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Abstract

An important research topic in computer science is the verification, i.e., the analysis of
systems towards their correctness. This analysis consists of two parts: first we have to
formalize the system and the desired properties. Afterwards we have to find algorithms to
check whether the properties hold in the system. In many cases we can model the system as a
finite automaton with a suitable storage mechanism, e.g., functional programs with recursive
calls can be modeled as automata with a stack (or pushdown).

Here, we consider automata with two variations of stacks and queues:

(1) Partially lossy queues and stacks, which are allowed to forget some specified parts of
their contents at any time. We are able to model unreliable systems with such memories.

(2) Distributed queues and stacks, i.e., multiple such memories with a special synchroniza-
tion in between.

Often we can check the properties of our models by solving the reachability and recurrent
reachability problems in our automata models. It is well-known that the decidability of these
problems highly depends on the concrete data type of our automata’s memory. Both problems
can be solved in polynomial time for automata with one stack. In contrast, these problems
are undecidable if we attach a queue or at least two stacks to our automata.

In some special cases we are still able to verify such systems. So, we will consider only
special automata with multiple stacks - so-called asynchronous pushdown automata. These
are multiple (local) automata each having one stack. Whenever these automata try to write
something into at least one stack, we require a read action on these stacks right before
these actions. We will see that the (recurrent) reachability problem is decidable for such
asynchronous pushdown automata in polynomial time.

We can also semi-decide the reachability problem of our queue automata by exploration
of the configration space. To this end, we can join multiple consecutive transitions to
so-called meta-transformations and simulate them at once. Here, we study meta-transforma-
tions alternating between writing words from a given regular language into the queues
and reading words from another regular language from the queues. We will see that such
meta-transformations can be applied in polynomial time.

We will prove the aforementioned results with the help of several algebraic properties of
the storage mechanisms. To this end, we will first study the monoid of all action sequences
which can be applied on such memories. This monoid is also known as the transformation
monoid or action monoid. So, we will see for each of our considered storage mechanisms
that for each sequence of basic actions we can construct in any case another action sequence
which is somewhat “simple” and has the same effect as the original sequence. Furthermore,
we will characterize several classes of languages in these transformation monoids and analyze
their algorithmic properties.
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Zusammenfassung

Ein wichtiges Forschungsthema in der Informatik ist die Verifikation, d.h., die Analyse von
Systemen beziiglich ihrer Korrektheit. Diese Analyse erfolgt in zwei Schritten: Zuerst miissen
wir das System und die gewiinschten Eigenschaften formalisieren. Anschlief}end bendtigen
wir Algorithmen zum Testen, ob das System die Eigenschaften erfiillt. Oftmals kénnen wir
das Systemals endlichen Automaten mit geeignetem Speichermechanismus modellieren, z.B.
rekursive Programme sind im Wesentlichen Automaten mit einem Stack.

Hier betrachten wir Automaten mit zwei Varianten von Stacks und Queues:

(1) Partiell vergessliche Stacks und Queues, welche bestimmte Teile ihrer Inhalte jederzeit
vergessen konnen. Diese konnen fiir unzuverldssige Systeme verwendet werden.

(2) Verteilte Stacks und Queues, d.h., mehrere Stacks und Queues mit vordefinierter Syn-
chronisierung.

Héufig lassen sich die Eigenschaften unserer Modelle mithilfe des (wiederholten) Erreich-
barkeitsproblems in unseren Automaten losen. Dabei ist bekannt, dass die Entscheidbarkeit
dieser Probleme oftmals stark vom konkreten Datentyp des Speichers abhingt. Beide Proble-
me konnen fiir Automaten mit einem Stack in Polynomialzeit gelost werden. Sie sind jedoch
unentscheidbar, wenn wir Automaten mit einer Queue oder zwei Stacks betrachten.

In bestimmten Spezialfillen sind aber dennoch in der Lage diese Systeme zu verifizieren.
So konnen wir beispielsweise bestimmte Automaten mit mehreren Stacks betrachten - so
genannte Asynchrone Kellerautomaten. Diese bestehen aus mehreren (lokalen) Automa-
ten mit jeweils einem Stack. Wann immer diese Automaten etwas in mind. einen Stack
schreiben, miissen sie unmittelbar zuvor von diesen Stacks etwas lesen. Das (wiederholte)
Erreichbarkeitsproblem ist in asynchronen Kellerautomaten in Polynomialzeit entscheidbar.

Wir kénnen zudem das Erreichbarkeitsproblem von Queueautomaten durch Exploration
des Konfigurationsraums semi-entscheiden. Hierzu kénnen wir mehrere aufeinanderfol-
gende Transitionen zu so genannten Meta-Transformationen zusammenfassen und diese in
einem Schritt simulieren. Hier betrachten wir Meta-Transformationen, die zwischen dem
Lesen und Schreiben von Wortern aus zwei gegebenen reguldren Sprachen alternieren. Diese
Meta-Transformationen konnen in Polynomialzeit ausgefiihrt werden.

Wir verwenden hierfiir verschiedene algebraische Eigenschaften, die wir zuvor in dieser
Arbeit erlangen werden. Konkret, betrachten wir das Monoid bestehend aus allen (verschiede-
nen) Aktionsfolgen auf einem gegebenen Datentyp - das sogenannte Transformationsmonoid.
Unter anderem werden wir sehen, dass in jedem unserer betrachteten Datentypen fiir jede
Aktionsfolge eine weitere solche Folge berechnet werden kann, die auf gewisse Art und Weise
»einfach ist und dabei denselben Effekt besitzt wie die urspriingiche Aktionsfolge. Zudem
charakterisieren wir verschiedene Klassen von Teilmengen der Transformationsmonoide
und untersuchen deren algorithmische Eigenschaften.
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

1.1 Motivation and Historical Context

One of the most important questions in computer science is whether a given program or
system is correct. In this connection, “correct” means that the program or system conforms
to a given specification. In automata theory one tackles this question as follows: first we
seek a mathematical model of such program or system. In many cases, an appropriate model
is a finite state machine (or automaton) with a suitable storage mechanism. For example,
with the help of a finite-state automaton with a finite memory we can model the principal
control-flow in imperative programs (with finite domains) or in distributed and concurrent
systems. Note that such automata are essentially (non-)deterministic finite automata (NFA
resp. DFA, for short). If we attach a stack we obtain so-called pushdown automata (PDA, for
short). With the help of such PDAs we can model functional programs with finite domains in
which we are allowed to call functions recursively. If we replace the stack by several queues,
we obtain (multi-)queue automata and can model finite computer networks communicating
through channels.

After modeling our system as an automaton with storage, we also have to formalize the
expected behavior of the system with the help of special logics, so-called temporal logics.
With the help of those logics we are able to reason about properties qualified in terms of
time. The most important of such logics are propositional or linear temporal logic (PTL or
LTL), computational tree logic (CTL), and their combination CTL".

Finally, we have to check whether our system conforms to the expected behavior. To
this end, we check whether the formula modeling the system’s behavior is satisfied by the
automaton modeling the system. In other words, we have to solve the model checking problem
of temporal logics in automata with storage mechanisms. In many cases, this problem reduces
to the recurrent reachability problem of our automata model. This problem asks whether
a given automaton has an infinite run visiting one or more given configurations infinitely
often.

We already know that the decidability of the recurrent reachability problem (and even
the “simple” reachability problem) highly depends on the data type of the memory attached to
our automata. So, the reachability problem and the recurrent reachability problem in NFAs
both are decidable using nondeterministically logarithmic space, only. Additionally, the
model checking problem of LTL- and CTL"-formulas is PSPACE-complete [Pnuy7, VW86]
in this case while model checking of CTL-formulas is possible in polynomial time [CE82].

For pushdown automata, reachability and recurrent reachability are decidable in poly-
nomial time [BEMg7, FWWg7]. Their LTL- and CTL-model checking problem is complete
in the complexity class EXPTIME [BEMg7, Waloo, Walo1] and their model checking for
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CTL"-formulas is 2EXPTIME-complete [Bozoy]. Interestingly, a finite automaton with more
than one stack is as powerful as a Turing-machine resulting in the undecidability of any
non-trivial verification problem.

We can also consider automata with counters, so-called counter automata. Note that
there are multiple types of counters: a blind counter is essentially an integer which can be
increased or decreased. Partially blind counters are defined similarly, but their decrease
operation fails if the stored number falls below zero. A counter with zero-test is a partially
blind counter which can additionally check, whether its content is zero. Anyway, we can
model an automaton with a single counter as a pushdown automaton with some restrictions
to its stack. However, our automata are able to encode Turing-machines if we attach at least
two counters with zero-tests [Min67]. We also call such automata Minsky-machines. The
reachability problem is decidable if we replace the counters by partially blind ones [May84].
Unfortunately, this decision problem has an Ackermannian complexity as Czerwinski and
Orlikowski as well as Leroux independently proved recently in their papers [CO22, Ler22].
Note that in literature such automata are also known as vector addition systems (VAS or VASS,
for short) or Petri nets.

We also know that queue automata (even with only one queue) are as powerful as
Turing-machines (cf. [BZ83]). Hence, reachability and model checking of temporal logics
is undecidable. But if we allow the automaton’s queue(s) to forget some letters (in this case
we call them lossy queue automata), the reachability problem gets decidable [AJg6a]. Note
that this problem has a very high complexity [Schoz2, CSo8]. However, model checking of
temporal logics is undecidable [AJg6b]. The decidability of the reachability problem can also
be extended to so-called well-structured transition systems by [Abd+oo, FSo1].

Another variation of queues are so-called priority queues. Here, any queue entry has a
priority with the following semantics: entries with a high priority can supersede or overtake
entries with lower priority. Haase et al. proved in [HSS14] that reachability is decidable
for priority queue automata with superseding semantics, but undecidable for those with
overtaking semantics.

In this thesis we want to direct the focus on two further variations of queues and stacks.
The first considered variation are the so-called partially lossy queues and stacks. We can see
this as a kind of unification of classical reliable and lossy memories. Concretely, in this case
we specify two alphabets F and U where F (the forgettable letters) specifies the entries which
can be forgotten at any time and U (the unforgettable letters) specifies the entries which
cannot get lost. With the help of these special storage mechanisms we are able to prove our
contributions for reliable and lossy queues or stacks, respectively, at the same time. We will
see in this paper that automata having a partially lossy queue as their memory are still as
powerful as Turing-machines - at least if there is one or more unforgettable letter. In contrast,
automata with a partially lossy stack are just special pushdown automata.

The second considered variation are distributed queues and stacks. These consist of
a finite number of reliable queues or stacks with a special synchronization mechanism
between them. We can also see these storage mechanisms as queues and stacks contain-
ing (Mazurkiewicz) traces instead of words (for an overview on the trace theory see, e.g.,
[Maz77, DRgs]). With the help of such memories we are able to model computer networks
where each computer is a queue or pushdown automaton. In the end, we can see distributed
queue or pushdown automata as a generalization of the classical multi-queue or multi-stack
automata as well as a generalization of communicating automata (cf. [KM21] for an overview
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on this topic). Anyway, distributed queue and pushdown automata are Turing-complete and,
hence, have an undecidable reachability problem.

As we have noted, in the most kinds of automata the reachability problem is either undecid-
able or very ineflicient. Hence, the analysis of those automata requires approximations of
this problem. A first, very trivial approach is to under-approximate the set of reachable con-
figurations step-by-step. In other words, from the set of configurations which are reachable
via n € N computation steps, we easily obtain the configurations reachable after n + 1 steps.
Even if we are able to semi-decide the reachability problem via this algorithm, it is not very
efficient. So, after n computation steps we have still explored only a finite extension of the
configuration space.

A more efficient under-approximation was introduced by Boigelot et al. in [Boi+97]
for reliable queue automata and was translated to lossy queue automata by Abdulla et al. in
[Abd+o4]. Here, we combine multiple computation steps of the automaton to a so-called
meta-transformation. In particular, in the named papers the authors considered the set of
configurations reachable via looping through a finite sequence of basic queue actions. If one
starts from a regular language of configurations the set of reachable configurations is still
regular in this case. So, in the aforementioned algorithm, we additionally search for such
loops and apply them at once. With this modification of the trivial algorithm we are able
to explore an infinite extension of the set of considered initial configurations in just a small
amount of time.

Another possibility to partially solve the reachability problem is to restrict the finite-state
automata. One example of such automata are so-called flat automata. In these automata
any control state belongs to at most one loop, i.e., there are no nested or interleaving loops.
The reachability problem for such flat (lossy or reliable) queue automata is NP-complete
[FP20, Sch2o]. We can prove this result by utilization of the approach from Boigelot et al.
respectively from Abdulla et al. This can be generalized to so-called input-bounded automata.
In this case, the write actions to be applied to the attached queue are finite products of
loops and words. Such queue automata reduce to multi-counter automata without zero-tests
by [BFS20]. Hence, this reduction yields an algorithm deciding the reachability problem
in non-primitive recursive complexity. However, it is unknown if it also shares the lower
complexity bound of reachability in multi-counter automata.

We will see in this thesis just another approach towards a decision procedure of the
reachability problem. So we will consider distributed pushdown automata in which we
restrict the actions the automaton can apply to its stacks. Concretely, we allow the application
of write actions only on those stacks from which we have read a letter right before the write
actions. Such behavior prevents that we are able to copy data from one stack to another one.
In this case, we will obtain an efficient algorithm deciding the reachability problem of those
restricted distributed pushdown automata. This also yields the decidability of a trace-like
variation of the temporal logic LTL.

1.2 QOutline and Main Contributions

The main part of this thesis is divided into two big parts. Roughly, in the first part we study
the action sequences a finite automaton is allowed to apply to its attached queue or stack. In
the second part we will use the knowledge we have learned before and analyze the reachability
problem and the model checking problem of temporal logics on those automata.
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Right before the first part, we define a few basic definitions in Chapter 2, which we use
across the whole thesis. Additionally, in Chapter 3 we formalize storage mechanisms with
the help of data types. We also present a couple of basic data types as well as the already
mentioned partially lossy and distributed variants of queues and stacks.

1.2.1 Properties of Transformation Monoids

In the first part of this thesis we study the transformations that can be applied in queue and
pushdown automata. These transformations form a special monoid, the so-called transforma-
tion monoid or action monoid. This monoid is a quotient of the free monoid on the sequences
of basic actions of the studied data type.

In Chapter 4 we study some basic properties of the transformation monoid of partially
lossy queues and stacks. Concretely, we define the so-called behavioral equivalence which
identifies the sequences of actions which always have the same effect on any content of the
considered data type. This equivalence is an important tool when studying the behavior of
a data type and verifying automata having a memory of such data type. In this chapter we
list several equations which fully characterize this behavioral equivalence and, therefore,
the transformation monoid. If we understand those equations as a semi-Thue system we
obtain for any sequence of actions a unique, irreducible word which also is in some sense
“simple”. Afterwards, we study the shape of the normal forms when concatenating two
transformation sequences. We also characterize Green’s relations and cancellation properties
of the considered monoids. Finally, we also recall the embedding properties which we stated
in [K6c16, KKP18].

In the succeeding chapter we consider the algorithmic properties of rational languages
in the transformation monoids. These are exactly those transformations an automaton is
allowed to apply to its attached memory. For the partially lossy queues we will see that the
rational membership problem is decidable using only nondeterministic logarithmic space,
but other problems like equivalence, universality, or intersection emptiness are undecidable.
We also show a characterization of the rational languages in the transformation monoid
of partially lossy stacks. Concretely, a language is rational in this monoid if, and only if,
the language of the contained normal forms (from the previous chapter) is regular. This
characterization is a generalization of a result by Render and Kambites [RKog]. From this
result we also obtain the decidability of almost all of the considered decision problems.

