 25
p
77 = ca(k) - H 85(drt144)
=1

(2

Z3 =1-]] ss(drs14:) [ m >0},
i=1

Let C5 = {X2,,1,Y,> : m > 0}. It is evident that C5 is a conservative cluster
of E5 in I. The set of exits U(C5) = {Z7, Z3} is finite so in accordance with
CFAR®™ we find for all m >0

p

TI(X;ZH) = TI(Yri) =T H 35(dk+1+z‘)-
=1
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Let 35 = B(1,{ca(k),[}). Then it is easy to see with the aid of equations (54)
and (61), the induction hypothesis, and the just derived result (73) that if we
put for all m >0

Xipr =0 Bs 0 0n (Cu(dif} + d}5)
V> =m0 B500u(J (qufﬁ #di’5)),

this will be a solution for the system FE5. It is deduced in exactly the same way
as we did hereinbefore that

b o1 09y (Gr(dpty = di'hh) 2
P Fu+1 :T'HSE’(dkH“)’
7 o1 0 0 (Je(dply s dp'ys)) i=1
Hence, we see that also the second two equations of (67) are valid for u + 1,

so this will end the induction step for our intermediate result since k > 0 was
arbitrarily chosen.

At this point we will state three more guarded recursive specifications
before we can conclude the proof of equation (66). The first matter that we
are going to discuss is a result on the I-nodes. We want to calculate that for
alln >0

ks

7'('?0’7’[08[—[(]]6 k—i—l =T- HS5 dk—i—l—l—z (74)
=1

Therefore, we will consider the guarded recursive specification Ej.

p

= {Xg = c1(dgy2) - H s5(drt144)

1=1
X0=1-X)_1+X5|n>1}.

Let Cg = {X8 : n > 1}. The set of exits is U(Cg) = {X§}. It will be clear
that Cg is a conservative cluster for Fg in I. Hence, according to CFAR> we
find for all n > 1, which can be obtained for n = 0 directly:

mr(X0) = m1(X9) =7 | [ 55(ds144)-

i=1
Let 36 = B(I,{c1(dk+2)}). We will show that if we put for all n >0
Xy =l 0 s 0 0 (Ie(di11)), (75)

this will solve Eg. First, let n = 0 and consider the following.

(57)
— Cl(dk_|_2) 7T§ oOTr O 8H(Jk()\)>

(67) u
="c1(dk42) - T - HS5 dit1+4)-
=1

7 o B 0 On (Ik()\))
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Now we will handle the case n > 1.

w0 65 0 O (Ie(d1)) 2178 0 By 0 O (T (df 1))

+ c1(dg42) -7 oTr 0 3H(Jk( ~Z+1))

(67) Y
— l 7TJ 0/66 OaH(Ik(dk_Hl))

+ c1(dpq2) - T H $5(di+1+44)-

=1

So we see that (75) solves the guarded recursive specification Fg. Together
with our calculations above we find that equation (74) is valid for all n > 0.
The next thing that we are going to prove is something about the A-nodes. We
will show that for all n > 0

p
7I'J OTroO 8H (Ak+1 dk+1 =T- H S5 dk+1+z (76)
=1

Consider the guarded recursive specification E7 below.

p
Br = { X§ = c1(diy2) - [ [ s5(dis1vs)
=1
X' =1-X! |+ X0+ 7y
p
Z7 = c3(dp41) - H35(dk+1+i) ‘ n>1}.
=1

Let C; = {X] : n > 1}. The set of exits is U(C7) = {X{J, Z7}. Since C7 is
a conservative cluster for F7 in I and since the set of exits is finite, we may
apply CFAR®>. This yields for all n > 1, which we can immediately infer
for X{:

p
mr(Xg) = 11(X)) =7 | [ 55(ds144)-
=1
Let (87 = ﬁ([, {c1(dk42), 03(czk+1)}). We will show that, if we put for all n > 0

X7 = o 87 0 0 (Ars1(diy)),
this will solve E7. First let n = 0. We find easily

(38)
= c1(di+2) - 7 0 71 0 O (Br41(N))

(67) P
='c1(dira) -7 [ [ s5(diyara)-

i=1

ﬂ'g o ﬁ7 o 8[_[ (Ak—i—l()\))
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Now we will handle n > 1.

39)

- (
78 o Br 0 O (Ak41(dpyy)) =17 o Br 00y (Ak+1( .

)

Br11 dZ+11 )

)
(
(Ik dZ+11 )
1)
(2
)

+Cl(dk+2) 7TJOT[O(9H
+C3(Czk_|_1) 7TJOT[O(9H

(67)

41
=1-7h 05703H(Ak+1( k1 ) +X§
O

Idnl)

+03(dk+1) 7TJOTIO k+1

(74)
=l WJOﬁ7OaH(Ak+1( k-l-l )+X0 +Z7

Combining the just derived results we find with a commutativity /absorption
argument that equation (76) is correct. Now we are in a position to prove that
equation (66) is valid. We need yet another guarded recursive specification Fg
for that purpose.
Es={X5=t-Y5+Zs

Yy = caldpyr) - X7

X2=1-X5_,+t-YP+Zg

Y =1V +eadi) - Xy

P
Zg = C4(l€) . H35(dk+1+i) ‘ n Z 1 }

=1

Let Cg = {X8)Y® : n > 0}. The set of exits is U(Cg) = {Zs}. It is clear
that Cg is conservative, so we apply CFAR™> and we find for all n > 0

D
TI(XS) = =T- HS5 dk+1—|—z
=1

We will not need a new 3. We will take 85 = 8(Z, {ca(k)}). Now it will not be
difficult to show that, if we put for all n > 0

X8 = 7' o B3 00y (Fk(JZH))
YS = 71'? oﬂ3 o aH(Hk(dZ—i—l))?

this will solve Es. Use equations (50), (51), (55) and (56) together with the
just inferred result on the A-nodes (76). Combining the results with an easy
commutativity /absorption argument gives that equation (66) is correct if we
assume that equations (62)—(65) are valid.

Now we will prove that equation (66) itself is correct. We will do this with
induction on p. So let p = 1. We will show that the assumptions that we made
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in equations (62)—(65) are valid for p = 1. Let us first take a look at the first
assumption (62) and consider the following simple calculation.

7rL1] o 31 00y (Dk()\))(g)t . 7rL1] o031 00K (Ek()\)) + 85(dg+1)-

So we see that this is just the assumption (62) for p = 1. Now let us verify
that the second assumption (63) is also valid for p = 1.

(47)

7y 0 B1 0 O (Di(diiy1) =1y 0 B 0 O (Di(dy3y))

+1- 7T§ o ﬁl 9 8H (Ek(dz+1)> + 85(dk+1).

This is precisely equation (63) for p = 1. The verification that the other two
assumptions are correct for p = 1 can be proved analogously. So we obtain that
equation (66) is correct for p = 1. This concludes the basis of our induction
on p. Now assume that equation (66) is valid for one p > 1. We will show that
the assumptions that we made are now valid for p + 1. First, we will verify
that equation (62) is correct for p + 1. Consider thereto the following.

46
7 o By 0 Oy (Dk()\))(:)t -7bt o By 0 Oy (Er(N))

+ s5(dgs1) - ﬂ'g oTr o 8H(Fk()\)>
=t- 7T§+1 o 31 0 O (Er(N))

p
+ 85(digr) -7 | [ 5 (drsars)
i=1

=t- 7T§+1 o100y (Ek()\))
pt1

+ H S5 (dk—l—z)
i=1

We see that this is indeed equation (62) for p + 1. Now let us make a similar
calculation for the second assumption.

750 By 0 0y (Di(di)) 1 7 o By o O (Di(dy )

+t-m7ht o By 0 O (Ey(dyyy))
+ s5(dg41) -7 071 0 Om (Fk(szJrl))
=17 o By 0 O (Di(d}7)))
+t- 7T§+1 o310 On (Ek(d2+1)>
p
+ s5(dg1) - T - H 85(dk+1+4)

i=1
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-1 7r§+1 o031 00y (Dk(dZJ:ll))
1t 71—?"_1 o (3100 (Ek(d;gl—kl))

p+1

+ H S5 (dk+z)
i=1

We see that this is exactly the second assumption (63) for p + 1. The proof
that the assumptions (64) and (65) are also correct for p+ 1 can be calculated
in the same way. But then we can immediately conclude that (66) is correct
for p+1. This ends our induction on p and we find that equation (66) is correct
for all p. With this knowledge it is evident that the assumptions that we made
are also correct by themselves. (For, the case p = 1 was already correct and
for p > 1 we can reiterate, using (66), the above calculation.) We will use this
fact to prove that the following holds for all n > 0.

P Dy (d? :
ﬂ-J oTr O 8H( k;(~k;+1)) } = T. H 35(dk-|—z')- (77)
W? o717 00K (Ek (dZJrl)) =1

Consider the subsequent guarded recursive specification Fy.

Ey={XJ=tY)+Z
Yy = ca(dyy1) - X7 + Zo
X)=1-X) [ +t-Y)+ Z

Yy = 1Y+ eadi) - Xpyy + Zo
p

Zg = H35(dk—|—z’) ‘ n Z 1 }

i=1

We see at once from equations (62)—(65) that if we put for all n > 0
X2 = b0 B 00y (Di(dpsy))
Y, =7 0 10 0n (Er(dis)),

that this will solve the system Eg. Let Co = {X2,Y? : n > 0}. The set of exits
is U(C9) = {Zy}. We may apply CFAR* and we find for all n > 0

7 (X0 = (V) = 7 [ ssde).

A simple commutativity /absorption argument will yield that equation (77) is
valid. In the sequel we will need the following result for a single BC-trace. For

alan d~ d
0 P o 7] OaH(Bk( Z+1)) } =T | | 85( k ) ( )
0y ~ . o
Ty©° JloaH(Ck( Z 1))

i=1
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To achieve this, we will need one more guarded recursive specification E1g.

ElO = {X&O = CQ(CZ]H_l) . Y110
Yyl =t X"
X0 =1- X2 + ealdpsr) - Y0 + Zno

YIO=1.v19 +t . X194 7

::]s

Zvo = c3(dps1) - | [ s5(drss) ‘ n>1}.

=1

Let C1g = {X !0, Y,10 : n > 0}. It will be clear that this is a conservative cluster
for E1op in I. The set of exits is U(Cho) = {Z10}. So if we apply CFAR™ we
find for allm > 0

71(X0) = m(Y,%) = 7 ] [ ss(dira).

=1

Let 8s = B(I, {c3(dg+1)}). With the aid of equations (40), (41), (43) and (44)
together with the just derived result on the DE-traces (77) it is not hard to see
that if we put for all n > 0

X0 = 7o fBs 0 Oy (Bk( ~ZJrl))

Ynlo = 7T§ @] ﬁg o 8H(Ck(dz+1)>,

this is a solution for the guarded recursive specification F1g. So a straightfor-
ward calculation gives us that equation (78) is correct.

Hereinafter, we will give the final calculation in order to prove 4.4.14.
Choose k£ = 0 and consider the following.

o700y (AO()\))(3—8)T o700k (BO()\))

p
(7:8)’7' . S5 (dl)
=1

mh (ﬁ S5 (dl)> .

=1

So we see that we have shown for a fixed p > 1

o700 (S0 1 Q) | RO | [T 0) =75 ([T o).

With the use of GIP we conclude the proof of 4.4.14.
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In the following application we will increase the unreliability of the queue.
We will allow that the queue can lose or duplicate any datum contained in it at
any moment. In order to be able to give a guarded recursive specification for
this faulty and stuttering queue, we will need the notion of a residue set and
a stuttering set of the words that the faulty and stuttering queue can contain.
The notion of a residue set is taken from [22].

Definitions (4.4.15)

Let n > 1 and let 0 € E* be a non-empty word, say o = e * €9 * - - - * €,.
For n > 2 the residue set R(o) of ¢ is the following set

R(o) ={e1* - xep_1,ea% -xe,fU{er s ke _1xej1%-xe,: 1 <i<n}

and if n = 1 we will have for the residue set R(e1) = {\}. For the stuttering set
we will not need this dichotomy. The stuttering set S(o) of o is the following
set

S(o)={e1x---*xe;*xe;x---xe,:1<i<n}.

Just as with the previous queue we will express the lossy behaviour by an
atomic action [. The stuttering will be expressed with an atomic action s. Now
we are in a position to give the guarded recursive specification for the faulty
and stuttering queue.

QM) =) r2(2) Q)

T€EFR

Qaxo) =3 ra(y) - Qa0 % y) + sa(x) - Qo)

yek

+ Y, Q)+ > s Q)

p1ER(zx0) p2ES(x*x0)

The other components of our alternating bit protocol will remain the same just
as in the former theorem. We will reiterate the encapsulation set H and we will
give a new abstraction set I that only differs from the previous one in having
an extra s.

H = {rl(d),sl(d) :d € D}
U { ro(z),r3(x), so(x), s3(x) 1 x € E}
U{ra(k),ss(k): k €Z/2L}
I={c(d):deD}
U{ca(x),c3(z) :z € E}
U ca(k) : k € Z/)27 Fu{l,t, s}
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T ___
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1)

1)

Figure 4.10. Another state transition diagram.

Theorem (4.4.16)

Let @ be the faulty and stuttering queue and let the other components be
as in theorem (4.4.8). Then the following holds for all (d;); € D¥

7129 (S(0) | Q) || B(O) HHsl )) =7 [T ssd)
=1

Proof. The structure of this proof will not be entirely the same as before.
Let (d;); € D be fixed. We will first calculate

2 (S) 1| Q) | RO) HHsl )).
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We have schematically depicted this process in figure 4.10 on page 217. We will
leave out the actual calculation of this process but we will use figure 4.10 to
provide some explanation on the resulting guarded recursive specification. For
the guarded recursive specification that follows we will use the abbreviations

Ak(O'),Bk(O'), ceny Jk(O')

that we already saw in theorems (4.4.8) and (4.4.14). We will alternate pieces of
the guarded recursive specification with informal comment on them to optimize
the readability of the specification. Moreover, the order of the equations will
be different than in the former theorems. It is determined by a walk through
figure 4.10.

We suppose that k,n, m range over the set of natural numbers with k£ > 0
and n,m > 1. Informally, we will start walking at the initial point 0y (AO()\))
of the graph in figure 4.10. Formally, we will start for all £ > 0 with equa-
tion Op (Ak(X)). The first equation corresponds to the transition from the
initial node to the only node that can be reached from that point: the second
node. This equation is the same as it appeared in theorem (4.4.14).

8H (Ak()\)> =C (dk+1) . 8H (Bk()\)>

This is not surprising since in this phase the faulty and stuttering queue is
empty. In the second node the queue is still empty so this equation will not
differ from the one in the former theorem either.

O (Br(\) = c2(dit1) - O (Cr(dr1)).

In the third node several things can occur: a time out can be given (we will
go up one node in the graph), a loss of any datum can be given (we will go
southeastwards and enter the triangle), a duplication of any datum can be
performed (we will rise two nodes in the graph with an arched edge) or a
communication can be executed (we will go to the right in the graph). This
behaviour will be repeated in the node that we enter if the duplication has
taken place and so on, see the picture. So we obtain for all these nodes the
following equation

O (Crldi 1)) =1+ 0 (Cr(dyi1)) + s 0m (Cu(dif)))
+t - On (Br(dit)) + ea(dpyr) - On (Di(di 1)

If n = 1 we will enter the triangle. In that node only a time out can be
performed and we come back in the second node. This corresponds to the
equation

On (Ck(A)) =t-0n (Bk()\))
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Half of the first trace up is now clarified but we must take a look at the even
nodes of this trace. As with the odd nodes four actions can be executed. We
can lose any datum element and go down two nodes with an arched edge, a
duplication of any datum can be performed and we will go up two nodes with
an arched edge, the queue can be loaded with one more datum of the same
type (we will go up one node in the graph) or a communication can take place
and a datum will be removed from the queue (we will go to the right in the
graph to the second trace up). Observe that we are dealing with a queue that
contains one type of data, so the residue set and the stuttering set both contain
one element so there is one stuttering edge and one losing edge. We will have
the following equation for these even nodes

O (Bi(dy 1)) =1-0m (Br(dpy1)) + s - 0m (Be(df)))
+ ca(dps1) - On (Cu(dptl)) + es(disr) - O (Br(dyiy))-

This trace up will be called a single BC-trace since the queue contains only
a single type of elements. We have seen that the only way out from a single
BC-trace is by entering what we will call a DFE-trace. We will discuss this
second trace. We will start with the lowest node of the second trace. In this
phase the queue is empty. A time out can be executed and we will go up one
node or a send action at port 5 can take place (we go to the right in the graph).
This corresponds to the following equation

Oy (Dk()\)> =t-0y (Ek()\)) + 85(dk+1) -0y (Fk()\)>

Now we will discuss the second node of the DE-trace. At that node we can
load the queue with a datum element or we can perform the send action to the
right, as well. So we obtain a similar equation.

Oy (Ek()\)) = Cz(dk+1) - Oy (Dk(czk+1)) + S5(dk+1) -0y (Hk()\))

Now we take a node of this trace that is neither the first nor the second. Then
we will have two more possible actions that can be performed since the queue
it not empty at this stage: an additional duplication or deletion can be carried
out. We can see this in the graph. The following two equations will complete
the description of the DE-trace.