Due to the undecidability of the considered decision problems for the rational languages
in the transformation monoid of partially lossy queues, we also consider a proper subclass:
the recognizable languages. These are those regular languages of action sequences which are
closed under behavioral equivalence. Using the well-known algorithms from the automata
theory, we obtain the decidability of almost all of the considered problems. In Chapter 6 we
finally characterize in which cases a language of action sequences is recognizable. To this
end, we give a characterization in terms of Kleene’s Theorem [Kles1] and in terms of Biichi’s
Theorem [Biic60]. In other words, we define special rational expressions generating exactly
the recognizable languages and we define a monadic second-order logic describing this class
of languages. Afterwards, we also prove that partially lossy queues have (in most cases) only
trivial recognizable languages: the empty set and the transformation monoid itself.

In the last chapter of the first part, we finally consider the aperiodic languages in the
transformation monoid. These are those recognizable languages in which we cannot count
modulo any natural number. For partially lossy queues we give characterizations in the
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style of Schiitzenberger [Sch6s] and McNaughton-Papert [MP71]. In other words, we give
a restriction to the star-free expressions generating the aperiodic languages. Similarly, the
first-order fragment of our special MSO-logic describing the recognizable languages, also
describes the aperiodic languages in this monoid.

1.2.2 Reachability Problems and Verification

In the second part we will finally utilize our knowledge about the transformation monoid
when verifying finite automata with our special variations of stacks and queues.

First, in Chapter 8 we recall some basic definitions and results we need for verification
of queues and stacks. Concretely, we define several reachability problems as well as several
temporal logics like LTL, CTL, and CTL". We also recall the approach from Vardi and Wolper
to prove the decidability of the model checking problem of formulas from several of the
considered logics [VW86].

In Chapter 9 we study the reachability and model checking problem for the aforemen-
tioned variations of stacks. We start with recalling the constructions from [BEMg7, FWWg7]
considering the reachability and recurrent reachability problem of classical pushdown auto-
mata. We can also transfer this result to partially lossy stacks. In this case we show that a
partially lossy PDA is essentially a classical one with some additional loops on any control
state. Finally, we consider distributed stacks. Since automata having at least two stacks are
already Turing-powerful, we restrict the transitions of the considered automata as we have
mentioned before. In those restricted, distributed PDAs (so-called asynchronous PDAs),
we show that the set of backwards reachable configurations are efficiently recognizable if
we start from given recognizable set of configurations. This construction is close to the
one from Bouajjani et al. in [BEMg7], but even more sophisticated. This result also yields
efficient algorithms deciding the reachability and the recurrent reachability problem. We
have also considered the forwards reachable configurations in an asynchronous pushdown
automaton. We will see that the set of configurations forwards reachable from a given rational
set of configurations always is rational. To this end, we will see that each forwards reachable
configuration also is reachable via a special, “short” run of our asynchronous automaton. For
a fixed underlying alphabet our construction requires only polynomial time.

Finally, in Chapter 10 we consider the reachability problem of reliable, partially lossy,
and distributed queues. Concretely, we want to extend the approach from Boigelot et al.
and Abdulla et al. in [Boi+97, Abd+o04]. To this end, we introduce several further kinds
of meta-transformations. We will see that we reach a regular set of configurations from
another one by application of recognizable languages in the transformation monoid (see
Chapter 6). Additionally, we introduce so-called read-write independent sets. These are
essentially languages alternating between a regular language of write action sequences and
a regular language of read action sequences. For these sets we also prove that the set of
reachable configurations is regular if we start from another regular set of configurations. We
prove this result by a tricky reduction to the reachability problem of a classical pushdown
automaton (or actually a 1-counter automaton without zero-tests). We also see that all of our
constructions are possible in polynomial time (at least for a fixed underlying alphabet).







CHAPTER 2

Preliminaries

In this chapter we recall some basic definitions and notions which we require all across this
thesis.

2.1 Functions and Relations

Let f:1 - O be a function with pre-image I and image O. For i € [ and 0 € O we write
fli ~ o] for the function g:I - O with g(i) = 0o and g(x) = f(x) foreach x e I\ {i}. In
other words, f[i ~ o] is f in which we replace the image of i by o.

Let R ¢ § x T be a binary relation on S and T. For s € S and ¢ € T we also write sR ¢
instead of (s, t) € R. We also define thesetssR:={t e T |sRt}andRt:={seS|sRt}. We
can also extend these notions to subsets of S and T: S'R := U,y sSRand R T" := U, R 2.

Now;, let R = [, S; be a finite product of sets. For I ¢ {1,...,n} we write R} := [],; S;
for the projection (or restriction) of R to components with indices in I. Similarly, for § =
(Si)1<i<n € R we write 17 = (s;)ier. Let I, ] € {1,..., n} be two disjoint sets of indices and
§e R and f € R1; be two elements. Then by (3, f) we denote the joint tuple 7 € R}, with
fl;=Sand 7l = f.

Let < be a quasi ordering on a set S and T € S. The downwards and upwards closure of T
wrt. < are the sets

1T:={seS|3teT:s<t} and t.T:={seS|IteT:t<s}.

The set T is downwards closed (upwards closed) wrt. <if we have T' = | . T (T = 1. T, resp.).
Now, let = be an equivalence relation on S and T ¢ S. Then the closure of T wrt. = is
the set
[T]-:={seS|3teT:s=t}.

A set T is closed under = if we have T = [T]-.

2.2 Monoids

A monoid is a tuple (M, -, e) where M is a set, - M? - M is an associative operation on M,
and e € M is the identity satisfying m - e = e - m = m for each m € M. Note that a monoid
contains exactly one element satisfying this equation. Whenever the situation is clear, we
write Ml instead of (M, -, e). Let m, n € M with mn = e. Then m is called a left-inverse of n
while 7 is called a right-inverse of m. Note that in general not all elements of a monoid have
a left- or right-inverse. Additionally, there may be elements having more than one left- resp.
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right-inverses. A monoid is called a group if all elements have a unique left- and right-inverse.
In this case the left- and right-inverse element of any m € M coincide. We call this element
the inverse element of m and denote it by m™ (or in some contexts —m).

Example 2.2.1. (1) The natural numbers N := {0,1,2, ... } with addition + is a monoid
with identity 0. If we extend the natural numbers by the negative numbers, we obtain
the set of integers Z := {..., -2, -1} U N. This set with addition is even a group.

(2) Let I bean alphabet, i.e., I is a finite, non-empty set. Then the set I'* := {aja,...4a, |
neN,aya,,...,a, € I'} with the concatenation - is a monoid - the so-called free
monoid over I'. Its identity ¢ is the word of length 0 (or the empty word). Elements
w € I'* are also called words and subsets L € I'* are called (word) languages.

d

A monoid M is left-cancellative if for each k, m, n € M the following implication holds:
km=kn = m=n.
Similarly, M is right-cancellative if for each k, m, n € M the following implication holds:
mk=nk = m=n.

M is cancellative if it is both, left- and right-cancellative. For example, I'*, N, and Z are
cancellative. We call m € M a prefix (suffix) of k € M if we have k = mn (k = nm, resp.) for
an n € M. If M is left-cancellative (right-cancellative, resp.) the element » is uniquely defined
and is called the complementary suffix (prefix, resp.) of k wrt. m. In literature, the element m
is also called a left- or right-divisor of k and n is the left- or right-quotient of k wrt. m. The
element m is an infix (or factor) of k if there are elements ¢, n € M with k = ¢mn.

Now, let I" be an alphabet. Forw = &y ... a, (With &y, ..., a, €I'),1<i<n,and0< j<n
we denote w[i, j] := a;. .. «; the infix of w from position i to j. We assume w([i, j] = if i > j
holds.

In algebra, Green’s relations are an important concept. These are defined as follows: let
M be a monoid and m, n € M. We write

mLn < Mm = Mn,

mRn < mM = nM,

mJn < MmM = MnM,

mHn < mLnand mRn,

mDn <= JkeM:mLkand kRn.

Note that L, R, H, and D are contained in the relation J.

2.3 Graphs

A (directed) graph is a tuple G = (V, E) where V is a set of vertices or nodes and E € V? is
a set of edges. For two nodes u,v € V we write u —g v if (u,v) € E. For u,v € V we write
u —>(’; v if there is a sequence vo, v1, ..., v, € V with v = 4, v; | - v; foreach1< i < n, and
vn = v. Such sequence is also called a path in G. Note that — is a reflexive and transitive
relation. For I, F ¢ V we write I - F if there are 1 € I and f € F with 1 > f. Additionally,
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we write I >% vand v —¢ F instead of I - {v} resp. {v} —¢ F (where v € V is a node). A
set U C V is (weakly) connected if for each u,v € U we have u —7 v where H{ = (V, F) is the
symmetric closure of G, i.e., we have F = EU {(u,v) € V2| (v,u) e E}. AsetUCc Visa
connected component if it is connected and for each U’ 2 U the set U’ is not connected, i.e.,
U is a maximal connected set. The induced subgraph Gl := (U, E n U?) is the G restricted
to the nodes in U ¢ V. The complementary graph of G is G¢ := (V, V2N E).

Now, let I be a non-empty set. A I'-labeled graph is a tuple G = (V, E) where V is a set
of vertices and E € V x I' x V is a set of (labeled) edges. For a € I', u, v € V we write u ig v

if (u, a,v) € E. For a sequence y € I'* and vertices u,v € V we write u Lg v if there are
&y, ..., 0, € Land vo,vy,...,v, e Vwithy =ap...a,, vo=u, viy ﬂg y;foreachl1<i<n,
and v, = v. In this case, we call the sequence vy, ..., v, a y-labeled path. For I, F ¢ V and

y € I'* we write I Lg Fif there are 1 € I and f € F with s Lg f. Similarly, we drop the braces
if I or F is a singleton.

2.4 Automata and Languages

A nondeterministic finite automaton (NFA, for short) is a tuple 2 = (Q,I',I, A, F) where
Q is a finite set of states, I' is an alphabet, I, F € Q are the sets of initial and final states,
respectively, and A € Q x I' x Q is a set of transitions. The configuration graph of 2 is the
I-labeled graph Gy = (Q,4). For p,q € Q and w € I'* we also write p —>o q instead of
p K’Gm q. A w-labeled path in Gy is also called a run of 2 with label w. The accepted language
of Ais L(A) == {w e I'* | I By F}. Alanguage L € I'* is called regular if there is an NFA
2 with L = L(2l). For a pair P;, P, € Q we write 2p _p, for the NFA (Q, I, P, A, P,), i.e.,
we modify the initial and final states of NFA to P, and P,, respectively. Then we have the
following equation:
L) = U L(2oy) - Ly-r).
qe

We can also extend the notion of NFAs as follows: an (extended) NFA is a quintuple
A=(Q,I,I,A, F)where Q, I, I, and F are defined as before and A € Q x I'* x Q is finite.
We already know that, from a given extended NFA 2, we can construct a (classical) NFA
accepting L(2l).

An NFA 2 = (Q, T, 1, A,F) is called deterministic (or a DFA) if we have |I| = 1 and for
each p € Q and «a € I there is at most one g € Q with (p, a, q) € A. DFAs also accept exactly
the class of regular languages.

Let I' be an alphabet and K, L € I'* be two languages. The shuffle of K and L is the language

KuwlL:= {vlwlvzwz VW

neN VL, Vo, s Vs Wi, Way oo, Wy €17%,
MVa. . .V, e Kswpwy ... w, €L

Now, let X  I'. The projection to X is the homomorphism 7y: ['* — X* with

ans(w) ifaeX

ns(e)=¢ and 7xz(aw)= {ﬂg(w) faes

for each « € I'and w € I'*. The reversal of aword w = qa; . .. a0, (With a, 0y, ..., @, € I') is
wR = a, ... . The reversal of a language L € I'* is LR := {wR | w € L}.
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Let v, w € I'*. We say that v is a subword of w (denoted by v = w) if we have w € v LLI I'*.
In this case w is a superword of v. Note that the induced binary relation c is a partial ordering
on I'*. We know that each infix, suffix, and infix is a subword but not vice versa.

The class of regular languages is effectively closed under Boolean operations, product,
iteration, homomorphisms and their inverses (including projections), shuftle, reversal, and
up- and downclosures wrt. the subword, prefix, suffix, and infix relation. Note that given
two NFAs, all of these operations are possible in polynomial time except for complement.
However, this operation is efficient! if the input is given by a DFA.

2.5 Structures and Logics

A (relational) signature is a tuple 7 := (R, ar) where R is a (not necessarily finite) set of relation
names, and ar: R — N is the arity map. A t-structure is a tuple § = (U, I¥) where U is a set
(the universe) and IS is the interpretation of 7, which is a map with I$(P) ¢ U*(P) for each
P ¢ R. In later chapters we denote 7-structures § as a tuple consisting of its universe U and
the images of IS.

Now, let 7 = (R, ar) be a signature and V, and V; be two countable sets of first-order
resp. second-order variables with Vyn V) = &. For better readability we denote the first-order
variables by lowercase letters and the second-order variables by uppercase letters. We define
the set of monadic second-order T-formulas (denoted by MSO[ 7]) inductively. Simultaneously,
we define the set of free variables fv(¢$) € V, U V; of a formula ¢. First we consider the
so-called atomic formulas:

T e MSO[7] and fv(T) := &,
(x =y) e MSO[7] and fv(x = y) := {x, y} where x, y € V,

P(xy,...,x¢) € MSO[7] and tv(P(xy,...,xk)) := {x1,...,xx} where P € R, k = ar(P),
and x,..., x5 € Vy, and

X(x) e MSO[7] and fv(X(x)) := {X, x} where X € V, and x € V.
Now, let ¢, y € MSO[ 7] be two formulas. Then we also have:

—~¢ € MSO[ 7] and fv(-¢) := fv(¢),

¢pvyeMSO[r]and fv(¢p Vv y) = fv(¢) utv(y),

3x:¢ € MSO[ 7] and fv(3x: ¢) := fv(p) \ {x} where x € V, and

3X: ¢ € MSO[ 7] and fv(3X: ¢) := fv(¢) \ {X} where X € V.
We also write ¢ A y instead of —(=¢ v —y), Vx: ¢ instead of —~3x: ~¢, and VX: ¢ instead of
-3X:-¢. A formula ¢ is first-order if ¢ contains no occurrence of a second-order variable.
The set of all first-order 7-formulas is denoted by FO[7]. We also denote the free variables
of a formula as its arguments. In other words, for a formula ¢ € MSO[7] with fv(¢) =

{X1,.. s X X15 - - X } We also write ¢( Xy, ..., Xy X1, . . -, X,,) instead of ¢. A formula ¢ is
called a sentence if fv(¢) = @ holds.

'In our context, a construction is efficient if it requires only polynomial time. In particular, we say that a
language is efficiently regular if there is an efficient construction of an NFA accepting this language.
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The semantics of monadic second-order formulas is defined as follows: let S = (U, I®)
be a 7-structure. An assignment of §is a map 9: V, U V; -» U u 2V with 9(x) € U and
9(X) < U holds for each x € V, and X € V,. Then we write for an assignment 9 and
formulas ¢, y € MSO[7]:

(S, ET

(8,9)=Ex=yiff 9(x) =9(y),

(8,9) & P(x1,...,x) iff (9(x1),...,9(xx)) € IS(P),

(8, 9) E X(x)iff 9(x) € 9(X),

(8,9) ¢ iff (S,9) # ¢,

($,9)Edvyifi (S,9)E¢or(S,9)E=vy,

(8,9) £ 3x: ¢ iff there is s € U with (S, 9[x ~ s]) = ¢, and

(8, 9) F 3X: ¢ iff there is S ¢ U with (S, 9[X ~ S]) = ¢.

For a r-structure S and a formula ¢(X,%) € MSO[7], we also write (S, S,3) = ¢(X, %)

if there is an assignment 9 in § with 9(X;) = S; and 9(x;) = s; satistying (S, 9) £ ¢. In
particular, if ¢ is a sentence, we also write S = ¢ in this case.

Example 2.5.1. Let 7 = ({E}, ar) with ar(E) = 2 be a signature. Then a 7-structure G
(note that this is a directed graph) satisfies

dx,y,z2E(x,y) NE(y,z) ANE(z,x)
if, and only if, G contains a cycle of length three. G satisfies
3X: (3 X(x) A Jy: =X () AVX, y:E(x, ) > (x € X < y e X))

if, and only if, G is not connected. It is well-known that there is no first-order formula
expressing this property (one can easily show this with the help of so-called Ehrenfeucht-
Fraissé games [Ehr61, Fras4]).

d

Let ¢ € MSO[7] be a formula and y € fv($) n V, be a free first-order variable. Then
we write ¢[y « x] for the formula which is obtained from ¢ by replacement of any free
occurrence of y by x. Now, let ¢, £ € MSO[ 7] be two formulas and y € fv(&) n V, be a
distinguished free first-order variable of £. Then the restriction ¢ 1 of ¢ to £ is defined by

) if ¢ is atomic
~(yle) if ¢ = —y
Ple=qylev xle if¢=yvy
Ax: (ylenély < x]) if ¢ =3x:y
AX:(pre AV X(x) » €[y« x]) if¢p=3X:y.

In other words, we restrict the quantifiers in ¢ to the values satistying £. Obviously, we have

¢l € FO[7] if ¢, & € FO[ 7] holds.







CHAPTER 3

Automata and Storage Mechanisms

In this chapter we want to introduce finite automata having several mechanisms to store
data. A possible representation of such mechanism is a data structure. A data structure is
an object consisting of a (possibly infinite) set of states and a finite number of methods in
which we can modify the state of the structure. Famous data structures are linked lists, arrays,
strings, or bitmaps. However, our results in the following chapters do not depend on the
concrete implementation of such storage mechanism. So, we consider a more abstract model
to store data - so-called (abstract) data types (cf. [Cle86, Cor+09, SS20]). In our context a
data type consists of a (possibly infinite) set of states, a finite signature consisting of functions,
so-called actions, and the semantics of this signature (i.e., computable functions realizing the
actions). Then we can understand an action as the name f of a function f:U xI - U x O
and their semantics as the concrete function where U is the set of states of our data type, I is
a set of inputs, and O is a set of outputs. In other words, depending on the current state of the
data type, an action takes an input i € I, modifies its state, and returns an output o € O. Note
that in literature, the semantics of an abstract data type is sometimes only implicitly given by
a system of axioms (cf. for example [SS20]). We will consider such axioms in Chapter 4 for
several data types.

Concretely, we focus on so-called transforming data types. The actions of these data
types do not have any additional in- and outputs. In other words, the result of the application
of such action only depends on the current state of the data type and only yields a new
state. We will see later that such data types are suitable for attaching them to finite automata.
Then, depending on the current state of the attached data type the automaton is able to do a
transition from one configuration to another one and to modify it accordingly. In fact such
data type represents an additional memory of the automaton.

First, we formally introduce transforming data types and automata using them as their
memory. Later we give some examples and extend the notion to lossy and distributed data

types.

3.1 Definitions

We fix the symbol 1 (the so-called error state). A (transforming) data type is a triple D =
(U, %, ©) where U is a recursive set (the so-called universe) with 1 ¢ U, X is an alphabet (the
so-called signature), and @:X x (Uu {1}) — (U u{L}) is a recursive, total function with
O(a, L) = 1 for each a € X (the semantics of the signature). An element « € X is also called a
(basic) action.

Now, let t € 2* be a sequence of actions of D. Then we define the map [¢t]p: (Uu{L}) -
(U u{1}) inductively as follows:
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[e]p :=idyuy,y is the identity map on U u {1} and
ift=asforaeXandse X weset[t]p(x):=[s]p(O(a,x)) foreachx e Uu{L}.

In particular, we have [a]p = O(a,.) for each a € Z. For t € 2* we call [t]p the transfor-
mation induced by the action sequence t. We say that “[t]p(x) is undefined” whenever we
have [t]p(x) = L. The set of all transformations [¢]p with composition forms a monoid
with identity [&]p. This monoid is called the transformation monoid (or action monoid) and
is denoted by T(‘D). Note that we write [ ¢] instead of [ ¢]p whenever the situation is clear.

Let D = (U, X, ©) be a data type. A D-automaton is a tuple A = (Q,I', D,1,c,A, F)
where Q is a finite set of (control) states, I is an alphabet, I, F ¢ Q are the sets of initial and
final states, respectively, ¢ € U is the initial content and A € Q x (I'u {e}) x Z* x Q is a finite
set of transitions.

Now, let A = (Q,I',D,I,c,A, F) be a D-automaton. The set of configurations of 2
is the set Confy := Q x U. The initial and final configurations of 2 are Inity := I x {c}
and Finaly := F x U, respectively. The configuration graph of 2 is the (possibly infinite)
labeled graph Gy = (Confy, E) with (p, x) —>g, (g, ») if, and only if, there is a transition
(p>a,t,q) € Awith [t](x) = y for any two configurations (p, x), (¢, y) € Confy and for any
letter a € I'U {¢}. In other words, a transition (p, a, t, q) € A applies the transition (p, a, q)
of the underlying NFA and applies the transformation [#] to its attached data type. Note that
the application of such transition requires [¢](x) # L since L ¢ U = Q Confy. From now on

we write (p, x) =y (g, ) instead of (p,x) g, (¢, y). The accepted language of 2 is
L(2A) := {w e I'* | Inity ~>5 Finaly} .

Remark 3.1.1. Our data types only consist of their universe and some transforming
operations. However, there are data types like counters with zero-tests or sets which
contain additional tests. A test (or lookup) is a function t: Uu {1} — {0,1} with #(1) = 0.
Then a D-automaton is allowed to apply a transition labeled with such test ¢ if, and only
if, the content ¢ € U of its data types satisfies ¢(c) = 1.

From the test ¢ we also obtain a (basic) transformation [¢']: (Uu{L}) - (Uu{L})
with the following semantics:

, c ift(c)=1
t(c) =
[#1e) {J_ otherwise .
Then the automaton is able to apply a t’-labeled transition if, and only if, it could apply a
t-labeled transition. Hence, our data types are also able to simulate types with tests.

d

Remark 3.1.2. Let D be a data type. The D-automata defined above are not exactly
the same as the so-called valence automata (see, e.g., [Pau8o, FSoz]). In such automata
we require the universe of D to be a monoid. Additionally, instead of accepting when
reaching a final state, valence automata only accept if their memory is empty (i.e., the
content is the monoid’s identity). So, for an accepting run from an initial configuration
(1, ¢) to a final configuration ( f, e) we require the existence of a right-inverse element x
in the underlying monoid (i.e., we have cx = e).

For certain data types, D-automata are as powerful as valence automata with an
underlying monoid M. For example, this is possible for stacks or counters. In this case,
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we can simulate a D-automaton by a valence automaton having the memory T(D) and
vice versa. So, instead of applying [ ¢] in any transition of the D-automaton we compute
the composition of the previously applied transformations with the label [¢] € T(D).
However, it is impossible to define, for example, a queue automaton as a valence
automaton in this way. This is due to the fact that the transformation monoid of a queue
has no non-trivial divisor of its identity (we will see this later in this thesis).

d

We are able to model the most important data types with our definitions. Some of them are
given in the following section. However, there are data types which cannot be modeled with
our definitions. For example, we are unable to define set-theoretical operations (like union,
intersection, or difference) of a (dynamic) set with an infinite universe.

3.2 Examples

3.2.1 Finite Memories

Consider a finite data type F = (U, X, ©), i.e., the universe U is finite. A typical example
for such finite data type is a bounded queue (or bounded channel). A bounded queue stores
sequences of length at most k € N of elements from a given alphabet A. In other words, the
content of a bounded queue is a word from A=k, For each letter a € A a bounded queue
has two possible basic actions. On the one hand, we can write the letter a at the end of the
bounded queue’s content (we denote this action by a). We do this by appending an a to the
content. Note that this action fails if we try to write a letter a into a full bounded queue (i.e.,
if the content already has length k). On the other hand, we can read a from the head position
of the queue (we denote this action by a). In this case, we remove a leading a from the queue’s
content. This action is undefined if there is no a at the head position of the bounded queue.
We assume that the alphabet of read actions A := {a | a € A} is a disjoint copy of the alphabet
A.

Formally, a bounded queue is the data type BQ , = (A<, %, ©) where k e N, = = AU A,

xa if|x|<kandx# 1 ifx=ay

and [a](x) = {)/

1 otherwise

[a](x) == {

1 otherwise,

holds for each a € A and x € A* U {1}. Similarly, we may define bounded stacks (or bounded
pushdowns), which only differ in their write action a. In this case, one prepends the letter a
to the stack’s content instead of appending it.

4] b
[a] [6]
ﬂﬂ SIS Iﬂ — ﬂﬂ

Figure 3.1. A visualization of a (bounded) queue with content abba applying the transformation [ab].

It is well-known that automata having a finite data type as their storage mechanism
accept exactly the class of regular languages. To this end, let 2A = (Q, I, F, I, ¢, A, F) be an
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F-automaton. Since U is finite, the set Confy of configurations of 2l is finite as well. Hence,
we can construct an NFA with e-transitions which simulates this finite configuration graph.
From 2( we can compute the NFA B = (Q', I, I', A’, F") with:

Q’ :=Confyg = Q x U,
I' := Inity = I x {c},

A= {((prx), @ () | 3(pr s 1, q) € 4:[£](x) =y}, and
F’:= Finaly = F x U.

It is a simple exercise to prove that L(2() = L(*8) holds.

Conversely, from any given NFA B we can construct an F-automaton 2( accepting L(*B).
A possible idea is to construct 2 such that it does not modify the content of its memory. In
other words, each transition is labeled with the transformation [e] = idyy(,}-

All in all, we see that for any finite data type F the F-automata accept exactly the class
of regular languages. In particular, automata with a bounded queue or a bounded stack are
as powerful as NFAs (without additional memory).

3.2.2 Counters

A (partially blind) counter is a data type which has a natural number as its content and is
allowed to increase or decrease this number. Since the content is non-negative, the decrease
action on the content 0 is undefined. Formally, a counter is the data type ¢, = (N, {i,d}, ©)
where

x+1 ifxeN

1 otherwise

ifxe N~ {0}

otherwise

[i](x) = { and  [d](x) = {’j -1

for each x e Nu {L}. In other words, i increments the counter and d decrements the counter.

It is easy to see that [id](x) = x = idny(,y(x) holds for each x e Nu {1} and [di](0) =
1 #0 = idnyg,y(0). Hence, [d] is the right-inverse of [i] in the transformation monoid of
C but it is not the left-inverse of [i] implying that the transformation monoid T((;) is not
a group. By [Lotoz2] this monoid is exactly the so-called bicyclic semigroup which was first
introduced by Lyapin [Lyas3]. The (;-automata are exactly the (partially blind) one-counter
automata [Gre78].

For a positive integer k > 0, we can also model k (partially blind) counters, which consist
of a k-tuple of natural numbers and each number can be increased or decreased. This can be
formalized by the data type C = (N¥, {i;,d; | 1< j < k}, ®) where [i;] increases the counter
jand [d;] decreases this counter. In this case, Cc-automata are the (partially blind) k-counter
automata (in literature these are also known as vector addition systems [KM69] or Petri nets
[Pet62]).

Similarly, we can model k blind counters. The contents of this data type are k-tuples of
integers, i.e., their contents may also be negative. This can be formalized by the data type
Zi = (Zk,{ij,d; | 1< j< k}, ©). In this case, we have [i;d;] = idz,(,y = [d}i;]. Hence, the
transformation monoid T(Zy) is isomorphic to the group Z*. The Z;-automata are exactly
the blind k-counter automata.

Counters with zero-tests are k partially blind counters which additionally are allowed to
check their contents for zero. This can be modeled by the data type Dy = (NK, {i;,d}, z; |
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1< j <k}, ®) where [z;](x1,..., %) = (x1,..., ) holds if x; = 0 and [[z;] (x1, ..., x¢) = L
holds otherwise. Note that the only difference to partially blind counters is the addition
of the tests z;. However, for k > 2, Di-automata (so-called Minsky-machines) are much
more powerful than Ci-automata. Concretely, Dy-automata accept exactly the recursively
enumerable languages [Min67].

3.2.3 Stacks

A very important basic data type is an unbounded (lifo-)stack (or pushdown). A stack stores
sequences of elements from a given alphabet A. In contrast to bounded queues or stacks,
these sequences can have arbitrary finite length. In other words, a content of a stack is a word
from A*. For each letter a € A we have two possible basic actions: writing the letter a on top
of the stack (denoted by a) and reading the letter a from the stack’s top position (denoted by
a). In contrast to the bounded case, the write action is defined in any case. However, read
actions are still undefined if there is no a on top of the stack’s content.

In practice, a computer needs a stack to execute a program with nested function calls. The
computer stores its context in this stack when calling a function. Also there are calculators
employing the reverse Polish notation (for example one writes 12 + instead of 1 + 2) with the
help of a stack in which one stores operands and intermediate values.

Formally, a stack is the data type P4 = (A*, X, ©) where A is an alphabet, £ = AU A,
ax ifxeA* ifx=ay

1 otherwise

[a](x) = { and [a](x) = {y

1 otherwise,

holds for each a € Aand x € A* U {1}.

[a] [6]

3
=
=[]s]=]
>
=lsfs] H
<
BEEEY

Figure 3.2. A visualization of a stack with content abba applying the transformation [ab].

Remark 3.2.1. Our definition of a stack slightly differs from the definition of stacks in
literature. For example, in [SS20] a stack has only one read action which takes a stack’s
content and returns the top entry of the stack and the stack’s content without this top
entry. However, this data type is not transforming. In contrast, the data type as defined
above has a read action a for each entry a € A. Its corresponding the transformation [a]]
verifies that the top entry is actually a and returns afterwards the stack’s content without
this top entry. We use this variation due to technical reasons.

d

We assume that the alphabet of read actions A := {a | a € A} is a disjoint copy of
the alphabet A. For a word ¢t = M;a; ... a, with ay,a,,...,a, € Awewrite t :=a,a,...4d,.
Additionally, for L € A* we write L := {t | t € L}.
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Read and write actions of a stack are in some sense generalizations of the increase and
decrease actions of a single counter. So, if the underlying alphabet A of stack contents
is a singleton, the stack P, is essentially a single partially blind counter. Moreover, we
have T(P4) = T(() in this case. If A is not a singleton, T(() is isomorphic to a proper
submonoid of T(P,). However, similar to situation in T((,) the read transformation [a] is
the right-inverse element of the corresponding write transformation [a] (but not vice versa):
for a € A we have [aa] = ids-yq,y and [aa](e) = L # € = ida«ug,) (€). Due to this fact, in
literature the transformation monoid T(P,) of a stack is also called the polycyclic semigroup
[NP7o].

Note that we can also simulate a single counter with zero-tests D; with the help of a
stack P, with a binary alphabet A = {a, #}. In this case, the letter # marks the bottom of the
stack. While increasing and decreasing of the counter correspond to writing and reading the
letter a, we can simulate a zero-test with the sequence ##.