On (Di(di1)) = 1- 0 (Dr(d 1)) + 5 - O (Dr(dify))
+t- O (Ex( ~ZH)) + s5(di+1) - O (Fk(dZH))
O (Bi(diy1)) = 1 0 (Er(di))) + 5 Om (Ei(dif)))
+ ¢o(dyy1) - On (Dk(jZi%)) + 85(dr+1) - O (Hk:(JZH))

As with the single BC-trace the way out from the DE-trace is by performing
a send action and entering an F'H-trace. We will start at the lowest level of
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this trace. The queue is empty and just two actions can be done: a time out
can be given and we will go up in the FH-trace or a communication can take
place that acknowledges the transmission of the send action that was executed
before (when leaving the DE-trace) and we will enter the subsequent A-node
(we will go to the right). This corresponds to the following equation

Oy (Fk()\)) =t-0y (Hk()\)) + C4(E) -0y (Ak+1(>\))

Now we will discuss the second node of the FH-trace. In that phase the queue
is still empty, for, we entered it due to a time out. There is just one action that
can be executed: the queue will be loaded with a datum element (the one that
was just sent away). This will be represented by the following equation

8H (Hk()\)) = Cz(dk+1) . 8H (Fk(cikﬂ))

Taking a node of the FH-trace that is neither the first nor the second will yield
two more possibilities: duplication or deletion of any datum. We can see this in
the picture. Only in the odd nodes we can enter a dense block with entrances
that are A-nodes. See the following two equations that complete the discussion
of the FH-traces.

On (Fi(dptyy)) =1 0 (Fe(diiy)) + s - 0 (Fr(dify))

ot O (Hi(dps)) + ca(R) - Opr (Apra (dyy))
Ot (Hyo(diisr)) = U 0n (Hi(di17)) + s - On (Hi(di 1))

+ ca(dy+1) - O (Fi(djty)).

The only nodes that we did not discuss yet are the A-nodes that contain datum
elements that are old: the send action has been executed but not the acknowl-
edgement and due to time outs the queue will be loaded with old data. This
can be clearly seen in the description of the FH-trace. So we will discuss here
the A-nodes with a non-empty queue. In this phase duplication and deletion
can take place (these correspond in figure 4.10 to the up and down going arched
edges). Besides this behaviour a new datum element can be taken from the
test row (we go to the right in the picture and we enter a B-node) or a commu-
nication can take place with the receiver such that one datum can be removed
from the queue (we will go down one node and enter a I-node). The equation
that accompanies this is as follows.

O (A (dyy)) =1 0 (Apsa (dp7)))
+ 5 0 (A (dit)))
+ c1(dir2) - O (Braa (dyy))
+ C3(Jk+1) Oy (Ik(JZJ:ll))
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First, we will treat the I-nodes. From the lowest one we can do just one thing:
take the following element of the test row (we go to the right in the picture).
On the other levels the queue is not empty so we will also have the possibility
to duplicate or to delete (the arched up and down going edges in the figure).
We will give both equations for the I-nodes.

O (I(N)) = c1(drya) - Om (Jr(N))
O (In(di 1)) =1 0 (Ie(diy 1)) + s - O (In(dy 1))
+ c1(dpya) - Onr (Ju(diy)).

Now we will treat the B-nodes. Recall that they are at the right of the A-nodes.
We can lose or duplicate or we can load or communicate. After deletions and
stutterings we will still be in a B-node (the arched edges). If we load we will
go to the right in the picture (we will enter the double BC-trace since there
are now two types of data) and if we communicate we will go one node down
in the graph. We will give the equation of the B-nodes.

On (Brr1(dis)) = - 9 (Bria(dpy 1)) + s - 0m (Bryr (dp 1))
+ ca(dis2) - On (Chr (di g * dii2))
+ c3(dpy1) - 8H(Jk(d2+11))

Observe that we have in the node that is right from this B-node two types of
data in the queue: old data and a new one. Since we can lose or duplicate any
datum that is in the queue at any moment we will see in the graph more edges
than in the first part of the figure: we have two deletions and two duplications.
The triangles that we can see in the picture are due to the fact that the just
read new datum can be deleted immediately. This means that there are also
C-nodes. First, we will discuss the node with the old and new data. As we
already said there are two types of deletion and duplication (arched edges to
the right and two nodes up are the stuttering edges; an arched edge two nodes
down and the small edge to the triangle node are the deletion edges). Also a
time out can be given (we will go to the right one node in the graph). Finally, a
communication with the receiver can be executed and we will go down one node
in the graph. This is expressed in the following equation (recall that n,m > 1).

On (Ck+1(dk;+1 * dk+2)> =1-0n (Ck+1( k+1 * dk+2))
+1- 05 (Ck+1(dk+1 iwy)
+ 5 On (Crpa (At * i)
+ 50 (Crorr (A * di51)
+1t-0m (Bk+1(dk+1 * dk+2))
+ c3(diy1) - O (Gr(d ] * dits)).
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Now we will discuss the C-nodes. In these nodes there is only one type of data
left: the old ones. So we will have here one type of deletion and duplication (the
arched edges up and down at the triangle nodes). A time out can be performed
(we will go northwestwards in the triangle and return to the B-node) or we
can communicate with the receiver and an old datum can be removed from the
queue (we will go southeastwards in the graph). We will give the corresponding
equation in the next display.

0H(Ck+1(fm+1)) = l'aH(Ck+1(dk+1)) +s- aH(CHl(dZill))
+t-0n (Bk+1(dk+1)) + C3(dk+1) ‘ 8H(Gk(d2+11))

We will finish the discussion of the double B(C-trace by giving the equation for
the B-nodes that contain two types of data. Just as with the C-nodes of this
trace we will have two types of deletion and duplication (for the stuttering we
go up and to the right with an arched edge and for the deletion we will go down
and to the left with an arched edge). Besides these things we can also stay in
the double BC-trace by loading one more new datum in the queue (we go one
node to the right) or we can escape it by communicating with the receiver (we
go one node down in the picture). We will give the equation for all these nodes.

Ox (BkH(ciZH * le+2)) =1-0g (Bk+1(dk+1 * dk+2))
+ 1 O (B (dfy * "))
+ 5 0 (Brera (dpf] * din))
+ 50 (B (digy + di))
+ ca(dps2) - On (Crogr (dpyy * dj )
+ es(dpr1) - O (Ju(di ) = dily5)).

To escape a single BC-trace we communicate with the receiver and we enter
a DE-trace. With the double BC-trace we communicate with the receiver and
we will enter the JG-trace. These traces are the only ones that remain for our
discussion. For both nodes we will have four equations. First, we will treat the
nodes with an empty queue. The location of the empty G-node in the picture
is the lowest node of the dense block; it is part of a triangle. If we go from
that point northwestwardly to the next node we will enter the empty J-node.
In this node the only possible action is the loading of the queue with a new
datum element (we will go to the right in the picture). This is expressed in an
equation as follows.

O (Ji(N)) = c2(dyt2) - O (Grldr+2)).

We see that in this equation there is a G-node with only a new datum. We will
discuss this node after the empty G-node. In this node we have two possible
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actions. We can perform a time out (we go northwestwardly to the empty
J-node) or an acknowledgement can be executed and we enter the beginning of
the next single BC-trace. This is the corresponding equation

Oy (Gk(A)) =t-0y (Jk(A)) + C4(E) -0y (Bk+1(>\))

The lowest horizontal line of the dense block is a somewhat different JG-trace
than the others: in this trace all the old datum elements are removed from
the queue and only new data is in the queue. Therefore, there is one type of
deletion and duplication (we go to the left or to the right with arched edges).
At a G-node we can execute a time out and we stay in the JG-trace (we go one
node to the right in the figure) or we can perform an acknowledgement and we
go to the next single BC-trace (we go to the southeast in the graph). For the
J-nodes there is besides the stuttering and deletion actions just one possible
action: the queue will be loaded with a new datum element (we will go one
node to the right in the graph). We will give both equations hereinafter.

O (Gr(diys)) =10 (Gr(d',")) + s - 0 (Gr(d )

+t- 0 (Ju(diy)) + ca(k) - On (Brgr (d )
O (Ju(din)) = 1 0 (Ju(di’ ) + s - 0 (Je(d )

+ ca(dpr2) - O (Gr(dih).

The JG-traces have at their beginning a triangle as with the beginning of the
double B(C-traces. In fact, we have in this dense block a horizontal CG-trace.
The C-nodes of this trace have already been treated. Now we will handle the
other part of this CG-trace. Since the empty G-node is already discussed we will
treat the non-empty ones. In these nodes there are only old datum elements.
Hence, we will have one deletion and one duplication (see the up and down
going arched edges). A time out can be executed (we will go northwestwardly)
and we return in the first J-node of the JG-trace or an acknowlegdement is
performed (we will go southwestwards in the graph). We will give the equation.

On (Gr(di 1)) =1 0 (Gr(di31) + 5 - O (Gr(di 1))
+t-0n (Jk(dg+1)) + C4(E) -0y (Bk+1(dg+1)).
We see in this equation that also J-nodes can contain only old data. We will
discuss them hereinafter. Besides losing and stuttering (we will go up and down

with arched edges) the queue can be loaded with a new datum element (we go
one node to the right in the picture). We will give this equation below.

Ont (Ju(dpy ) =1 0u (Je(diy))) + - On (Ju(dpiy))
+ Cg(dk+2) -0y (Gk(JZ—H * Jk+2)).
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The two remaining equations concern the JG-traces with two types of datum
elements. For the G-nodes we have beside the four stuttering and deletion
actions (see the four arched edges in the graph) two possible actions: we can
stay in the JG-trace and perform a time out (we go one node to the right in
the graph) or an acknowledgement is executed (we will go southeastwards to
the lower double BC-trace). We will give its equation.