In general, the P4-automata are essentially pushdown automata (PDA, for short). In
literature (like in [HMUo1]) each transition of a PDA applies a transformation [[¢] with
t € AA* to their stack. However, we are able (by splitting edges) to construct from a given
P4-automaton an equivalent classical PDA. Hence, our P4-automata accept exactly the
context-free languages and from now on we call them PDA, too.

It is also possible to simulate stacks storing entries from a countable universe U. To
this end, we use a uniquely decipherable function ¢: U* - {0,1}* (i.e., c is injective). Then
writing an x € U corresponds to [c(x)"] in P(o,11 and reading x € U corresponds to [c(x)].

We may also extend this data type to lossy or distributed (multi)-stacks. We will see the
definitions of these variations at a later point in this chapter.

3.2.4 Queues

The definition of an unbounded (fifo-)queue (or channel) is very similar to the ones of a
bounded queue and of an unbounded stack. So, the content of a queue is a finite sequence
of elements from an alphabet A. We can write and read an element a. However, we do not
prepend the a to the queue’s content. Instead we append this letter. Anyway, the write action
is defined for each queue content.

In practice, a queue can be used to model a single communication channel between two
network instances. Also operating systems sometimes use a queue to buffer data for later
uses.

Formally, a queue is defined as the following data type: Q4 = (A*, %, ®) where A is an
alphabet, = = AU A,

xa ifxeA* ifx=ay

1 otherwise, L otherwise

[a](x) := { and [a](x):= {y

holds for each a € A and x € A* U {1}. Note that we have [a](x) = xa and [a] (ax) = x. By
induction on the length of an action sequence ¢ € ~* we observe the following:

Observation 3.2.2. Let A be an alphabet, t € £* be an action sequence, and x,y € A*
with [t](x) = y # L. Then we have xw = ry where w = ma(t) and 7 = nx(t). <
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The transformation monoid T(Q,) is the so-called queue monoid which was first intro-
duced by Huschenbett et al. in [HKZ17].

Note that if A is a singleton, the queue Q4 degenerates to a partially blind counter. Hence,
we have Q4 = () in this case. Now, let A be at least binary. Recall that the read transformation
of the letter a is the right-inverse element of the corresponding write transformation in the
transformation monoid T(P,) of a stack with entries from A. This fact does not hold in the
queue monoid. For example, if a, b € A are two distinct letters we have

[aa](ab) = [a](aba) = ba + ab =id -,y (ab),

i.e., we have [aa] # id-y,y. In fact, no transformation [¢] € T(Q4) ~ {[¢] } has a left- or
right-inverse element in this monoid (cf. [HKZ17, Theorem 5.3]).

It is well-known that Q4-automata (so-called queue automata) with an at least binary
alphabet A of queue entries are much more powerful than pushdown automata. Concretely,
queue automata are able to simulate Turing-machines (cf. [BZ83]). Hence, these automata
accept exactly the class of recursively enumerable languages.

Note that again we are able to simulate queues storing entries from a countable universe U.
Later we will see the definitions of lossy queues and distributed multi-queues.

3.2.5 Priority Queues

Now, we want to introduce priority queues. These are queues in which we annotate each
queue entry with a priority. Entries having a high priority are able to supersede or overtake
entries with lower priority. In other words, we are able to bypass the fifo-principle of the
queues with the help of these priorities. Similar to stacks and queues, a priority queue is a
very important basic data type. It is used by network routers for management of a limited
bandwidth or by operating systems for scheduling tasks.

Here, we model the priorities of the queue entries with the help of a quasi-ordering. To
this end, let A be an alphabet of queue entries and < be a quasi-ordering on A. Then “a < b”
means that b has a higher (or equal) priority than a. Then a priority queue with internal
superseding semantics is the data type PQ, _ = (A*, %, ©) where

xa ifxeA* z ifx=yaz,ye{beA|b<ab+a}*

1 otherwise 1 otherwise

[a](x) = { and [a](x) := {
holds for each a € Aand x € A*U{1}. In other words, these queues are able to remove letters
with low priority to allow reading of letters having a higher priority.

We can also define priority queues with strict superseding semantics TQELS which only
differ in their read actions:

[[E](x)::{z ifx=yaz,ye{beA|b<a}*

1 otherwise.

Here, we are able to remove some letters of low priority to read a letter of strictly higher
priority.

A priority queue with overtaking semantics is the data type TQ'Z . with the following
read actions:

_ yz ifx=yaz,ye{beA|b<a}*
[a](x) ::{ .
L otherwise.
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In this case, we are able to read letters a with strictly higher priority but we do not remove
the letters with lower priority in front of a.

Haase et al. have shown in [HSS14] that TQ'Z’ .-and TQ'Z .-automata are much more pow-
erful than PQ, _-automata. Concretely, “PQ,fL .-and fPQX .-automata are Turing-complete
and, hence, accept exactly the recursively enumerable languages.

3.2.6 Turing-Tapes

We can also model Turing-machines with the help of a data type. A Turing-tape is a data type
consisting of an infinite sequence of letters and a position of the machine’s head. We are able
to read or replace the letter at the head’s position. Additionally, we can move the head by
one position to the left or right. Since the machine’s head reaches only a finite number of
positions of its tape after a finite computation, we assume that almost all positions on its tape
are empty (represented by a blank symbol O).

We can model such Turing-tape by a data type of the form T, 5 = (U, 2, ©) where A is
an at least binary alphabet, O € A is the blank symbol,

U={fZ->A|In_<0<n,VieZ~[n_,n.]:f(i)=0} xZ,

S={a,a|acA}u{L,N,R} with

[al((fm) = (fTnmalom), [@)((om) = {(f ) S

1 otherwise,
[L1((f,n)) = (fin = 1), [N]((f,n)) = (f,n), and [R]((f, 7)) = (f,n +1) for any
(f,n)eU.

We call a T, o-automaton a Turing-machine. Note that in literature any edge of a classical
Turing-machine is labeled by an action sequence from AA{L, N, R}. However, from a given
T4 n-automaton we obtain an equivalent classical Turing-machine by splitting the more
general transitions.

For a configuration (g, (f, n)) of a Turing-machine we can also write vgw where vw is
a subsequence of the image of f containing all non-blank symbols such that the head is on
the position of w’s first letter.

It is well-known that Turing-machines accept exactly the class of recursively enumerable
languages.

3.3 Lossy Data Types

Until now, we have only considered memories which are reliable. Now, we want to consider
automata with storage mechanisms which are able to forget any part of their contents at any
time. We model the loss of data with the help of a quasi ordering < on the data type’s universe.
Whenever we perform an action of the data type, it is allowed to nondeterministically decrease
(wrt. <) its content before and after the application.

Formally, a lossy data type is a tuple D = (U, X, ©,<) where (U, 2, ©) is a data type and
< is a recursive quasi ordering on U u {1} with<c U?u {(L, 1)}.

Let t € X be an action sequence. We define the transformation [t]p: (U u {1}) — 2Uv{4}
induced by ¢t inductively as follows:
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[e]n(x) = lx,
[a]p(x):={yeUu{l}|3x' <x:y<O(a,x")} for a € X, and
ift=asforaeXands e X" weset

[tlo(x):= U [s]lo(y) = [slo([e]o(x))

ye[a]o(x)

for each x € U u {L}. In other words, the transformation [«; . .. a ] is the application of
the basic actions «, . . ., ax € 2 with some intermediate loss of data. From now on we omit
the index of [ ] and write [ t] whenever the situation is clear.

For two sequences s, t € 2* we can define the following operation:

(Isle D)= U [1(»)

yels](x)

for each x € U U {1}. Then, we observe the following properties of o:

Observation 3.3.1. Let D = (U, %, ©,<) be a lossy data type. Then the following state-
ments hold:

(1) foreachs,t e X* we have [st] = [s] o [t].
(2) foreacht € X* we have [t] = [e] o [t] = [t] o [£]. <

Hence, the set of all transformations [¢] with o forms a monoid with identity [e]. We call
this monoid the transformation monoid T (‘D) of D.

Finally, lossy D-automata 2 are defined similar to the non-lossy automata. The only
difference can be found in the definition of the configuration graph. So, for two configurations
(p,x), (g, y) € Confy and a € I' U {e} we write (p, x) —y (g, y) if there exists a transition
(p,a,t,q) € Awith y € [t](x). Additionally, we write (p,x) o (g,y) if p = q and
y € [e](x) (i.e., y < x) holds. Hence, the configuration graph Gy contains more edges than
the configuration graph of a non-lossy automaton.

3.3.1 Partially Lossy Stacks

Partially lossy stacks are stacks which are allowed to forget some parts of their contents at
any time. With the help of such partially lossy stack we are able to model programs with
nested function calls which are allowed to raise and handle errors (in many programming
languages these errors are called exceptions). So, whenever a function raises such error, the
computer aborts its program flow and jumps to another function in the call stack which
is able to handle this error. In this case, the function call stack loses any function between
the one raising the error and the one handling this error. Hence, we can understand the
functions which are unable to handle errors as forgettable entries in the stack’s content and
the remaining ones as unforgettable entries.

This partial lossiness is specified with the help of a so-called lossiness alphabet which is
defined as follows:
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Definition 3.3.2. A lossiness alphabet is a tuple 7 = (F,U) where FNn U = @ and Aq :=
F u U is an alphabet. We also write A instead of A;. Here, we say that F is the set of
forgettable letters and U is the set of unforgettable letters.

Let Z = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and x, y € A* be contents. We say that x is
an L-subword of y (denoted by x4 ) if my(y) Ex € y holds (where C is the subword
ordering on A).

d

Note that £, is a partial ordering for any lossiness alphabet Z. In particular, £ v is the
equality relation on A* and Ep ) is the subword relation = on A*.

Let Z = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet. A partially lossy stack (or pls, for short) is the
lossy data type PLS, = (A*, X, 0,54) where (A*, X, ©) is the data type P4 of a stack. In
other words, the only difference between a stack P, and a partially lossy stack PZSq is the
definition of [.].

IfF = @, we see [t]pas,,, (x) = {[t]2,(x)} for any action sequence ¢ € Z* and any
stack content x € A* U {L}. Hence, PLS(4,v) is fully reliable and coincides with a stack
P4 as defined in Section 3.2.3. In contrast, if U = & the structure PLSr o) models a fully
lossy stack. Anyway the transformation monoid T(PZS,) is called the partially lossy stack
monoid (or pls monoid, for short). Accordingly, PZS,-automata are called partially lossy
stack automata (or pls automata).

Next, we will see that, for any lossiness alphabet Z = (F, U), there is a (non-lossy) data
type having a transformation monoid isomorphic to T(PZS, ). So, consider the data type
Py := (A*,%,0) where X = Au A,
ax ifxeA* z ifx=yaz,ye(F~{a})*

L otherwise, 1 otherwise

[a]2,(x) = { and [a]o,(x):= {

foreach a € Aand x € A* u{1}. In other words, whenever we read a letter a from the content
we are allowed to forget some other letters from F which are in front of a. This means, such
stack forgets only those letters blocking the read action of another letter. We can call this
behavior the “read-lossy” semantics of a partially lossy stackl. We will show next that this
semantics is equivalent to the “default” semantics described by PZS;. Concretely, we will
prove T(PLSy) = T(Py). To this end, we first prove that [ ], is monotonic with respect
toSq:

Lemma 3.3.3. Let 7 = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet, t € X* be an action sequence, and
x,y € A* be two words with x Sq y and [t],(x) # L. Then [t]p, (x)Sq[t]e,(y) # L
holds.

Proof. We prove the claim by induction on the length of the action sequence t € Z*. If t = ¢,
then we have

[elp,(x) = xS0y = [e], (¥) -

iThis definition is according to the “read-lossy” semantics of a partially lossy queue as described in [KKP18]
(note that we will recall this lossy data type in the next subsection). In a similar way, Chambart and Schnoebelen
presented the “write-lossy” semantics of a lossy queue in [CSo08, Appendix A]. In this semantics the lossy
queue omits write actions whenever the corresponding letters will get lost in the succeeding computation.
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Let t = a € A. Then we have [a]¢,(x) = axEq ay = [a]o, (¥).

Now, let t = @ € A. By [@]p,(x) # L thereis x" € (F ~ {a})* with x = x’a - [@] o, (x).
Due to x 4 y there are words y’, " € A* with y = y'ay”, x' € ¥, and [a] ¢, (x) E¢ y". Then
we have to consider two cases:

(1) ' € (F~{a})* holds. Then we have [a]p, (y'ay”) = y" and, therefore, we learn

[ale,(x)Eay" = [a],(¥).

(2) y" ¢ (F~{a})* holds. From x’' £ y" and x’ € F* we infer y’ € F*. Note that in this case
y" ¢ (F~{a})* implies a € F. There are words z € (F \ {a})* and 2z’ € F* such that
y' =zaz',ie., we have y = zaz'ay". Then we see [a]p, (y) = z’ay” implying

[a]e,(x)Eq ¥y ce2'ay” = [a] 2, ().

Finally, let t = as for a basic action « € X and an action sequence s € X*. Then by the
induction hypothesis we obtain [«a]p, (x) E¢[a]s, (¥). This implies the following:

[tﬂTl(x) IIS}]’PZ([[“H’PQ(-X))
o [s]e, ([a]e, (»)) (by induction hypothesis)
= [l (y)- «

Let x € A* be a word and ¢ € X* be an action sequence with [¢]p, (x) # L. By definition
of Pq we can see that [¢]p, (x) € [t]pes, (x) holds. In other words, the application of ¢ to x
in P4 is a possible way to apply t to x in a partially lossy stack PZS;. We will show next,
that this word is the maximal stack content (wrt. £4) which is a possible result of PZS; on
application of ¢ to x.

Proposition 3.3.4. Let 7 = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet, t € X* be an action sequence,
and x € A* be a word. Then we have

[t]2s, (%) = de,([t] 2, (%))

In particular, for any s, t € * and x € A* we have

[slezs, (%) = [t] 215, (x) == [s]o,(x) = [t]2, (x).

Proof. We prove that
y € [thpes, (x) = yEa[t]a,(x)

holds for each x, y € A* and t € X*.

First, we show the implication “=” by induction on the length of the word t. The case
t = € is obvious since y € [€]pgs, (x) implies y 54 x. Then we infer ySq x = [€]p, (x).

Now, let |t| > 1, i.e, there are & € X and s € 2* with ¢ = as. Let y € [t]pqgs, (x). Then
thereis z € [a] pgs, (x) with y € [s]pes, (2). From z € [a] pgs, (x) we infer the existence of
x',z' € A*withx'cq x, O(a,x") = z/,and zEq z'. From y € [s]pqs, (2) we infer by induction
hypothesis y 4 [s]», (z). Next we consider the following two cases:
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(1) « =a € A. Then from ©(a, x’) = z’ we obtain z’ = ax’ and therefore

y Ea[s]e, (2) Ea[s]e, (2') (by Lemma 3.3.3)
= [s]e,(ax") = [as]e, (x")
Cqt]e, (x). (by Lemma 3.3.3)

(2) a=aec A. Then from O(a, x’) = z’ we obtain x’ = az’ and therefore

Y E(L[SHT'L(Z) ElﬂsﬂTl(zl) (bYLemma333)
= [as]e,(az’) = [t]e, (x')
Cqlt]e, (x). (by Lemma 3.3.3)

Towards the converse implication “«<” let ySq[t]p, (x). We know for each a € A and
z € A* that the statements [a]o, (2) € [a]pes, (2) and [a]p, (2) € [a]pzs, (2) hold. From
this we also infer [¢]p, (2) € [t]pes, (z) (one can verify this by induction on the length of
t). Since [[t]pqs, (x) also is downward closed under =4, we finally infer that y € [¢]pgs, (x)
holds. )

From this equivalence we finally obtain the isomorphism between the transformation
monoids of the partially lossy stack PZS; and their “read-lossy” semantics Pq.