O (Gr(dpyy *diys)) =1+ 0 (Gr(dyy ) * dits))
+1- 0y (Gr(dpy * di'h)
+s-0n Gk(CZZﬁ * dﬁz))
+ 5 0 (Grldpyy * dtHh)
+1t-0n Jk(ciz+1 * cizl+2))
+ ca(k) - On (Bk+1(JZ+1 * Ciﬁuz))

N~~~ T

Finally, for the J-nodes with two types of data we have apart from the four
obvious possibilities (see the arched edges in the graph) just one other action:
the queue will be loaded with a new datum element (we go one node to the
right in the picture). We will give the equation for these nodes.

Or (Ji(dftyy * d2)) = 1 O (Ju(diy * dfly))
+1 0y (Ji(diyy * di’h)
+ 5 O (Ji(dt )+ dyry))

+ s - (9H(Jk(d2+1 * d;cn++21))
+ CQ(Jk+2) - On (Gk(JZ+1 * Cz;cnﬁl))

In the former theorems we used the large guarded recursive specification
in the sequel of the proof. If one tries to imitate the proofs that have been
exposed thus far, it will turn out that there is a problem with the dense block
of figure 4.10: in the former verifications these blocks have been teared down
with induction on the “floor height”. We can see in figure 4.9 on page 201 that
there are no arrows that go up from a floor; they all go to the right, down or
to the southeast. In the dense block of figure 4.10 there are arrows that go up
from all but the lowest floor. This is due to the duplication of old data. If we
assume that only the last read datum element can be duplicated then we can
use the above deduced guarded recursive specification. But now we can not
use this induction argument since we can reach all the floors above us. What
we will use is the fact that this dense block not just looks like a cluster: it
can be made into a cluster in the sense of definition (4.4.10). To achieve the
desired situation we have to introduce a new guarded recursive specification
that is heavily based on the one that we found above. We will write down an
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acuted version of the above guarded recursive specification in which we will
also acute some of the atomic actions that appear in the dense block. All the
atomic actions in the dense block that result in a transition such that the queue
becomes empty or does not contain old datum elements anymore will be acuted.
Before we will explain more of the structure of this proof we will enumerate
the guarded recursive specification and thereinafter we will show that we may
use this specification in order to prove 4.4.16. Let k,n,m range over the set
of natural numbers with £ > 0, n,m > 1. In the subsequent display we will
asume that £ > 0 and m > 1 in all the equations. For n > 1 we will mention
explicitly what the range is.

A;C(A) = c1(dg+1) - BQ(A) (79)
;<:+1( ~ZH) =1 A2+1(CZZH) +s- A%+1@Zii) (n>1)
+c1(drya) - Biya (di ) + ea(diyr) - Ti(dpsd) (80)

Bi(A) = ca(di11) - Ci(drta) (81)
Bi(dfty1) = 1+ Bi(diiy) + s - Bi(dpiy) (n>1)
+ ca(dis1) - Cr(dity) + es(diyr) - E(dpyy)  (82)

B;<:+1(Jk:+1) =1"-Biy1(\) +s- B;<:+1(Ji+1)

+ ca(dpy2) - Czlc+1(6ik+1 Iy

+ ci(diy1) - Jh(A) (83)
Bi 1 ( ~Z+1) =1 B;<:+1(JZJ:11) +s- Bllc+1(JZE) (n >2)

+ co(dir) - Chpy (diy * diy2)

+ 03(Jk+1) : Jé(dﬁli) (84)

Bl/c+1(dk+1 * Cz;cn+2) =1 Bl/c—l—l( ~7cn+2) +1- Bl/c+1(dk+1 * JZ%_;;)

+s- Bl/c+1(0ii+1 * JZ%+2) +s- Bl/c+1(0ik+1 * Ci;gnjzl)

+ ca(dp+2) - Cllc—|—1(dk—|—1 * OZZ%:;)

+ ch(dir) - Jr(di2) (85)
B;c+1(JZ+1 * Ci;cn+2) =1- B;c+1(dz:1l * Ci;cn+2) +1- B;c+1( ~Z+1 * JZLJ:QI) (n >2)

m m m m—+41
+s- B;c+1(dki% * dk+2) +s- B;c+1( k41 * dk++2 )

+ ca(dp2) - Cheaa ( ~Z+1 * d;cn:zl)
+ cs(dar) - JL(diy * dpy) (86)
CL(\) =t Bi(\) (87)
Ci(di1) =1- Ci(dii ) + s - Crldity) (n>1)
+1t- Bi(dypyy) + ealdisa) - Di(diy]) (88)

Cl/c+1(dk+1) =10 lec+1()‘) + 5 lec+1(cz%+1)

225



On Induction Principles: 4.4. Applications

+t- Byyy (drg) + ch(dir) - G(N) (89)
Cl/c—i—l( Z+1) =1 Cl{c+1(dz_:11) +s- lec+1(dZi11) (n >2)
+t- By (di ) + es(diyr) - Gh(dp ) (90)

Cl/c+1(dk+1 * Cz71:L+2) =1 Cl/c—i—l( ~;cn+2) +1- Cl/c+1(czk+1 * Ci;gn+_21)
t+s- Cllc+1(6ii+1 * Jﬁz) t+s- Cllc+1(dk+1 * JZ%:;)
+t- Bl/c+1(6ik+1 * Ci;cn+2)
+ &3(dit) - Gr(dis) (91)
Cl/c—i—l( ~Z+1 * d;cn+2) =1 CIQ+1(JZJ:11 * Cz;cn+2) +1- Cl/c—i—l( ~Z+1 * szrzl) (n >2)

+ 5 Copy (dify * dio) + 5 Crp (diy * i)

+1- Bl/c+1( Z+1 * d?cn+2)

+ es(dpn) - Gi(di ) * difs) (92)
Di.(A) =t - Ep(N) + s5(dr1) - Fi(N) (93)
Dy (diyy) =1 Di(diiy) + s - Di(dify) (n=1)
+ 1 B(di ) + s5(dis1) - Fr(dign) (94)
By (A) = ca(dis1) - Di(dyyr) + s5(diyr) - Hy(A) (95)
Ep(diiy) = U E(di) + s - ER(dit)) (n>1)
+ ca(diy1) - Di(ditD) + s5(dysr) - Hi(dpy)  (96)
F(\) =t - Hy(A) + ca(k) - A1 (V) (97)
Fy(dyy) =1 F(diy) + s - FL(dLT) (n>1)
+t- Hy(di) + ca(k) - Al (diy) (98)
GL,(N) =t J,(\) +ca(k) - Bryr (N) (99)
Gildlys) = 1 GR(d'5)) + 5 - GR(di'y)
+ - Ji(dits) + ca(k) - Bl (dis) (100)
Gldis1) =1 GL(N) + s - Gi(di41)
+t - Jp(dgs1) + ca(k) - Bliq (dgyr) (101)
Glldiyy) =1 Gr(diy) + s Grldify) (n>2)
+t - Jp(digy) + ca(R) - Bl (diy) (102)
G;c(korl * Cz71:L+2) =1"-G( ~;cnjuz) +1- G;c(dk+1 * JZ:;)
+s- G;c(diﬂ * Cz7/!3:12) +s- G;c(dk+l * JZ%:;)
+1- Jl::(dkzﬂ * Ci;cn+2)
t ¢ (E) : Bl/c+1(dk+1 * Ci;cn+2) (103)
G ( ~Z+1 * d;cn+2) =1 G%(JZ;% * Cz;cn+2) +1-G( ~Z+1 * szn+—21) (n >2)
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- m n Tm+1
+s- Gﬁc(dkﬁ *dily o) + 8- Ghdiy * di45)

+1- Jl/c( Z+1 * d;cn+2)

+cq (E) : Bl/c+1( ~Z+1 * Ci;cn+2) (104)
Hj,(N) = ca(drt1) - Fi(drta) (105)
Hi(djyy) = U Hi(dy) + s - Hi(dif) (n>1)
+ ca(dp1) - Flﬁ:(dZE) (106)
I, (N) = c1(dr+2) - Jp(N) (107)
L(diyy) = 1 (i) + s - T(dify) (n>1)
e (dirs) - JL(dE ) (108)
Jh(A) = ca(diy2) - Glca(drs2)) (109)
Teldis) = 1 J(di'5") + s Ji(di'h)
+ co(dir2) - Grldyys) (110)
Ji(dpgr) =1 JL(A) + s Jl/c(d%+1)
+ co(diya) - Gr(dir * dyyo) (111)
Tldit) =1 Ti(diy) + s - Ji(dify) (n>2)
+ co(diya) - Gr(diyy * diyo) (112)

Ti(psy * dg) =1 Ti(d7 ) + 1 (g * A0

+ s Ji(di oy din) + 5 - Ji(dyyq * At

+ ca(diya) - Grldyyy * dh) (113)
Ti(di o * dito) = 1 Ti(diy  dito) + 1 Jh(di ey * di)) (n>2)

+ 5 Jp(dpt] w dife) + 5 Jh(diyy * ditly)

+ co(diya) - T (diy + i) (114)

Let E’ be the guarded recursive specification consisting of the equations (79)—
(114) and let E be the guarded recursive specification consisting of the same
equations but without the extra acutes on the atomic actions. According
to RDP there is a solution for the guarded recursive specification E’. We
will denote this solution as follows.

ap(N), @hy1 (dig), -+ G (digr * dis).
We will show that we may use these processes in order to prove the theorem.