Theorem 3.3.5. Let L be a lossiness alphabet. Then we have T(PLS,) = T(Py). <

Hence, from now on we are free to call Py a pls and its transformation monoid the pls
monoid, as well.

3.3.2 Partially Lossy Queues

Next, we want to introduce so-called partially lossy queues. These are queues which are
allowed to forget some of their entries specified by a lossiness alphabet. With the help of this
data type we are able to model a channel between two network instances with unreliable
transmission of the messages. Note that this is a more realistic view on a communication
channel than modeling with a reliable queue. Lossy queues (or channels) also received much
attention from researchers in the field of verification since the nineties of the last century.
This is due to the celebrated result from Abdulla and Jonsson stating that the reachability
problem in automata with one or more lossy queues is decidable [AJg6a] (however this
problem is not primitive recursive [Scho2, CSo8]).

Let 7 = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet. A partially lossy queue (plg, for short) is the
lossy data type PLQ , = (A%, 2, ©,54) where (4, X, ©) is the data type Q4 of a queue. The
transformation monoid T(PZLQ , ) of a partially lossy queue is called the partially lossy queue
monoid (or plg monoid, for short). We also call the PLQ , -automata partially lossy queue
automata (or plg automata).

We can also define the “read-lossy” semantics of a plq as follows: consider the data type
Qs = (A*,2,0) where Z = AU A,

xa ifxeA* z ifx=yaz,ye(F~{a})*

1 otherwise, 1 otherwise

la]g,(x) = { and [a]o,(x) = {
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foreachae Aand x € A* U {1}.

Similar to the argumentation in the previous subsection we are able to prove that the
“read-lossy” semantics and the “default” semantics of a partially lossy queue are equivalent.
In other words, we can prove that the transformation monoids of both data types, PZQ ,
and Qg, are isomorphic. Due to the similarity we will skip this proof here. However, a full
proof can also be found in the author’s Master’s thesis [Koc16] (for fully lossy queues, only)
and in [KKP18] (for arbitrary partially lossy queues).

Theorem 3.3.6. Let L be a lossiness alphabet. Then we have T(Qq) = T(PLQ,). <

Hence, from now on we may also call Q; a plq and call its transformation monoid the
plq monoid.

While we already know that automata with a reliable queue (i.e., Q(4 yy-automata) are
as powerful as Turing-machines (by [BZ83]), this fact does not hold for fully lossy queue
automata (i.e., Q(r )-automata). Note that this is a consequence of the decidable reachability
problem and Rice’s Theorem. In contrast, plq automata, which are not fully lossy (i.e., we
have U # @) and have an at least binary alphabet of queue entries (i.e., we have |A| > 2), are
able to simulate Turing-machines:

Theorem 3.3.7. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with U + & and |A| > 2. Then
Qg -automata accept exactly the class of recursively enumerable languages.

Proof idea. From [BZ83] we know that queue automata are able to simulate Turing-machines.
Hence, we only have to simulate queue automata here. So, let B = {by,..., b, } be an alphabet
and 9 = (Qq, T, 95, I, cq,Aq, Fq) be a queue automaton on B. Additionally, let # € U
and a € A \ {#} be two distinct letters. We consider the homomorphism f: B* — A* which
satisfies f(b;) := #'a#"~* for each 1< i < n. Then it is easy to see that f is injective.

We can construct a Qg -automaton 2 = (Qq, I', Qg, I, ca, A, Fq) with

co = f(cq) and

Ay ={(p, o, f(1),q) | (p, . 1, 9) € Aa}.
Then (p,v) —q (g,w) holds if, and only if, (p, f(v)) &)m (g, f(w)) holds. Note that
whenever £ fails to read a letter b; from its queue, 2 also fails to read f(b;): due to the
encoding f, the automaton 2l is able to recognize any loss since each f(b;) contains exactly

n unforgettable #’s and one (possibly forgettable) a.
Hence, we obtain L(Q) = L(2l). «

Remark 3.3.8. Besides the (partially) lossy queues, there are even more faulty variations
of queues. For example, instead of losing entries a faulty queue may also randomly insert
entries. In networks with a reliable communication protocol (like TCP) the sender keeps
re-sending its messages until it receives an acknowledgment from the receiver. This
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may result in undesired multiple copies of a message. Such situation can be modeled
by queues with insertion errors, which also have been considered in a few papers like
[CFPg6, Bou+12]. However, in this thesis we will only focus on the (partially) lossy
variant of queues.

d

3.4 Distributed Data Types

Until now we have considered only single memories. Now, we want to consider systems
having multiple of such storage mechanisms which are distributed in a certain network and
which may have some synchronization of their data. Here we focus on data types having
only words as their content like queues and stacks.

So, consider a finite number of computers (or processes) each having a storage mechanism
represented by a data type. Each of these computers is instructed to do a few special tasks
according to their security clearance. For example, computer 1 treats only task a, computer 2
treats the tasks b and ¢, and computer 3 treats the tasks a and c. In this connection “treating
a task” means (e.g.) that the computer may create a new task or finalize a task. Additionally
to this, treating of a task « requires the consensus of each computer having the matching
security clearance (i.e., all computers which are allowed to treat ). We understand this
consensus as follows: we create such task on each computer which should execute a routine
on this task. A task can be finalized whenever each computer finished their routines on this
task.

Formally, we model our distributed networks of computers as following:

Definition 3.4.1. A distributed alphabet is a triple A = (A, P, M) where A and P are two
alphabets (the tasks and processes, respectively) and M € A x P maps letters to sets of
processes such that aM # @ and M i # @ holds for eacha € Aand i € P.

d

In our situation P is the set of computers (or data types) in our system, A is the set of
tasks, and M describes which computers are allowed to treat tasks. Due to our definition,
each task a € A can be treated by some computers and each computer i € P is able to treat
some tasks.

Forawordw = ay...a, with a,,...,a, € A we write wM := U,<x<, ax M and for i € P
we write A; := M i.

Recall that the single data types store finite sequences of entries. Then the content of
the whole distributed system is a tuple from [];.» A;. Whenever we write or read a letter
a € A in our system, we execute this shared action on all processes in a M at the same
time. For example, writing an a € A into distributed queues with content (w;);ep € [T;cp A}
yields a new content (w!);cp with w! = w;a for each i € aM and w! = w; otherwise. Note
that computations of our distributed system fails whenever the computation on at least one
process fails.

Remark 3.4.2. Let 4 = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet. There also exist contents of
our considered distributed storage which are in some sense inconsistent. For example,
consider a content (w;);cp € [1;cp A7, two processes i, j € P, and two distinct letters
a,b € A;jn Ajsuch that w; = ab and w; = ba. Then a distributed system with queue
behavior is unable to read a since the process j is blocked by a b. Similarly, we are unable
to read b. However, in this case it is possible to write any letter or to read letters from
the processes P\ (aMuUbM).
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Here, we only consider such contents which are “consistent” in the following sense:
a distributed content (w;);ep € [1;cp A} is consistent if each pair i, j € P of processes
share a common subsequence 774, (w;) = 74,(w;). The set of such consistent distributed
contents forms a monoid - the so-called trace monoid. We will recapitulate the formal
definition and some basic properties of this monoid in the following subsection.

3.4.1 Intermezzo: Trace Theory

In this subsection we want to define the so-called trace monoid and recapitulate a few basic
properties of this monoid. The trace monoid was first introduced to computer science by
Mazurkiewicz in [Mazy7] for modeling concurrent programs and Petri nets. Researchers
developed a rich theory on this trace monoid since this publication. A fundamental survey
on this topic can be found in Diekert’s and Rozenberg’s “The Book of Traces” [DRgs].

Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet. We say that a € A is independent of b € A
(denoted by a || b) if, and only if, aMnbM = & holds. Similarly, for two words v, w € A*
we write v || w if, and only if, y Mnw M = &. Then we can construct the dependence graph
Ga = (A, Eq) of A where E4:={(a,b) | a } b}. For each process i € P the alphabet A; is a
clique in G4.

Let ~ 4 be the least congruence on A* satistying ab ~4 ba for each pair a,b € A with
a |l b(ie, (a,b) € A2\ Eg). This congruence induces the quotient monoid M(A) := A* /.,
which we call the trace monoid or the free partially commutative monoid. The identity of this
monoid is ¢ := [¢].,. The elements from M(A) are called traces and subsets of M(A) are
called trace languages. The natural epimorphism is denoted by (4: A* - M(A):w = [w].,.
Note that we write [w] instead of [w]., whenever the situation is clear. For a € A we have
[a] = {a}. Due to this fact, we sometimes also write a instead of [a].

Example 3.4.3. Let 4 = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet with A = {a,b,c}, P =
{1,2,3},and M = {(a,1), (a,3),(b,2),(c,2), (¢, 3)}. Note that this distributed alphabet
corresponds to the scenario described above. The dependence graph G is the following:
a — ¢ — b. We have, for example, abc ~4 bac but abc # 4 acb.

4

Let A = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet and B ¢ A. The restriction of 4 to B is the
new distributed alphabet A1 := (B, P, Mn (B x P)). The projection ng: M(A) - M(A|3)
is the homomorphism induced by the equation

7a(a) = a ifaeB
B e ifa¢B

for each a € A. Note that this homomorphism is well-defined since a || b implies 73(a) ||
ng(b) for each pair a, b € A of letters. Additionally, for i € P by 7; we denote the projection
74, to all letters from process i. Note that for each i € P the trace monoid M(A,,) is
isomorphic to A7 with isomorphism (4;, . Hence, we can understand the projection 7;
as a map into the free monoid A?. Then we have the following correspondence between
projections and commutations:

Theorem 3.4.4 (Projection-Lemma [CL84, CP85]). Let A= (A,P,M) andv,w € A*.
Then we have v ~ g4 w if, and only if, n;(v) = m;(w) holds for each i € P. <
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Remark 3.4.5. We consider the map 7: A* — [];.p A}:w — (7;(w))icp. Then by Theo-
rem 3.4.4 we know that v ~4 w holds if, and only if, 7(v) = 7#(w) holds. In other words,
for all traces A € M(A) each word w € A induces the same distributed content 7(w).
Hence, we can see w (resp. A) as a serialization of the content 77(w) of the considered
distributed memory. Accordingly, we can see the equivalence class [w] of a word w € A*
also as its tuple of distributed contents 7(w). Note that the image of 7 is the set of all
consistent contents in [];.» A7. So the trace monoid is isomorphic to a submonoid of
[T;cp A} - namely, the set of consistent contents. }

From the projection-lemma we obtain several similarities between the trace monoid M(A)
and the free monoid A*. For example, the trace monoid is cancellative. This means, for each
trace A € M((A) and each prefix (or suffix, resp.) k € M(A) of A (i.e., we have k € A - M((A)
resp. k € MI(A)-A), there exists a uniquely defined complementary suffix (or prefix) y € M(A)
with A = xu (resp. A = px).

However, even if the trace monoid is cancellative it is not equidivisible. So, in the free
monoid for all words u, v, w, x € A* the equation uv = wx is equivalent to the existence of
another word z € A* with either uz = w and v = zx or u = wz and zv = x. In other words, u
is a prefix of w and x a suffix of v (or vice versa) and z is the corresponding complementary
suffix and prefix. This fact is also known as Levi’s lemma [Lev44]. This fact does not hold
in the general case in the trace monoid due to its commutations. For example, we consider
a distributed alphabet 4 = (A, P, M) inducing the dependence graph a — b — c. Then for
u =ba,v=ch,w=bc, and x = ab we have uv ~4 wx, but neither u is a prefix of w nor
vice versa. Indeed, there are words z, 25, 23,24 € A* with u ~g 2125, Vv g 2324, W ~g 2123,
X ®g 224, and z, || zs. In our example, this holds for z; = z, = b, z; = g, and z3 = ¢. This
fact can also be generalized to equations consisting of an arbitrary number of factors. A
visualization of this “Levi’s lemma for traces” can be found in Figure 3.3.

Theorem 3.4.6 (Levi’s lemma for traces [Diego, DMo7]). Let 4 = (A, P,M) be a dis-
tributed alphabet and Ay, Ay, ..., Ay K1, Koy - - - Ky € MI(A) be traces. Then we have
MAz.. A = KKy . . . Ky if, and only if, there are traces p; j € M(A) for each1<i<m
and 1 < j < n such that the following properties hold:

(@) Ai=pispin...pinforeachl1<i<m,

(b) kj=ujpaj...tmjforeachl1<i<n, and

(c) pij |l preforeachl<i<k<mandl< €< j<n(hence ijpre= Uretij) <

For w € A* we write [[w].,| = |w| and |[w].,|p := |7([W]+,)| = |w|s for the number of
occurrences of letters from B in w.

By Isolated(A) :={ac A|Vbe A~{a}:a | b} ={acA|aEgz={a}} we denote the
set of isolated nodes in G 4. For a € Isolated(A) it is easy to see that aM[(A) = M(A)a holds.

Let A € M(A) be a trace. Then the induced alphabet of A is Alph(1) :=={a e A| 1 €
M(A)aM(A)}, ie., Alph(A) is the set of all letters in A. The trace A is connected if Alph(1)
is a connected set in Gg. A trace language L ¢ M(A) is connected if each trace A € L is
connected.
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| o& ] ki | o | ok [ ]
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Figure 3.3. Visualization of Levi’s lemma for traces. Row-wise concatenation of the y; ; results in A; (this is
property (a)) and concatenating them column-wise yields «; (this is property (b)). Additionally, the entries in
the red-shaded cells are independent of y; ; (this is property (c)).

Finally, a distributed data type over the distributed alphabet A is a data type D =
(U, =, ©) with U = M(A).

3.4.2 Distributed Stacks

Distributed stacks are the distributed version of (reliable) stacks. According to our interpre-
tation of distributed data types, we consider systems consisting of multiple instances of a
stack. Between those stacks we have a special synchronization mechanism in the following
sense: any entry a € A is associated to a subset a M C P of the stacks (or processes). When-
ever we write or read a letter a we do this action at the same time on each stack i € a M.
With the help of such distributed stacks we are able to model concurrent programs with
recursive function calls. Such systems have received an increased attention in recent years
[Heu+10, LN11, CGK12, BKM17].

Let 4 = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet. A distributed stack (or distributed pushdown)
is the distributed data type Py := (M(A), Z, ©) where = = AU A,

ad if A e M(A)

1 otherwise,

k ifA=ax

[a] (1) { and  [a](A) {

1 otherwise

holds for each a € A and A € M[(A) u{1}. Note that all transformations are well-defined due
to the cancellation property of the trace monoid M((4). One can observe that the definitions
of distributed stacks P4 and (reliable) stacks P4 only differ in their concrete universe. So,
distributed stacks have a trace monoid as their universe M(A4) instead of the free monoid
A*. Due to this observation, a distributed stack consists of | P| many reliable stacks on the
alphabets A; (where i € P) which are synchronized according to the underlying distributed
alphabet.

Let 4 = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet. A distributed pushdown automaton is a
Pg-automaton. Note that if G4 is the disjoint union of cliques then a distributed pushdown
automaton over A is essentially a multi-pushdown automaton. It is well-known that these
pushdown automata with at least two stacks are as powerful as Turing-machines and, hence,
accept exactly the recursively enumerable languages (cf. [HMUoz1, Section 8.5.2]).