Therefore, we will introduce a linear unary operator. Let {r} be a set of function
names and consider the following linear functional specification E({r}).

E{r}) ={rl")=Lr(c(x)) =cs(z) :x € E}
U{r(a)=a:ac A\{l',c5(z):z € E} }
U{r(a-z)=r(a)-r(z):ac A}
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In accordance with ODP there is a solution for this system, say o. It will be
clear that

Q(a;c()‘»a Q(a;cﬂ(JZH))a ) Q(jl/c(d;é+1 * Ci;cn+2))

is a solution for the guarded recursive specification F without accented atomic
actions. But it is also evident that

Or (Ar(N), 0 (Ap1 (A1) s, Orr (Ji(d)fy * i)

is a solution for the guarded recursive specification E. So with the aid of RSP
we conclude that these solutions are equal and we find, in particular,

o(ah(N) = dn (Ao(N). (115)

Let I' = TU{l} U{c(z) : = € E} be a subset of the set of atomic actions A.
We will prove that 7, = 77 0 p. Let {t} be a functon name and let E({t}) be
the defining linear functional specification for 7.

E({t}) ={tla)=a:ac A\I'}
U{tla)=71:a€el}
U{t(a-z) =t(a) t(z):ac A}

It will be clear that 77, solves this system. It is not hard to see that 770 is also
a solution for the linear functional specification E({t}). So in accord with OSP
we find that these solutions must be equal and 7;; = 77 0 p. With this in mind
we can deduce the following relation between a and Ay using equation (115).

1 (ap(N) = 710 0(ap(N))
=177 © 8[{(140()\))

So in order to prove theorem 4.4.16 it will be sufficient to deduce that the
following equation is valid.

(@)
1 (ap(N) =7 [ [ s5(di)- (116)

i=1
The last part of this proof will consist of the verification of equation (116). So
for convenience sake we will stipulate the structure of this last part. We will
make an assumption on a DFE-trace for a fixed p > 1. Then we will state a
conclusion on an F'H-trace that can be derived from this assumption. Then the
actual derivation of this will follow. It will be easy to see that the assumption
on this DFE-trace is valid for p = 1. With the aid of this we can set off a chain
reaction and in the end we will find that both the assumption on the DFE-trace
and the conclusion on the F'H-trace are true statements by themselves. With
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this knowledge we can make a small calculation on a single BC-trace. Then a
straightforward deduction in which we will use GIP will end the proof of (116).

Let J = {s5(d) : d € D} be a subset of the set of atomic actions A.
Let 51 = B(I',J). Let p > 1 be arbitrary but fixed. Suppose that the following
holds for all £ > 0 and n > 1.

p
8o Bu(d(N) =t -7 o Br (e, (V) + [ [ s5(dnsi) (117)
=1
w0 Bi(di(diyy)) = Ul o Bi(di(diiy)) + 5wl o Bu (di(dify))
p
+t-mhof (62(~Z+1)) +HS5(dk+i) (118)
=1
p
8o B1 (el (N) = ca(drsr) - 5 0 By (€f(diy1)) + [ [ s5(drrs)  (119)

=1
w5 0 B1 (€h(diir1) =17 o Bu (eh(dy ) + 5+ 7 o Bu(er(dity)

+ o (cik+1) : W? o 1 (dgc(d;cli%))

+ ][ s5(dnsi)- (120)
=1

Then the following can be derived from these four equations for all k,n > 0:

77? oTr (fliz(dg+1)) }

p
e =T: S5(dk+1+z‘). (121)
o 1 (Mg (di41)) H

=1

In order to derive this we will first verify a similar result from the assumptions
on double BC-traces and the JG-traces. In the subsequent display we will state
what we are going to deduce from the assumptions for all k, u, m > 0.

ooty (b2+1(03?$+1 * Ci;fn+2))

o T (Coya ( ~}<:L+1 * CZZT?I)) =7 ﬁ 55(dp+1+4) (122)
o1 (g (diy * i) =1 -

o7 (G (di * dit))

In the former theorems we verified this with induction on w. In fact, we proved
it with induction on the number of old datum elements available. This number
could not be increased once we entered a double BC-trace or a JG-trace. So
it was convenient to use this induction on the floor height of the traces. If we
had assumed that the queue could only duplicate “new” datum elements, we
could still use the floor height induction argument. For, we would not be able
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to reach a higher floor once we entered a double BC-trace or a JG-trace. And
the calculations in the previous theorems could have been reiterated. Now we
are in a different situation: as soon as we enter a trace that contains just one
old datum element we can reach every higher situated horizontal trace of the
dense block, q.v. figure 4.10. However, the proof for the case u = 0 will be the
same as in the former theorems since if u = 0 there are no old datum elements
in the queue. We will use this result to calculate the general case u > 0. So
let u = 0 and fix an arbitrary k£ > 0. Consider the following guarded recursive
specification Fj.

Ei={X)=t Y+
Yy = ca(diy2) - X1 + 21
X}L:I-X}L_1+S-X,1L+1+t-Yn1+Z1
Y! :l-Ynlil+S-Ynl+1+02(0zk+2)'X711+1+Zl

p
Zl = HSB(dk+1+i) | n Z 1 }
=1

Let C; = {X! Y!:n>0}. Then C is a conservative cluster of E; in I’. Since
the set of exits U(C1) = {Z1} is finite, we may apply CFAR* and we find for
all n > 0:

p
(X)) =70V, =7 ][ s5(drr144)-
i=1

Because of equations (117)—(120) we see that if we put for all n > 0

X7lz = 773 o 1 (d;c+1( ~Z+2))
Ynl = 77? o (eﬁc+1(dz+2)),

this will solve the guarded recursive specification ;. Now consider the follow-
ing calculation.

P
7 ][ ss (i) = 70 (X3)
=1 =T 0 71'? o (d;€+1(dg+2))
=1 o7 0 B (djiq(dys)) use (4.3.12)

= b orp(dyyi(dpy,))  see lemma (4.4.6)

Such a calculation can be made for ;. ;, too. We find thus for all n > 0

Pori(d . (dP a
W; TI ( lk+1( ~:+2)) } = T. H S5(dk—|—1+’i)‘ (123)
Ty 0T (€k+1( k+2)) =1
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Now consider the following guarded recursive specification Fs.

By = { X§ = ca2(dps2) - YT
Yy =t X
X2=1-X2_1+s X2 +ca(dpya) Y2+ 2o
Y2=1.Y2  +s- Y+1+t X2+ 7,

p
Zy = c3(dp+2) - H35(dk+1+i) ‘ n>1}.
i=1

Let Co = {X2,Y?:n > 0}. Then C5 is a conservative cluster of E5 in I’. Since
the set of exits U(Cy) = {Z>} is finite, we may apply CFAR> and we find for

all n > 0:
p

m1/(X2) = 11 (Y, H (dkt1+i)-
=1

Let 3o = B(I',{c4(dr+2)}). We will show that if we put for all n >0

szL = 77? o 3y (b;c—i—l( ~Z+2))
Yn2 = 773 o 32 (C;c+1(dz+2))7

this will solve the guarded recursive specification Fy. For n = 0 it is trivial to
see that, with the aid of equations (81) and (87), this is true for the first two
equations of F5. Now let n > 1. We will verify the third equation of Fs.

(124)

S (82) "
4 0 B (by1(diiya)) =17 0 Ba ;€+1(dk+%)>
+ 5 7h 0 By (blyr (d)13))
+ co(dis2) - T o Bo (Ck+1(d;cli%))

+ Cg(cikJrz) : W? o Ty (62+1(d7£+21))

1y 0 B2 (V1 (d75))

+ 57 0 By k+1(d;§i§)>

+ Co (dk+2) : W? o 33 (Ck+1(d;cli%)>

p

+ es(dpra) - 7 | ] 55 (drgara)-
i=1

(1i3)l

So we see that this solves the equation in F for X2. A similar calculation will
yield the same result for the fourth equation of Fs. So the claim that (124) is
a solution for Fy is valid. We find

p
T~ H85 dk+1+z —T[/(XZ)
=1
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=11 0Ty 0 B (b;c—l—l( ~Z+2))
=78 o 71 0 Ba (b1 (diy2)) use (4.3.12)
=78 o7p (b, 11(d}5)).  see lemma (4.4.6)

Such a calculation can be made for ¢; , |, too. Summarizing we have for all n > 0

7 o1 (b oy (dF b
; a jc+1( ~:+2)) } — . HS5(dk+1+i)' (125)
o 71 (chpa (diy2)) i=1

This means that the first two equations of (122) are proved for u = 0 and our
fixed k > 0. Consider the next guarded recursive specification Es3.

={ X3 =t Y+ Z;
Y3 = ca(drya) - X7
X3 =1-X3 _+s- X2 4+t Y2+ 27,
Y =1 Y 45 Y3+ ca(drya) X

p
Zg = C4(E) . H35(dk+1+i) ‘ n Z 1 }
=1

Let C3 = {X3,Y3 : m > 0}. Then Cs is a conservative cluster of E5 in I’.
Since the set of exits U(C3) = {Z3} is finite, we may apply CFAR* and we
find for all m > 0:

P
3 3
(X)) =1(Y,,) =7 HS5 dit1+4)-
=1

Let 35 = B(I', {ca(k)}). It will not be difficult to see that if we put for all m > 0
X = T 0 Bs (9;6( k+2))
Yo =740 B3 (i (dia)).

this will solve the system Ej3. We will only verify the first equation for Fjs.
Consider thereto the following display.

(126)

7 0 B3 (gh (V) 2t 78 0 B3 (71 (V) + ea(F) - 78 o 70 (s ()
(125)t 7TJ o) ﬁg (]k(A)) -+ C4 < T - HS5 dk+1+z)

=1

The other equations can be handled in the same way while using equation (125).
Thus, we find that (126) solves the guarded recursive specification F3. When
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we use the fact that the generalized projection operator and the abstraction
operator commute and the fact that the abstraction operator absorbs the se-
lective abstraction operator 53 we will find with a calculation that is similar to
the ones we did for F and E5 that for all m >0

R ACACH®) }

2
ThoTp (]l/c( k:+2)>

p
=T"- H S5(dk+1+i).

=1

Now we find that the second two equations of (122) are also correct so we see
that the case u = 0 is proved for (122), since k > 0 was arbitrarily chosen. We
will use this result to prove equation (122) for all w > 0. We can think of the
dense block as a very large (conservative) cluster. The only way out for this
cluster is by removing all the old data from the queue, that is, the case u = 0.
Precisely the atomic actions that result in this situation are acuted. So if we
make a (3 that transforms into the abstraction operator after passing the acuted
actions we can use the result for uw = 0. To achieve this consider the subsequent
equations. The guarded recursive specification E, consists of these equations
for all n > 2 and m > 1. Let k > 0 be fixed.

Xto=1"Zs+s Xso+caldir2) - Vi) + ch(dria) - Za
X4o—l X, 1,0 TS Xn+10+c2(dk+2) Y4 +C3(Czk+1)'T3—1,o
X{p=U Zs+1-X{ o 145 Xo,+5 X
+ ea(diy2) - Vi oy + i (disr) - Za
Xpm=UXp im+ - Xp 1+ Xnigm+s Xnm
+ co(dya) - Vo1 + ca(diir) - Tnoim
Vi =0 Zi+s Yoo+t X{o+ch(ditr) - Za
o_l Y, 10T S Y+10+7j Xn0+03(dk:+1) Z ~1,0
Vi, =1 Zy4+ 1Y 45 Yo, +s- Y
+t- X7+ h(diir)  Za
Vi =0Y Y s Y s Y
+te X+ es(diin) - Zni
Zio=1"Zs+s-Zyo+t-Tig+ca(k)- Xi g
Zno =1 Zn_10+5 Znpro+t-Tho+ca(k)- Xp o
Ztmm =1 Zs+1- 28y 1+ 8 Ty +5 21 pin
+t- T, + k) Xi,,
Ty =l Zp At Zyop 1+ S Dpiim + 5
+t-T3,m+c4(k)-X§,m
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Tio = l/'Z4+8~T240+62(cik+2)-Zf1
Tro=1-Ta_10+5 Tap1o+ca(dita) - Zp
Tl,m:l/'Z4+l'T1’m_1+S'T2’m+S'T14’m+1
+ ca(dpt2) - 21 ys
Tom =0Ty g+ 0Ty 145 Tt +5 o
+C2 (Jk+2) : Z;lz,m+1

dk+1+z

fi ::]@

Let Cy = {X4 Y4 74

n,m?» - n,m?’ n,m?

Ty :n>1,m > 0}. The set of exits is

U(Cya) = {l' - Za, (dyy1) - Za}.

It is not hard to see that Cy4 is a conservative cluster of F4 in I’; so since the
set of exits is finite we may apply CFAR® and we find for all n > 1 and m > 0

p
(X ) =10 (Vi) =10(Zy ) = 70(Th ) = 7 [ [ s5(drsrss). (127)
=1

Let 84 = B(I’, {l’,cg(cikﬂ)}). It will be not that hard to see that, if we put
foralln>1and m >0

Xﬁ,m = W? o 34 (b;c+1(d;cl+1 * JZLJFQ))
Y’r;l,m = W? o 34 (C;c+1(d;cl+1 * JZLJFQ))
Zfl,m = W? o 34 (g;C(JZH * J?Jrz))
Té,m = W? o 34 (]Ilf( ~Z+1 * 67}312 )

this will solve the guarded recursive specification E4. To show the usage of
the acuted atomic actions we will prove the first four equations of the guarded
recursive specification Fjy.

Xio =75 0 Ba (s (drsr))
=1 7horp (b1 (V) +5- 74 0 Ba(byr(diys))  use (83)
+ ca(dig2) - 75 0 Ba(chy 1 (disr * diy2))
+ cy(dyyr) - o 71 (G(N))
=1U'-Zy+s- X5+ ca(drya) - Vi
+ ch(dpgr1) - Za. use (122) for u =0
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The second equation. Let n > 2. In equation (84) there are no acuted atomic
actions so (4 will not transform into an abstraction operator.

Xﬁ,o = W? © 54( ;c+1( Z+1))
=1 X;‘Ll,o +s- Xﬁﬂ,o + ca(dp12) - Yf,l + e3(dit1) - Téq,o-

The third equation.

Xf,m = W? o B4 (b;c+1(dk+1 * Ci;cn+2))
=175 o 1p (b yr (dis)) use (85)
1 X 15 X5+ 5 X1 i
+ co(dpta) - Y14,m—|—1 + Cg(dkﬂ) - o T (Jl@(%ﬂz))
=1 Zy+1-X{ 1 +5 X5+ 5 Xi i use (122)
+ ca(dia) Vit i1 + ch(disr) - Zy

The fourth equation. In equation (86) there are no accented atomic actions
so (34 will not do anything. Just as with the second equation the verification of
the fourth equation is trivial. The other equations are verified in exactly the
same way as these first four. Recall that we are proving (122). We will prove
that the first equation of (122) holds.

T f[ s5(dey14i) = 70/ (X ) with (127)
= =T om0 54(b§€+1( k+1 % dk+2))

=75 o1p 0 By (B (A * d)s)) use (4.3.12)

=78 o 71 (V)44 ( ~Z+1 * le+2)) see (4.4.6)

Since this deduction is valid for all n > 1 and m > 0 we see that the first
equation of (122) is correct. The other three are verified analogously. We have
also seen that (122) is correct for u = 0 so this will end the proof of (122).

Now we will verify that from equations (117)—(120) we can derive (121).
Choose a fixed k > 0. First, we will prove for all n > 0 for the I-nodes:

P
ot (zk dkﬂ =T- H S5(dk1144)- (128)
=1

Consider thereto the following guarded recursive specification Es.

p
= { X3 = cr(diy2) - [ [ s5(drrass)
1=1
X)=1-X) 1 +s- X, +Xj|n>1}.

n
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Let C5 = {X? :n > 1} and U(C5) = {X3}. We see that C5 is a conservative
cluster for E5 in I’ hence, we may apply CFAR® and we find for all n > 1

p
o (X5) =7 [ [ ss(drsrys) = 70 (X3).
=1

Let 35 = B(I’, {cl(dk+2)}). We will show that if we put for all n > 0

X2 = b o Bs(if(dpyy))

this will solve the system F5. We begin with the first equation.

X5 =40 B5(i)(\)
= c1(dis2) - 7 o 1 (R (V)

p
= c1(dp42) - T+ H85 dit14i)-
=1

Now let n > 1.

X’I’5L = W? o f35 (ZZ(OZZH))

=1 X2y +s- X2 +e(dise) 7o (i (dRyy))

p
:lX5 1t s Xn+1—{—01 dk+2 - T - HS5 dk+1+z
=1

=1-X)_ 1 +s X2+ X

see (107)

use (122)

use (108)

use (122)

Using theorem (4.3.12) and lemma (4.4.6) we will find that equation (128) is

correct.

With the use of (128) we are going to verify that a similar result holds for

the A-nodes. For all n > 1 the following is valid

T oTp (a;c—i—l( ~ZJrl)) =T H $5(drt144)-
=1

Consider the subsequent guarded recursive specification Fj.

Es={X; = Cl(dk+2) s5(dk+144)

’:]@

@
I
—

p

Zs = ca(dir1) - | [ s5(dir1a4) ‘ n>1 }

@
I
—
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Let Cg = {X% :n > 1} and U(Cs) = {X§, Zs}. It is easy to see that Cg is a
conservative cluster for Fg in I’ so in accord with CFAR® we find for all n > 1

p

o (X5) =7 | [ s5(drsrys) = 70 (X3).

i=1

Let 36 = B(I', {c1(di+2), 03(Jk+1)}). It is not difficult to see that if we put for
all n. > 0 )
X5 = m} 0 Bo (a’;c+1(d;cl+1)>

this will solve the specification Fg. We will show this for the second equation
of Eﬁ.