If G4 is a complete graph then we have M[(4) = A* and, hence, Py 2 P,. In this case the
distributed pushdown automata over 4 are essentially (non-distributed) pushdown automata.
Therefore, those automata accept exactly the class of context-free languages.
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Figure 3.4. A visualization of a distributed stack with content [acbbd] applying the transformation [ad].

3.4.3 Distributed Queues

Similar to the distributed stacks we can also define distributed queues. These are multiple
(reliable) queues with the synchronization between the single queues as described in the
previous subsection. Such systems had been considered for example by Hutagalung et al. in
[Hut+18]. Note that this is a generalization of multiple queues. With the help of such multi-
queues we are able to model systems consisting of a finite number of network instances and
some (reliable) communication channels between those instances. Automata with multiple
queues are called multi-queue automata or communicating automata and were studied in
many papers in the field of verification, for example in [Boi+97, Bolo6, KM21].

o
apleld)|  UCEEE | (BRI
ale] )| —— el [ | — |[[ 1]

ﬂ%?l b[bd] | ﬂ%?ﬂ*

-

Figure 3.5. A visualization of a distributed queue with content [acbbd] applying the transformation [ad].

Formally, a distributed queue is the distributed data type Q4 := (M(A),Z, ©) for a
distributed alphabet 4 = (A, P, M) where X = AU A,

k ifA=ax

Aa if A e M(A)

1 otherwise, L otherwise

[a] (M) := { and [a](A):= {

holds for each a € A and A € M(A4) u {1}. Note that all transformations of Q4 are well-
defined due to the cancellation property of the trace monoid. Again, we can observe that the
only difference of the definitions of a distributed queue Q4 and a reliable queue Q4 is their
universe. We can understand a distributed queue as |P| many reliable queues with alphabets
A; (for i € P). Therefore, we can also observe the following:
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Observation 3.4.7. Let A = (A, P,M) be a dependence alphabet, t € X* be an action
sequence, and k, A € MI(A) with [[t] (k) = A # L. Then we have k - [w] = [r] - A where

w=m4(t) and 7 = mz(1). «

Note that if G4 is the disjoint union of cliques then Q4 essentially consists of multiple
independent queues. If G is a complete graph then we have M(A) = A* and, hence,
Qg = Q4 in this case. Anyway, distributed queue automata (these are the Q z-automata) are
Turing-complete and, therefore, accept exactly the recursively enumerable languages.
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CHAPTER 4

Behavioral Equivalence

4.1 Introduction

In Chapter 3 we have introduced the notion of data types and defined several examples with
the help of concrete semantics of the basic actions of these data types. So, for example the
write action a of a (reliable) stack corresponds to prepending the letter a to the content of the
stack while the same action on a queue corresponds to appending this letter to the queue’s
content. In literature, sometimes data types are also defined with the help of several axioms. In
other words, we describe the semantics of a data type with the help of one or more equations.
For example, we can find such kind of equations for reliable stacks in (e.g.) [Kamog, RKoy],
for reliable queues in [HKZ17], for (partially) lossy queues in [K6c16, KKP18], and for some
further, more complicated data types in [Zet16].

With the help of such axioms we are able to find out certain algebraic properties of
the transformation monoid T(D) of a data type D. For example, these equations help to
understand the semantics of the composition of multiple transformations. The axioms also
help when analyzing the cancellation properties or Green’s relations of the transformation
monoid. The knowledge of these algebraic properties turns out to be very helpful later in
this thesis when studying the languages in the transformation monoid and the reachability
problems of D-automata.

In this chapter we will study the algebraic properties of the transformation monoid of
reliable, partially lossy, and distributed stacks and queues. We do this with the help of a
special congruence on the sequences of basic actions - the so called behavioral equivalence.
In this connection, we say that two action sequences behave equivalent if, and only if, they
have the same semantics. We can see then that the transformation monoid T (D) of the
data type D is essentially the quotient of the sequences of basic actions under the behavioral
equivalence. When investigating the properties of the transformation monoid and the
behavioral equivalence our proof strategy always is the same: we start with proving some
simple equations that hold in the transformation monoid. From these equations we gain a
confluent and terminating semi-Thue system on the sequences of basic actions. With the
help of this system we are able to represent the transformations of the considered data type by
unique, irreducible words over the alphabet X, which we call the normal forms. With the help
of these normal forms we will show that our equations are complete axiomatic descriptions
of our data types. Additionally, we will derive cancellation properties and characterizations
of Green’s relations from these normal forms.
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4.2 Definition

Let D = (U, X, ©) be a data type. We say that two sequences of actions s, t € X* behave
equivalently if, and only if, [s] = [¢] holds. In other words, s and ¢ behave equivalent, if the
application of s to any content x € U leads to the same content as when applying ¢ to x. We
write s = t in this case. We obtain an equivalence relation = which we call the behavioral
equivalence. Note that we write = instead of =p whenever the situation is clear. We also
write [#] instead of [t]-,, for the equivalence class of an action sequence t € X* whenever the
situation is clear.
The following properties of the behavioral equivalence are well-known:

Fact 4.2.1. Let D = (U, X, ©) be a data type. The following statements hold:

(1) The relation =, is a congruence on the free monoid X*.
(2) 2*|-, 2 T(D). «

The isomorphism from the second statement in Fact 4.2.1is 2* /- — T(D):[t] — [¢]
for each t € X*. Hence, we can use the equivalence class [¢] of t and its semantics [¢]
synonymously.

We denote the natural epimorphism on = by p: Z* - X* [t — [t].

4.3 Recapitulation: Reliable Stacks

In this section we want to recall basic properties of the behavioral equivalence and of the
transformation monoid of a (reliable) stack. It is well-known that the transformation monoid
is the so-called polycyclic semigroup [NP7o]. So the right-inverse element of the trans-
formation [a] is [a] for any a € A. However, [a] is not the left-inverse element of [a].
Consequentially, we also obtain aa = ¢ but not aa = . Moreover, for two distinct letters
a,b € A we obtain

[ab] (x) = [b] (ax) = 1 (4.1)
for each stack content x € A*. This means that [ab] is a constant function mapping any input
to the error state L. This also implies

[sabt](x) = [t]([ab]([s](x))) = [1] (1) = 1

for all action sequences s, t € X* and each content x € A* U {1}. Hence, the transformation
[ab] is an annihilating (or zero-)element of the transformation monoid T(P,) wrt. com-
position. For simplicity we introduce a new action name 1 ¢ X which is the name of this
annihilating element (i.e., we have [1L](x) = L for any x € A* u {1}). We also extend our
alphabet of basic actions to X, := ¥ U {1 }. Since 1l is just a synonym of the action sequence
ab we have 3 /- = Z* . = T(P,).

Note that this annihilating element exists only if our stack is able to store at least two
distinct entries. Whenever the stack is essentially a counter (i.e., we have |A| = 1), there is no
such annihilating element [ 1 ].
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Allin all, we obtain the following simple equations that hold in the behavioral equivalence
of a stack.

Lemma 4.3.1. Let A be an alphabet, a,b € A be two letters, and « € X, be an action.
Then the following equations hold:

(1) aa =¢,
(2) aEzJsza#b,and
(3) all =la=1. <

Our next aim is to show that these equations fully describe the behavioral equivalence of
a stack. To this end, we consider the semi-Thue system & 4 which arises from ordering the
equations in Lemma 4.3.1 from left to right:

(1) aa — &,
(2) ab— 1ifa+b,and
(3) all > Land Lla — 1L

for each a,b € A and « € X . This semi-Thue system is finite, monadic'’, and terminating®.
It is also locally confluent": let a, b € A. Then we have

(3" 1)/(2) - 3 (3)
I ¢, all &—=¢, abll =¢, all =>¢, L and

3) " m/(2) - (3 - 3
I =g, la =g, Llab =g, Llb=¢, L

where a € {¢, 1L} with ab - a. Since these are the only relevant overlaps of two rules from
S, it is locally confluent. From the termination property we finally infer confluence. Hence,
for each action sequence ¢ € X% we obtain a uniquely defined and irreducible word nf ()
(the so-called normal form of t) with t =¢& nf(t). We denote the set of all normal forms by
NFqp,. From the shape of the rules of G, we obtain

NFp, = A A*u{L}. (4.2)

It is well-known that this normal form is unique in any equivalence class of =:

Theorem 4.3.2. Let A be an alphabet and s, t € X%. Then we have s = t if, and only if,
nf(s) = nf (). <

Hence, the equations from Lemma 4.3.1 fully describe =. From this theorem we obtain that
the map T(P,) — NFp,:[t] — nf(t) is well-defined. So, from now on we can also write

iii A semi-Thue system is monadic if for each rule £ — r we have || > |r|.

VA semi-Thue system is terminating (or noetherian) if it has no infinite derivations.

VA semi-Thue system over I is confluent if for each u,v,w € I'" with u <* v =" w there is x € I'* with
u =" x <" w.Itis locally confluent if u <= v = w implies u =" x <* w.




38 CHAPTER 4. BEHAVIORAL EQUIVALENCE

nf ([¢]) := nf(¢) for each action sequence ¢ € X%. Additionally, we obtain from this theorem
and from Equation (4.2) for each action sequence ¢ € X} a uniquely defined action sequence
nf (t) which is in some sense “simple” and behaves equivalently to ¢.

Finally, we want to give a characterization of the normal form of the composition of two
action sequences. To this end, let s, t € X% be two action sequences. W.l.o.g., we can assume
that s and f are in normal form. Then if s = 1L or t = I holds, we also know that st = 1
holds. Otherwise we have s = 7w, and t = 7,w, for words ry, 15, wy, w, € A*. Then we can
possibly apply equation (1) of Lemma 4.3.1 to the subsequence w,7,. So, iterated application
of this equation removes read actions X € A" from r, and the corresponding write actions
(in reverse order) from w;. When this iteration ends we obtain two words wy, r; € A* with
st = r_lwl’r_ng. If one of these two words is empty, the word r_lw{r_;wz is in normal form and
we are done. Otherwise, there are two distinct letters a, b € A* with w] € A*a and r} € bA*.
Then application of equations (2) and (3) of Lemma 4.3.1 yields st = 1. All in all, we obtain
the following characterization:

Theorem 4.3.3 ([Gilg6, Lemma 7.1]). Let A be an alphabet, 1y, 1), w;,w, € A*, and
x € A* is the longest prefix of r, such that xR is a suffix of w;. Then the following
statements hold:

(1) if w; = ux® and r, = x then we have nf (riwr,w,) = riuw,,

(2) ifw; = xR and r, = xv then we have nf (riw,1,w,) = Tivw,, and

(3) if wi # xR and r, # x then we have nf (wiT,w,) = LL. 4

4.4 Partially Lossy Stacks

Now we want to generalize the results from the previous section to partially lossy stacks.
Again, we want to find a semi-Thue system and define normal forms of the equivalence
classes with the help of this system.

Let Z = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet. First, assume |A| = 1 then we know that Pq is a
reliable stack with one stack symbol, i.e., it is essentially a single counter. Note that it does
not matter whether F = A or U = A holds in this case. Since we already considered the
transformation monoid of this data type in the previous section, we assume |A| > 2 from now
on. So, let a, b € A be two distinct letters. The transformation [a] is still the right-inverse of
[a] but not its left-inverse. However, the effect of [ab] depends on whether we have a ¢ F
or a € U. First, assume a € F. Then we have for any x € A*

[ab](x) = [b] (ax) = [b] (x) (43)

since we have a € F \ {b}. In other words, we observe ab = b in this case. Otherwise, if
a € U holds, we know for any x € A*

[ab](x) = [b](ax) = L. (4.4)

Note that this is similar to the situation in reliable stacks (cf. Equation (4.2)). Hence, [[az}]
is an annihilating or zero-element of T(P4). Again, we introduce the new action name
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1 ¢ X with [1L](x) = L (for each x € A*) and extend our alphabet of action names X to
¥, ==X u{u}. Since we require a € U for the existence of this annihilating element [ 1],
there is no such element in the transformation monoid of fully lossy stacks (i.e., whenever
U = @ holds). In this case we assume >, = X.

4.4.1  Normal Forms

Again, we start our study of the pls monoid with a list of simple equations that hold in the be-
havioral equivalence. Later, in Theorem 4.4.2, we will see that this list is a full characterization
of this congruence.

Lemma 4.4.1. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet, a,b € A, and a € 2. Then the
following equations hold:

(1) aa=¢,

(2) ab=bifaeF~{b},

(3) ab=1 ifae U~ {b}, and

(4) all = lla = 1.

As we can see, equation (1) corresponds to the fact that [a] is the right-inverse of [a] for
each a € A. The equations (2) and (3) correspond to the (partial) lossiness behavior of Py
and equation (4) states that [ 1] is annihilating.

Proof. First we prove statement (1). To this end, let a € A and x € A*. Then we have:

[aa](x) = [a](ax) = x = [e] (x) .

Hence, we have [aa] = [¢] implying aa = «.

Towards the proof of (2) let a € F, b € A~ {a}, and x € A*. First, assume [ab](x) # L.
Then there are y € (F\ {b})* and z € A* with ax = ybz. Since a # b and a € F, the word y
is not empty. Hence, there is y' € (F \ {b})* with y = ay’. Then we have x = y’bz and

[ab] (x) = [b](ax) = [b] (ay'bz) = z = [b] (y'bz) = [b] (x).

Conversely, if [b](x) # L there are y € (F ~ {b})* and z € A* with x = ybz. Then we have

[6](x) = [b](yb2) = z = [b](aybz) = [ab](x).

Statement (3) was already proved in Equation (4.4). Finally, item (4) holds since [s1¢](x) =
1 =[1](x) holds for each x € A* U {L} and s, t € X*. <

Next, we order the equations from Lemma 4.4.1 from left to right and obtain a semi-Thue
system &4 with the following rules:

(1) aa — &,

(2) ab—bifacF~{b},
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(3) ab— Lifae U~ {b},
(4) all > Il,and Lo — 1L

where a, b € A are two letters and « € X, . Similar to the semi-Thue system G 4 the system &4
is finite, monadic, terminating, and confluent (the proofs of these properties are very similar
to the reliable case). Hence, for each word ¢ € 2} there is a uniquely defined, irreducible word
which we call nf (¢) (the so-called normal form) and which satisfies t =& nf(t). The set of
all words in normal form is denoted by NF,. Due to the rules of our semi-Thue system S
we obtain

NFgp, = A A*u{L}.

We prove next, that the normal form is unique in any equivalence class. Hence, the
equations from Lemma 4.4.1 fully describe the behavioral equivalence.

Theorem 4.4.2. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and s, t € X%. Then we have

s=t < nf(s) =nf(t).

Proof. First we prove the implication “=". To this end, let s, t € X%. If nf(s) # 1 then there
are r;, w; € A* with nf (s) = 7w;. Then we have

[£](r1) = [s](r1) = [Fwa] (1) = [wi] (&) = wi™ # 1

and, hence, t # 1l implying the existence of r,, w, € A* with nf(t) = 7,w,. We prove next
r1 = r,. By the calculation above we have 1 # [t](r;) = [r2w2](r1). This implies |r,| < |r1|. By
symmetry, we have |r| = |r,| implying r, = r, since [7;] (1) # L.

Next, we have to prove w; = w,. This equation holds since

wit = [rwi] () = [s](n) = [¢] () = [iw2] (1) = wo®.

This implies 1 # nf(s) = nf (¢).

Note that by symmetry we obtain nf(s) # 1 if, and only if, nf (¢#) # 1 holds. Hence, if
nf(s) = 1 holds, we also obtain nf (t) = 1L = nf(s).

Finally, the converse implication “<” holds since s = nf (s) = nf(¢) = ¢ which holds due
to Lemma 4.4.1. <

Again, we obtain from this theorem that the map T(P,) — NFqp,:[t] — nf(t) is well-
defined. We can also write nf ([¢]) for the normal form nf (¢) of the action sequence ¢ € .

4.4.2 Cancellation

Let Z = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet. Then we can see that T(Pq) is neither left- nor
right-cancellative: let a € A be a letter then we have aaaa # aa by the equations from
Lemma 4.4.1. Nevertheless, we obtain the following equations:

addd-aa =aaaa =aaaad-dddd =dad-aaaa.
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Note that this property is inherited from the bicyclic semigroup (resp. the transformation
monoid of a counter T(C;) = T(Pyay)).
However, the pls monoids are at least cancellative with the following restriction:

Corollary 4.4.3. Let 7 = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet, s,t € X%, and x, y € A*. Then
Xsy =xty implies s = t. “«

4.4.3 Green’s Relations

Next, we consider Green’s relations in the pls monoid. So, let Z = (F, U) be a lossiness
alphabet. First, we consider the case |A| = 1. In other words, T(Pq ) is the bicyclic semigroup.
For this monoid the following results are well-known: we have [a*a¢] L [a™a"] if, and only
if, £ = n (where A = {a}). Similarly, we have [@*a¢] R [@"a"] if, and only if, k = m holds
[Howos]. Now, let |A| > 2. We will see in this subsection that Green’s relations of T'(Pq ) have

similar properties. To this end, we prove the following properties of the principal ideals" of
T(Pq).

Lemma 4.4.4. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and r,w € A*. Then the following
statements hold:

(1) T(Pe) - [rw] = T(Pe) - [w],

(2) [rw]-T(Py) = [7] - T(Py),

(3) T(Py) - [rw] - T(Py) = T(Py), and

(4) T(Py)- [1]-T(Py) = T(Pe)-[1] = [1] - T(Pe) = {[1]}-

3.

Proof. First, we prove statement (1). The inclusion “C” is trivial since
T(Py) - [rw] =T(Pe) - [r]-[w] € T(Pa)-[w].

For the converse inclusion let [t] € T(Pq) - [w]. Then there is an s € X% with ¢ = sw. Set
s’:=s-rR e Xt Then we have

stw=s- R Tw=sw=t

implying [t] € T(Pq) - [Tw].
The proof of the second statement is very similar to the first one. Next, we prove (3).
This equation holds since:

T(Py) - [Fw] - T(Pa) = (T(Pa) - [Fw]) - T(Ps) © (T(Ps) - [w]) - T(Ps)

= T(Py)- ([w] - T(P2)) @ T(Ps)- ([e] - T(Pa))
= T(Py) - T(Py) = T(Py).

¥iLet M be a monoid and m € M be an element. Then M - m is called a left principal ideal of M. Similarly,
m - M is a right principal ideal and M - m - M is a two-sided principal ideal.
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Finally, statement (4) is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.4.1(4). <

With the help of this lemma, we are able to fully describe Green’s relations in the partially
lossy stack monoid:

Proposition 4.4.5. Let 7 = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and 11, 15, w, w, € A*. Then
the following statements hold:

(1) [riw1] L[rowa] if, and only if, wy = w,.

(2) [riw1] R[raw,] if, and only if, i = .

) [rmi] ] [rawa].

(4) [riwi] H[row,] if, and only if, riwy = 1ow,.
(5) [riw1] D [r2w,].

Now, let t € 3. Then we have:

(6) [1] X[t] if, and only if, t = 1 for each X € {L,R,],H,D}.

Proof. We start with the proof of (1). If w; = w, holds, then we have, by Lemma 4.4.4(1),
T(Py) - [riwi] = T(Pe) - [wi] = T(Pe) - [w2] = T(Py) - [r2w2]

implying [rw; ]| L [r2w,]. Conversely, if [ryw; ]| L [r,w, ], we have
T(Py)-[wi] = T(Pa) - [rim] = T(Pe) - [2w2] = T(Py) - [w2]

by Lemma 4.4.4(1). Since [w;]] € T(Pq)-[w1] = T(Pq)- [w2] thereisa t € X3 with w; = tw,.
Due to Theorem 4.4.2 we have

wy = nf (w;) = nf (tw,) = nf (t)w,

implying nf (¢) € A* and w, is a suffix of w;. By symmetry w; also is a suffix of w, implying
wy = w,.

Statement (2) can be proven similarly using Lemma 4.4.4(2).

Statement (3) holds since

T(Py) - [riw1] - T(Py) = T(Py) = T(Py) - [T2w2] - T(Py)

by Lemma 4.4.4(3).

The implication “<=” of statement (4) is obvious. Towards the converse implication “="
let [7yw;] H 72w, ]. Then we have [r;w;] L[7;w,] and [rw;] R [raw,]. By statements (1)
and (2) we have w, = w, and r; = r, implying riw; = r,w,.

Next we prove (5). Set t := 7,w;. Then by the choice of t we have [rw;] L¢] and
[t] R[7,w,] implying [rw;] D [row,].

Finally, we can infer (6) directly from Lemma 4.4.4(4). <
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4.4.4 Composition

Finally, we characterize the normal form of the composition of two transformations. We
first specify the normal form of a special case, namely of action sequences from A*A”. To
this end, we first have to understand, in which cases an action sequence wa (for w € A* and
a € A) behaves equivalently to e. In reliable stacks we have wa = ¢ if, and only if, w = a
holds due to Lemma 4.3.1(1). In non-reliable stacks we additionally have equation (2) from
Lemma 4.4.1. This means, before we apply the equation aa = ¢ to wa we can also remove
some forgettable letters other than a. Then we obtain wa = ¢ if, and only if, w € a(F \ {a})*
holds. Now, let r € A*. Then by induction on the length of » we obtain w7 = ¢ if, and only if,
r=aay...a,andwea,(Fx{a,})*...a:(F~{ay})*a;(F \ {a;})*. In this case, wR is an
7L-superword of r with some restrictions:

Definition 4.4.6. Let 7 = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet, u,v € A*. We say that u is a
reduced L-superword of v if there are letters ay, a,, ..., a, € Aand words x; € (F~{a;})*
such thatv = aja,...a, and u = x,a;x2a, . . . x,a, holds.

The set of all reduced Z-superwords of v = a;a, . .. a, is denoted by

redsup, (v) = {xax2d, ... x40, | V1<i<nmx; e (Fx{a;})}. .
Then we see that wr = € holds if, and only if, w® € redsup, (r) for each pair r,w € A*.
Note that the relation “u € redsup, (v)” is (in the general case) not transitive, i.e., this relation
is no partial order. Though, in the reliable case (i.e., Z = (&, U)) we have redsup, (v) = {v}.
In other words, the mentioned relation is the equality relation on the free monoid A*.
All in all, we obtain the following three cases concerning the normal form of wr for
arbitrary r,w € A*:

Lemma 4.4.7. Let T = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and w,r € A*. Let r; € A* be the
longest prefix of r such that there exists a suffix w, € A* of w with w,R € redsup, (7).
Moreover, let r, be the complementary suffix of r wrt. r; and let wy be the complementary
prefix of w wrt. w,. Then the following statements hold:

(1) if r, = € then we have nf (wr) = w.

(2) ifr, # € and wy € F* then we have nf (wr) =7,.

(3) ifry # € and wy ¢ F* then we have nf (wr) = IL.

Proof. There are letters ay,...,a, € Aand x; € (F ~ {a;})* such thatr, = a;...4a, and
Wy = AnXy ... a;x;. Then we can see the following:

WY =W WyT1 Ty = Wy ApXy ... 00X201X1 Q107 ... 0, T2
SWI Xy ... 02X20, Q107 ... 0, 2 (by Lemma 4.4.1(2))

SW AKXy ... 02X 02 ... 0,12 (by Lemma 4.4.1(1))

= er_z.
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Then statement (1) is a simple consequence of these calculations.

Towards (2) let r, = a,.17) with a,.; € A. Due to the maximality of |r;| we have w; €
(F ~{an.1})*. Hence, using Lemma 4.4.1(2) we obtain wr = w7, = 7,.

Finally, we prove (3). By the maximality of |r;| we obtain w, ¢ A*a,,;(F~ {a,41})*. Then
Lemma 4.4.1(3) yields wr = 1L. <

From this lemma we obtain our characterization of the composition of two arbitrary action
sequences:

Theorem 4.4.8. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and s, t € X% with nf (s) = ryw,
and nf (t) = r,w, for words wy, wy, 11,15 € A*. Set v := nf (w1;) (by Lemma 4.4.7 we
knowv e A*UA U{L}). Ifv # L then we have nf(st) = Fyw,. Otherwise we have
nf (st) = 1. <

4.5 Distributed Stacks

In this section we want to generalize the results from Section 4.3 to systems having multiple
stacks. We first show that the behavioral equivalence is compatible with the partial com-
mutations defined by the underlying distributed alphabet A. So, we can also understand
our action sequences as traces. Afterwards, we will consider a trace rewriting system*!! from
which we obtain a normal form of the equivalence classes.

Let 4 = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet. For a letter a € A the transformation [a]
is the right-inverse element of [a] but not its left-inverse. Now, let a, b € A be two distinct
letters. If a || b (i.e., a and b affect different stacks) then actions « € {a,a} and € {b,b}
commute. This does not hold if a 4 b holds. In particular, we observe

[ab] (1) = [b](ah) = 1

in this case for any trace A € M(A). Hence, the transformation [ab] is an annihilating
element of T(P). We introduce a new letter 1l ¢ X with [1](1) = L foreach A e M((A)u{L}.
The extended set of basic actions is then ¥, := YU {1l }. Note that there is no such annihilating
element [ 1] in T(Py) if we have a || b for each pair of distinct letters a, b € A (in this case,
P4 consists of multiple independent counters).

First, we generalize the equations from Lemma 4.3.1 to the distributed case. These
equations are listed in the next lemma:

Lemma 4.5.1. Let 4 = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet, a,b € A, and a € . Then
the following equations hold:

(1) aa=e¢

i Trace rewriting systems are a generalization of semi-Thue systems which handle traces instead of words.
Properties like termination or confluence are similarly defined. More information on such systems can be
found, e.g., in [Diego].
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(2) ab=ba, ab=ba, and ab=ba ifa | b,
(3) aEEiLifaibandaJﬁb,and
(4) all = lla = 1.

Proof. We start with the proof of statement (1). To this end, let a € A and A € M((A). Then
we see

[aa](A) =[al(ar) = A =[e](A) .

This implies [aa] = [¢] and, therefore, aa = «.
Towards statement (2) assume that a || b holds. First we prove ab = ba. Then we have
for A e M(A):

[ab](A) = [b[([al(1)) = bad = ab) = [a]([6] (1)) = [ba](1).

Next, we consider @b = ba. Let A € M(4) with « := [ab](1) # L. Then we obtain
A = abx = bak by a || b. This implies

[ab](A) = « = [@](ax) = [ba] (bax) = [ba](}).

Conversely, let A € M(A) with [ba] (1) # L. Then by symmetry we infer [ba] (1) = [ab](1).

Now, we prove the third equation ab = ba. First, let A € M[(A) be a distributed stack’s
content with « := [ab](1) # L. Then we see al = bx. Since a || b holds, there is y € M(A)
with bx = al = abu = bay and, hence, k¥ = ay and A = by by the cancellation property of
M(A). Then we have

[ab](1) = & = ap = [a] (u) = [ba] (bu) = [ba] (1).

Conversely, let A € M(A) with « := [ba] (1) # L. We obtain a trace u € M(A) with A = by
and « = ay. Then we have

[bal(1) = & = ap = [b] (bap) = [b](abp) = [ab](bp) = [ab] (D).

Towards statement (3), let a, b € A be two distinct letters with a 4 b and let A € M(A).
By the choice of a and b we know ab #4 ba and, hence, al # bk for each x € M((A). Then
we obtain

[ab](A) = [b](a}) = 1 = [1](})

implying ab = 1.
Finally, we consider the last statement. So, let s, t € % and A € M((A). Then we have

[s we](A) = [l ([ul(TsTA))) = [e] (1) = 2 =[] (D),

which implies siLt = 1. Since s and t are arbitrary action sequences, this equation also holds
forst=awithaeX,. <
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Consider the equations from Lemma 4.4.1(3). Then we can see that write and read
actions of two independent letters a || b are commutable in the behavioral equivalence. In
other words, the behavioral equivalence preserves the partial commutations defined by an
extension of the distributed alphabet 4 to all basic actions of a distributed stack. This extended
distributed alphabet is £, := (X,, P,M’) with M’ := Mu{(a,i) | (a,i) e M} u ({1} x P).
Finally, we observe that = is a quotient of the partial commutations ~¢ . For a trace T € M(A)
we denote 7 := [w] for a word w € 7. Additionally, for a trace language L ¢ M((A) we write
L:={7|7reL}.

From now on we can also define the distributed stack’s semantics [.] for traces. So, we
write [ 7] for the transformation [¢] with ¢ € 7 for each 7 € M((&, ). This definition is well-
defined due to the argumentation above. Moreover, we extend our behavioral equivalence
to traces o, 7 € M(&, ). Then we write ¢ = 7 if, and only if, [¢] = [7] holds. This is the case
whenever s = t holds for s € o and t € 7. Then with trace semantics Lemma 4.5.1 reduces to
the equations (1), (3), and (4). Note that these are essentially the equations from Lemma 4.3.1.

Now, we order these equations from left to right and obtain a trace rewriting system & 4
(on the distributed alphabet £, ) with the following rules:

(1) [aa] - [e],
(2) [ab] - [L]ifa+banda |} b,
(3) [an] = [1],and [Ha] - [1]

where a,b € A are two letters and « € X,. Note that this trace rewriting system is finite
and monadic. It is also terminating since ¢ =g, 7 implies |o| > |7| for each pair of traces
o, T € M(&,). Additionally, we can see that the system is confluent: to this end, we only have
to consider overlapping left-hand sides of the rules in & 4. This is the case for [abi] and
[1Lab] (where a and b are not necessarily distinct). Due to symmetry we only consider the
former case:

(4] e, [a1] e, [a(aw)] = [(a7)1] < Salu] or

(3) (3) - - (2) 3) .

(L] <=6, [alL] <, [a(bL)] = [(ab)L] =, [LL] =>¢, [L]ifa+banda | b.

Since G4 is terminating and confluent, for each trace 7 € M(&,) there is a unique,
irreducible trace which we call nf (7) (the so-called normal form) and which satisfies 7 =g _
nf (7). The set of all traces in normal form is denoted by NF,. Again, we can obtain the
following characterization of the normal forms from the rules of G 4:

NFp, = M(A)M(A) u {[L1]}. (4.5)

We prove next, that the normal form is unique in any equivalence class of =. This implies
that the equations from Lemma 4.5.1 fully describe the behavioral equivalence:

Theorem 4.5.2. Let 4 = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet and o, € M(E, ). Then
we have
0=1 < nf(o) =nf(1)
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Proof. The proof of this theorem is very similar to the proof of Theorem 4.4.2. <

This finally implies that the map T(?Py4) - NFq,: [7] = nf(7) is well-defined. We can
also write nf ([7]) for the normal form nf(7) of the trace of actions 7 € M[(£, ). Note that
due to Equation (4.5) and Theorem 4.5.2 for each trace 7 € M(€, ) there is an equivalently
behaving trace o € M(€, ) which is in some sense simple.