XS = W? o B (a’;c+1( ~Z+1)>

=1- Xg,l +s- XSH + c1(dr12) - 7T§ oTr (b§<;+1( ~Z+1))

+ c3(diy1) - 7 o T (4,(d 1)) see (80)
=1-X0  +s X0, +X§ because of (122)
+es(dira) - o (i, (di 1))
=1 X5 | +s- X0, + X5+ Zs. use (128)

And using (4.3.12) and (4.4.6) we find that equation (129) is verified.

Now we are in a position to prove that equation (121) is correct. Consider
thereto the following guarded recursive specification FEr.

Er={X[=t-Y]+Z;
Yy = ea(dpin) - X{
X=1-X!  +s- X+t Y +2;
V=1V +s- Y +codpyr) X0y
p
Z7 = C4(l€) . H35(dk+1+i) ‘ n Z 1 }
i=1
Let C7 = {X[Y," :n >0} and U(C;) = {Z7}. We see that C7 is a conservative
cluster for E; in I’ so we can apply CFAR* and we find for all n > 0

p

(XD) = (Y, H (di41+4)-
—1

Let 37 = B(I', {ca(k)}). If we put for all n >0

X7 =150 B (fi(dpy))
Y =740 Br(hi(dpyy))

237



On Induction Principles: 4.4. Applications

this will solve the guarded recursive specification E7. We will verify the first
equation. The other equations are verified analogously.

Xg =740 Br(fr(N)
=t Yy 4+ ca(k) - 75 ot (af 1 (V) because of (97)
=t-Yy + Z7. use (129)

Combining these facts while using theorem (4.3.12) and lemma (4.4.6) we find
that equation (121) is correct under the assumption that equations (117)—(120)
hold.

At this point we will prove that without these assumptions equation (121)
is also valid. We will show this with induction on p. Let p = 1. We will
show that the equations (117)—(120) are valid for p = 1. Let us first consider
equation (117) for p = 1. With the aid of equation (93) we immediately see

w5 o Bi(dp(N) =t- 7150 Bi(ep (V) + s5(drt1).

This is precisely assumption (117). Now we will look at the second assump-
tion (118). With the aid of equation (94) we see at once

w0 By (di(diyy)) =175 0 Bi(di(dpiy)) + s w5 o Bi(di(dit))
+t-mhoBi(el(dry)) + s5(dis)-

This is just equation (118). The remaining two assumptions are verified in the
same trivial way. This means that equation (121) is valid for p = 1, which
concludes the basis of our induction. Now suppose that (121) is correct for
one p > 1. Then we will prove it for p + 1. Thereto, we will show that the
assumptions (117)—(120) are valid for p + 1. Let us take a look at the first
assumption. With the aid of equation (93) we find easily

p+1 Oﬁl(d/( )) =t.-7 p+1 061(6;6 >\ ) + 85 dk—l—l ﬂ?OT[/(f,Q()\))
=t- IDJrloﬁl(e;C )\)
p
+ s5(dgy1) - T - Hs5 di1144) induction
=1
p+1
=t- p+1061 +HS5 dk+1

This means that the first assumption is satisfied. Below we will show this for
the second assumption.

pH o B (dj( Z+1)) =1 7Tp+1 o B1(dj, (dZ+11)) use (94)
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+s- 7T Lo I} (d/ (dZii))
+t-mh o By (e (drsy))
+ s5(dgs1) - o Ty (fllc(dNZ—i-l))
=i o By (di(diy)) + s o B (di(dif)
+1- 7Tp+1 Oﬁl(ek( k:+1))

+ s5(dgy1) - T S5(dgr144) induction

Iﬁ%

L ) + s o (D)
p+1
+1- 7Tp+1 0 ﬁl k:+1 + H S5 dk:+z

The other two assumptions can be treated in exactly the same way. So we
find that all the assumptions are valid for p + 1. But then it follows that
equation (121) is proved for p 4+ 1. This concludes the induction step. Now
that we have seen that (121) it is evident that the assumptions that we made
are also correct by themselves. (For, the case p = 1 was already correct and
for p > 1 we can reiterate, using (121), the above calculation.) With that result
we are going to prove that the following holds for all n > 0.

o1y (d;c( }cL—H)) } S ﬁ s5(diss)- (130)

T o Ty (6;6( Z+1)> i=1
Consider the subsequent guarded recursive specification FEj.
Es={X$=t-Y5+Zs
Yy = caldpyn) - XV + Zs
X8=1-X5_1+s- X5, +t- Y} +Zs
VS =1V 45 Yo +ealde) - X510+ Zs

p

Zg = H35(dk—|—z’) ‘ n Z 1 }

i=1
We see at once from equations (117)—(120) and equation (121) that if we put
foralln >0

Xﬁ = W? o B (d;c(fzgﬂ))
Yr? = W? o B (G;c( Z+1))7

that this will solve the system Eg. Let Cg = {X3,Y? :n > 0}. The set of exits
is U(Cs) = {Zs}. We may apply CFAR* and we find for all n > 0

p

m0(Xn) = o (V) = 7 [ [ s5(dira):

=1
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A simple commutativity /absorption argument will yield that equation (130) is
valid.

Now we will deduce the following result on a single BC-trace. For alln > 0

7TJ o T/ (bk(d } L
s5(dpti)- (131)
T oty (Ck( k+1)) H

=1

To achieve this, we will need one more guarded recursive specification Fg.

= { X§ = caldpi1) - VY
Yy =t X5
Xo=1X5 1+s: X2+1+C2(Jk:+l) Y7?+1+Z9
V) =1-Y)  +s- V) +t X+ Z

b}

Zg—Cg dk+1 HS5 dk:+i) ‘7121}
=1

Let Cg = {X2,Y,? : n > 0}. It will be clear that this is a conservative cluster
for Eg in I'. The set of exits is U(Cy) = {Zy}. So if we apply CFAR™ we find
for alln >0

p
T[/(Xg)—’r]/ =T- HS5 dk+z
=1

Let 85 = B(1, {03(Jk+1)}). With the aid of equations (81), (82), (87) and (88)
together with the just derived result on the DFE-traces (130) it is not hard to
see that if we put for all n >0

X2 =750 Bs (b (d}4 1))
Yr? = W? © 58(02;( ZH)),

this is a solution for the guarded recursive specification Fg. So a straightforward
calculation gives us that equation (131) is correct.

At this point we will make the final calculations to prove the theorem.
Suppose that £ = 0. We will show that equation (116) is correct. Let p > 1 be
fixed and consider the deduction below.

7 o1 (ag(N) = 7 -7 o 71/ (b (N)) use (79)
P
=T-T- H s5(d;) because of (131)
i=1
=T W’j( 85(d1)>
=1
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In accord with GIP we may conclude that
T (ag()\)) =7- H s5(d;),

=1

which is exactly equation (116). We have also seen the relation between ag,
and Ap; see equation (115). And with the aid of this equation we conclude
that

1700 (Ao(N) =7~ H s5(d;).

This ends the proof of 4.4.16.

4.5. Conclusions and further research

We have presented a theory in which it is possible to introduce linear unary
operators and in which we can reason on these operators in a comfortable way.
The theory that we developed is a generalization of the theory that is the
subject of research in chapter 3. In there it was not yet possible to specify
the projection operators. This is now incorporated in the theory. Moreover,
the generalized induction principle GIP has been added to the theory that we
studied in chapter 3, in which we already studied the two other principles ODP
and OSP. The results of chapter 3 can also be verified in this more general
framework. Therefore, we focused in this chapter on theorems concerning op-
erators that could not be specified with the more restrictive form of the theory:
the projection operators and linear unary operators with an exit possibility.

In section 4.4 we found some interesting applications to the subject of
protocol verification. We showed in that section that GIP can be very useful in
the area of protocol verification, especially for algebraic verification techniques,
whereas AIP and its set of full projections is not very useful due to the fact
that they do, in general, not commute with the abstraction operator. It will
be clear that in this area more work can be done: we verified three protocols
that were just hypothetical ones. We can make the three example protocols
more symmetric by giving the two channel specifications the same behaviour;
it will be not that hard to verify these protocols in the same way as we did for
the asymmetric ones, although it can be quite a lenghty job. It will also not
be a difficult task to verify the examples with a stronger correctness criterion:
namely that these protocols are, in fact, one bit buffers.

We can still not specify the generalized state operator, see section 1.3, with
a linear functional specification so further research on this subject is recom-
mended. A way how to achieve this is mentioned briefly in section 3.7. When
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we are able to specify the generalized state operator and more protocol verifi-
cations of this type have been investigated, we can try to verify some sliding
window protocols that have similar correctness criteria as the criterion that we
used for our verifications; see [24].

Another interesting matter that can be worked out is the verification of
theorem (4.4.12) and its more restrictive versions. In chapter 3 we can already
see such a theorem: see theorem (3.6.1), page 135.

In this chapter we have not mentioned anything on the model theoretic side
of ACP; . In section 3.5 a model for the theory without abstraction ACP, has
been given and this can be generalized effortlessly to the more general situation
that we studied in this chapter. However, on this subject still a lot of work has
to be done.

If we look at the proofs that have been given in section 4.4 we can see
that they consist of many steps that are almost the same. It might be the case
that parts of these proofs can be done automagically and therefore it is also
interesting to give formal specifications of these protocols with the use of an

algebraic specification language. Examples of such languagese are PSF, see [34]
and pCRL, see [25].
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Samenvatting

De titel van dit proefschrift luidt in het Nederlands: lineaire unaire opera-
toren in de procesalgebra. Met behulp van de procesalgebra worden allerlei
processen bestudeerd. Zo een proces kan zijn een koffieautomaat, een robot,
een computer, een verkeerslicht of het breien van een sjaal. Om deze processen
te beschrijven gaan we er vanuit dat ze een aantal elementaire acties kunnen
uitvoeren. Te denken valt aan een muntje inwerpen, een verfspuit aanzetten,
een karakter inlezen, het licht op groen zetten of één steek averecht breien.
Deze acties worden wel atomair genoemd. Om nu het gedrag van een proces
te beschrijven, gebruiken we behalve deze atomen ook een aantal bewerkingen.
Zo wordt bijvoorbeeld het na elkaar uitvoeren van twee atomaire acties met een
vermenigvuldigingsteken - aangegeven. Als we definiéren dat r staat voor één
steek recht en a staat voor één steek averecht dan wordt één recht, één averecht
als volgt genoteerd: r - a. Zo zijn er nog een aantal van dit soort operaties. Als
er gekozen moet worden tussen r en a wordt een + gebruikt: » + a. Meestal
wordt een proces gedefinieerd in termen van zichzelf. Dit heet recursie. Als we
bijvoorbeeld een sjaal willen breien dan staat B = r - a - B voor het proces dat
één recht, één averecht doet en dan weer opnieuw begint.

Lineaire unaire operatoren worden in de procesalgebra gebruikt om spe-
cifieke problemen op te lossen. De werkwijze is meestal als volgt: er is een
probleem dat opgelost moet worden maar de formalismen die op dat moment
voor handen zijn, zijn niet toereikend. Derhalve wordt er naar een nieuw for-
malisme gezocht, hetgeen met zich meebrengt dat er allerlei standaardfeiten
over dit formalisme bewezen moeten worden. In een aantal gevallen ligt de
oplossing in het ad hoc definiéren van een of andere operator. Het formalisme
waarmee het probleem aangepakt kan worden bestaat dan uit een basisforma-
lisme aangevuld met de operator die het probleem op de juiste wijze modelleert
teneinde tot een oplossing te geraken en natuurlijk een aantal stellingen met
betrekking tot de nieuwe operator. Dit proefschrift vormt daar geen uitzonde-
ring op: in hoofdstuk 2 wordt een probleem opgelost door aan een bestaand
formalisme een operator toe te voegen. Ook worden er aanvullende stellingen
bewezen die nodig zijn voor de uiteindelijke oplossing ervan.

Om een voorbeeld van deze werkwijze te geven gaan we een stekentellertje
inbouwen in ons breiproces B dat het aantal steken telt en elke 100 steken
opnieuw begint te tellen. De register operator die in hoofdstuk 2 is behandeld
leent zich daar uitstekend voor. We gaan eerst de acties r en a van een zoge-
naamd steekgetal voorzien: r(k) en a(k). Zo betekent r(k) de kde steek recht.
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Om het tellertje te kunnen ophogen definiéren we een functie f als volgt:
f(k)=k+1 (mod 101).

Het getal £ wordt veranderd in de rest van k£ + 1 bij deling door 101. Dus

F0)=1,f(1)=2,..., f(99) = 100, £(100) = 0.

Ook zullen we een aantal pre-acties invoeren. Dit zijn weliswaar atomaire acties
maar ze moeten gezien worden als rekengrootheden. Deze rekengrootheden zijn:

r(f(1),a(f(1) 1)

De pijltjes omhoog betekenen dat er een gegeven uit het geheugen van de
register operator kan worden opgediept en een pijltje omlaag betekent dat er
een gegeven in het geheugen geplaatst kan worden. Laten we nu naar het
volgende proces kijken

X=r(f(M) alf( 1) X.

Als we daar de register operator op los laten met als geheugeninhoud een
nul samen met een operator 7y die de steken 7(0) en a(0) met steekgetal nul
onzichtbaar maakt, dan zien we dat B = 7y o [0](X) precies het proces is dat
100 rechte en 100 averechte steken telt en dan weer opnieuw begint te tellen.
De operator 7y verandert de acties r(0) en a(0) in een speciale “onzichtbare”
actie genaamd 7 die de eigenschap heeft om te verdwijnen als hij wordt vooraf
gegaan door een andere actie: a(100) - 7 = a(100). We berekenen 74 o [0](X):

B =m0 0)(r(7(1) a(s() 1) - X)

=7r(1)-a(l)-r(2)-a(2)-...-r(100) - a(100) - 79 o [100](X)
=7r(1)-a(l)-r(2)-a(2)-...-7(100) - a(100) - 70(r(0) - a(0) - [0](X))
=7r(1)-a(l) -r(2)-a(2)- r(100) - a(100) - 7 - 7 - 79 © [0](X)
=r(l)-a(l)-r(2)-a(2)-...-7r(100) - a(100) - B.

En we zien dat er nu een stekentellerje is ingebouwd.

De rest van dit proefschrift bestaat uit pogingen om de hier boven ge-
schetste werkwijze in een algemeen kader te plaatsen. In hoofdstuk 3 wordt
een formalisme voorgesteld waarmee men de beschikking krijgt over een klasse
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van operatoren; de zogenaamde lineaire unaire operatoren. Een basisforma-
lisme waar men vanuit zou kunnen gaan bij de “klassieke” werkwijze wordt
verrijkt met een functieruimte waarin een groot aantal van de ad hoc opera-
toren leeft, die in het verleden reeds bedacht zijn. Er worden twee cruciale
bewijsregels gelanceerd die het mogelijk maken om op een eenvoudige manier
te kunnen redeneren over een deelklasse van de lineaire unaire operatoren. In
dit hoofdstuk wordt aandacht besteed aan algemene stellingen over deze opera-
toren. Er wordt aan de hand van, uit de literatuur bekende, voorbeelden (die in
verschillende theorieén zijn behandeld) plausibel gemaakt dat de voorgestelde
theorie toereikend is om deze voorbeelden aan te pakken. Hiermee wordt even-
eens aangetoond dat het voorgestelde formalisme unificerend werkt. Er wordt
echter ook gewezen op een aantal beperkingen die er liggen bij het formalisme
als zodanig.

We zullen nog éénmaal terugkomen op het breivoorbeeld. We hebben nu
wel een tellertje gemaakt, maar we zouden na 100 steken een nieuwe pen willen
kunnen opzetten en dan weer 100 steken breien. Met een n bedoelen we een
nieuwe pen. We willen bereiken dat B = (r-a)'%? - n - B hetgeen zoveel zeggen
wil dat er na 100 keer één recht, één averecht met een nieuwe pen begonnen
wordt en dan weer van voren af aan. We gaan een operator invoeren die het
gedrag van [0](X) zodanig aanpast dat we de nieuwe B krijgen. De operator
die we willen invoeren moet voldoen aan een aantal voorwaarden. We zullen
deze operator niet formeel invoeren zoals in hoofdstuk 3 is aangegeven, maar
we zullen ons beperken tot de eigenschappen die de operator heeft. We noe-
men deze operator p van renaming. Als k # 0 dan gooien we gewoon het
steekgetal weg: p(r(k)) = en p(a(k)) = a. Als k = 0 dan geven we r(0) de
naam n: p(r(0)) = n van nieuwe pen en omdat we a(0) niet nodig hebben ont-
doen we hem weer van zijn identiteit door hem te veranderen in de onzichtbare
actie 7, waar voor geldt: n -7 =n. We berekenen nu p o [0](X):

0o [0](X) = p(r(1) - a(1) -...- r(100) - a(100) - 7(0) - a(0) - [0](X))
190 o((0) - a(0) - [0)(X))
0]

We zien dat het gedrag van po[0](X) uitdrukt dat er na 100 maal één recht, één
averecht een nieuwe pen begonnen kan worden en dan weer van voren af aan.

In hoofdstuk 4 wordt één van de mogelijke bezwaren die men zou kunnen
hebben tegen het formalisme in hoofdstuk 3 weggenomen. Het formalisme
wordt op bepaalde plaatsen aangepast zodat er over een grotere deelklasse
van operatoren kan worden geredeneerd met behulp van de bewijsregels die
in hoofdstuk 3 uitgebreid aan de orde zijn geweest. Bovendien wordt er nog
een andere bewijsregel aan de theorie toegevoegd waarmee het mogelijk is om
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inductieve bewijzen te beschouwen. In tegenstelling tot de gevolgde weg in
hoofdstuk 3, ligt in dit hoofdstuk de nadruk op het toepassen van de tot nu toe
ontwikkelde theorie. Er wordt een oud probleem in de procesalgebra opgelost en
er wordt een methode geschetst om communicatieprotocollen door te rekenen,
aan de hand van een drietal voorbeelden.
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