4.6 Recapitulation: Reliable Queues

In this section we want to recapitulate the results from [HKZ17] concerning the basic proper-
ties of the (reliable) queue monoid T(Q,). The concrete structure of this section is similar
to the previous ones. So, we start with listing several equations that hold in the behavioral
equivalence of a reliable queue. From these equations we construct a semi-Thue system 4.
We will see that each equivalence class has a unique, irreducible word - the so-called normal
form. So, we will infer that the equations fully describe the behavior of a reliable queue.
Finally, we describe the composition of two transformations in terms of normal forms.

Before we do this, we first consider a special dualism of write and read actions. To this
end, let a € A and x € A*. Then we can observe that [a](x) = xa and [a](ax®) = xR holds.
So, we can see that [a] behaves as the inverse function of [a] if we reverse the direction of
our queue. This duality can be extended to the so-called duality map d: ¥* — X* which is
defined as follows:

d(e) = ¢, d(at) =d(t)a, and d(at) =d(t)a
for each a € A and t € 2*. Note that d is a bijective antimorphism (i.e., we have d(st) =

d(t)d(s)) and an involution (i.e., we have d(d(¢)) = t for each t € X*). Then we can show
that the behavioral equivalence is compatible with the duality map:

Proposition 4.6.1 ((HKZ17, Lemma 3.3 and Proposition 3.4]). Let A be an alphabet.
Then the following statements hold:

(1) Lett € X* and x, y € A* with [t](x) = y # L. Then we have [d(t)](yR) = xR.
(2) Lets,te 2. Then we have s = t if, and only if, d(s) = d(t) holds. «

Note that we will use this duality map and its properties multiple times in this thesis.

4.6.1 Normal Forms

Next, we want to list a finite number of (context-sensitive) commutations that hold in the
behavioral equivalence. Later we will state that these equations fully describe the equivalence
classes of =.
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Lemma 4.6.2 (([HKZ17, Lemma 3.5]). Let A be an alphabet and a,b € A. Then the
following equations hold:

(1) ab = ba ifa+b,
(2) aab =aab, and

(3) baa = baa. <

We can understand the first equation as follows: in order for [ab](x) to be defined, the
queue’s content x already has to start with the letter b. Then it does not matter whether we first
write a and then read b or vice versa. We are in a similar situation in the case [aab](x) # L.
This only holds if the queue’s content starts with an a. The third equation can be obtained
from the second one using the duality property (Proposition 4.6.1).

Now, we are able to construct a semi-Thue system R4 by ordering the equations from
Lemma 4.6.2 from left to right. In other words, 934 consists of the following rules:

(1) ab > baifa+b,
(2) aab — aab, and

(3) baa — baa

for each a, b € A. We observe that each rule in 284 commutes a write and a read action. So,
if we apply these rules to an action sequence t € X* we preserve the relative order of write
actions and the relative order of read actions. We denote the subsequences of write and read
actions of ¢ by wrt(t) := m4(¢) and rd(¢) := m5(t) (note that rd suppresses the bars on top of
the read actions in t).

The semi-Thue system 93, is finite, terminating, and confluent [HKZ17, Lemma 4.1].
Then, for each action sequence t € X* we obtain a unique, irreducible word nf (¢) (the so-
called normal form) with t =5, nf(t). The set of all action sequences in normal form is

denoted by NF,,. Due to the shape of the rules of 93, we obtain
NFg, = A {aa|aecA}*A*.

For letters aj, as,...,a, € A we write (a1a,...a,) = ajqa2a,...4,a, € X*. Then, the
normal form of an action sequence t € X* is nf (¢) = w;(w,)w; for three uniquely defined
words wy, w,, w3 € A*. We also name these words by rd; () := wy, rd,(t) = wrt () := w,, and
wrty(t) := ws. Note that we have wrt(¢) = wrt;(¢)wrt,(¢) and rd(¢t) = rd;(¢)rd,(¢).

Finally, we can prove that the equations from Lemma 4.6.2 fully describe the behavioral
equivalence. In other words, the normal forms are uniquely defined for equivalence classes
of =.

Theorem 4.6.3 ((HKZ17, Theorem 4.3]). Let A be an alphabet and s, t € X*. Then we
have s = t if, and only if, nf (s) = nf (). «
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So, we can also see the normal form nf(¢) of an action sequence t € X* as the normal
form nf ([t]) of the induced transformation [¢]. Similarly, we can define the maps rd, rd;,
wrt, and wrt; (for i = 1,2) for transformations from T(Q,). Additionally, the normal form
of t (resp. [t]) is uniquely described by the words wrt(¢), rd(¢), and rd,(¢) = wrt;(¢). We
call the triple y(¢) := (wrt(t),rd(t),rd,(t)) the characteristic of t (resp. [t]).

4.6.2 Cancellation and Green’s Relations

From the equations in Lemma 4.6.2 and the fact that these equations fully describe the queue
monoid (cf. Theorem 4.6.3), we also obtain that T'(Q,) is not cancellative. For example, we
know [aa] # [aa] but [a][aa] = [a][aa] and [aa][a] = [aa][a] for any a € A. However,
the queue monoid is cancellative under the same restrictions as we have seen for the stack
monoids (cf. Corollary 4.4.3). We also learn that Green’s relations are trivial in the queue
monoid, i.e., all of these relations coincide with the identity relation.

Corollary 4.6.4 ((HKZ17, Corollaries 4.6 and 4.7]). Let A be an alphabet. Then the
following statements hold:

(1) T(Qq) is neither left- nor right-cancellative.

(2) Ifs,t € 2* and x, y € A* with xsy = xty holds, then we have s = t.

(3) Foralls,te2* andX € {L,R,],H,D} we have [s] X[t] if, and onlyif,s=t. <

4.6.3 Composition

Finally, we can study the normal form of the composition of two action sequences. But
before we consider the general case, we consider a crucial special case. Concretely, we
compute the normal form of the action sequence wr where w,r € A*. We consider the
characteristic y(wr) = (wrt(wr), rd(w7),rdy(w7)) (recall that y(wr) fully describes the
normal form of wr). By the definition of the projections to write and read actions, we
have wrt(wr) = w and rd(w7) = r. So, we only have to determine rd,(w7). First, from
nf (wr) = rd;(wr)(rd,(wr))wrt,(w7) we can learn that rd,(w7) = wrt;(w7) is a suffix of
rd(w7) = r and a prefix of wrt(w7) = w.

Example 4.6.5. Let a,b € A be two disjoint letters. We consider the words w = r :=
ababa. Then there are the following four suffixes of r which also are prefixes of w: ¢, g,
aba, and ababa. However, the application of the equations from Lemma 4.6.2 yields the
following:

ababaababa = aabbaabbaa = (ababa) € NF,,

implying rd,(ababaababa) = ababa. In other words, rd,(ababaababa) is the longest
of the four aforementioned candidates.

d

Finally, Huschenbett et al. proved that rd,(w7) always has maximal length:
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Lemma 4.6.6 ((HKZ17, Lemma 5.2]). Let A be an alphabet and w,r € A*. Set y to the
longest suffix of r which also is a prefix of w. Then we have rd,(wr) = y. In particular,
forx,z € A* withr = xy and w = yz we have nf (wr) = x(y)z. <

From this result we also learn that each action sequence behaves equivalently to a somewhat
simple action sequence, namely a sequence from A AA

Corollary 4.6.7. Let A be an alphabet and t € X* be an action sequence. Then we have
t =rdy(t)wrt(t)rd,y(1). <

Note that there are action sequences t € * having multiple simple action sequences which
behave equivalently. To this end, let a, b € A be two distinct letters. Then we have baaba =
ababa by Lemma 4.6.6. Now, consider the words ry, r,, w € A* where r, has minimal length
with ¢ = 7ywr,. We can see that 7ywr, = rd; (¢)wrt(t)rd,(¢).

Using this corollary, we can also compute such simple equivalently behaving action
sequence from a given action sequence t € X* (in polynomial time): first we compute nf ()
using the semi-Thue system 93 ,4. In this system, each derivation starting with ¢ has length
O(|t?) since each step commutes a read and write action of ¢. From nf(¢) we can finally
extract rd;(t), wrt(t), and rd,(¢).

Finally, we obtain the following general statement about the normal form of st where
s, t € 2* are arbitrary action sequences:

Theorem 4.6.8 ((HKZ17, Theorem 5.3]). Let A be an alphabet and s,t € 2*. Set y to
the longest suffix of rd,(s)rd(t) which also is a prefix of wrt(s)rd,(t). Then we have
rd,(st) = y. In particular, for x,z € A* with rd,(s)rd(t) = xy and wrt(s)rd,(t) = yz
we have nf (st) = x(y)z. <

4.7 Partially Lossy Queues

Now, we want to generalize the results from the previous section to the behavioral equivalence
of the partially lossy queue monoid. Again, we will first define a semi-Thue system on X*
which identifies equivalently behaving action sequences. With the help of this system we
obtain special normal forms of the equivalence classes. Additionally, we will characterize the
composition of two action sequences, cancellation properties, and Green’s relations. In this
connection we also recall the embedding properties into the plq monoid. Note that most of
the proofs and results of this section stem from [K6c16, KKP18].

The following example shows that most of the results in this section heavily depend on
the underlying lossiness alphabet of the partially lossy queue:
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Example 4.7.1. Let A be an alphabet and a, b € A be two distinct letters. Then we have

[[baEﬂQ(A,Q)(s) = [[E}]Q(A)g)(ba) =g+ 1= [ﬁa}]Q(A)g)(b) = [[bEa}]Q(A,Q)(s)

implying baa #q , ,, baa. In contrast, wehave [.Jo, ,, = [.]o, implying baa =q , , baa
by Lemma 4.6.2. .

Note that for a singleton A = {a} we have Q(4 5y = Q(,4). Moreover, these partially lossy
queues are essentially counters as the following two equations prove:

[a](a")=a"a=a"" and  [a](a"")=[a](aa")=a"

for each n € N. In other words, T(Q,z)) = T(Q(g,a)) = T(C1) = T(P4) is the bicyclic
semigroup. Some of the results in this section do not hold in these cases. However, we have
already seen some properties of the behavioral equivalence of these special plgs in Section 4.3.

4.7.1 Basic Properties

The following lemma lists some context-sensitive commutations that hold in the behavioral
equivalence. Later in this section (in Theorem 4.7.8) we will see that these equations fully
describe the behavioral equivalence.

Lemma 4.7.2. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet, a,b € A, and t € A*. Then the
following equations hold:

(1) ba=zabifa+b,

(2) aab = aab,

(3) btaa = btaa ifb e U, and

(4) ataa = ataa.

Before we prove this lemma, we want to take a look on these equations. We first consider
the equation (1). In order for a partially lossy queue with content x € A* to be defined after
application of the transformation [ab], x already has to contain the letter a preceded by
forgettable letters, only. Hence, it does not matter whether we read a before or after we write
b + a. Note that we also require such a in the content x (preceded by forgettable letters)
when applying the actions from the right-hand side of the equations (2) and (3). Finally, in
equation (4) the leading write action a ensures that the partially lossy queue contains an a
after application of [a]. Then it does not matter whether we apply [taa] or [faa] to xa.

Now, consider the case Z = (@, U) (i.e., we consider a reliable queue). Then the equations
(1) and (2) are similar to the ones from Lemma 4.6.2 concerning the behavioral equivalence
of a reliable queue. Additionally, (3) of Lemma 4.6.2 corresponds to the remaining two
equations. Note that Huschenbett et al. only have proven the special case t = e. However,
this special case also follows from our more general case.

Finally, consider the case Z = (F, @) (i.e., we consider a fully lossy queue). Since we do
not have any unforgettable letter b € U, we also have no equation of type (3). In this case,
this lemma also generalizes [K6c16, Lemma 3.8].
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Proof. Towards the proof of the first equation, let a,b € A be two distinct letters and
x € A* U {1} be a queue content. First, we consider [ab](x) # 1. Then there are words
ye(F~{a})*and z € A* such that x = yaz. Therefore, we obtain

[ab](x) = [ab](yaz) = [b](z) = zb = [a](yazb) = [a] (xb) = [ba](x).

Now, assume [ba](x) # L. Then there is a prefix ya of xb with y € (F \ {a})*. Sincea + b
this prefix is proper. Hence, there is a z € A* with xb = yazb. Then similarly we obtain
[ba](x) = [ab](x). This finally proves [ba] = [ab] and, hence, ba = ab.

Next we prove (2). Let a, b € A be two (not necessarily distinct) letters and x € A*. If
[@ab](x) # L, then there are words y € (F ~ {a})* and z € A* with x = yaz. In this case we
obtain

[[Eaz}] (x) = [[Eam] (yaz) = [E] (za) = [EE]] (yaza) = [EB}] (xa) = [[aﬁm] (x).

Conversely, if [aab](x) # 1 holds, there are words y € (F~ {a})* and z € A* with xa = yaz.
From

1 # [aab] (x) = [ab](xa) = [ab](yaz) = [b](2)

we infer that z # ¢, i.e, there is 2/ € A* with z = z’a. Hence, we have x = yaz’. We finally
obtain

[aab] (x) = [b](2) = [b](<'a) = [ab] (') = [@ab](yaz') = [aab](x).

Finally, we show (3) and (4). So,leta € A, b € Uu {a}, and t,x € A*. Again, we first
assume [btaa](x) # L. Then we also have [aa](xbt) = [btaa](x) # L. Hence, there are
ye(F~{a})* and z € A* with xbt = yaz. Then we obtain

[btaa](x) = [aa](xbt) = [aa](yaz) = [a](z) = za
=[a](yaza) = [a](xbta) = [btaa](x).

Conversely, assume [btaa](x) # L. Then there is a prefix ya of xbta with y € (F x {a})*.
By b € Uu{a}, the word ya is a prefix of xb. Then there is z € A* with xb = yaz. We obtain

[btaa](x) = [a](xbta) = [a](yazta) = zta
= [a](zt) = [aa](yazt) = [aa] (xbt) = [btaa](x).

This implies [btaa] = [btaa] and, therefore, our claims (3) and (4). <

Note that all of the equations from Lemma 4.7.2 preserve the relative order of the write
actions and of the read actions. Our next aim is to prove that this also holds for any pair
s,t € X* with s = t. To this end, we recall the projections wrt and rd to write resp. read
actions, i.e., L

wrt(t) = ma(t) and rd(t) = mz(¢)

for each t € 2*. For example, we have wrt(aaba) = aa and rd(aaba) = ab.

To prove that the behavioral equivalence preserves the values of these two projections, we
need the following lemma, which allows to de-shuflle the projections of an action sequence
t € X* whenever [ t](x) is defined.
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Lemma 4.7.3. Let 7 = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet, x € A*, and t € X* with [t](x) #
L. Then [t](x) = [wrt(¢)rd(¢)](x).

Proof. Let a € A be aletter with [aa](x) # L. Then thereare y € (F~ {a})* and z € A*
with x = yaz. We have

[aal(x) = [aa](yaz) = [a](2) = za = [a](yaza) = [a](xa) = [aa](x),

i.e.,, we can commute a and a in this case. Similarly, we can commute @ and b for two distinct
letters a, b € A due to Lemma 4.7.2(1). Induction on the (minimal) number of transpositions
needed to transform ¢ into wrt(¢)rd(¢) finally yields the statement of our lemma. <

With this lemma we can prove the aforementioned preservation of the projections under
equivalence:

Proposition 4.7.4. Let 7 = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F|+|U| > 2 and s, t € Z*
with s = t. Then we have wrt(s) = wrt(t) and rd(s) = rd(¢).

Proof. We first prove rd(s) = rd(t). By symmetry we can assume |rd(s)| < [rd(?)|. If
rd(t) = ¢ then this implies immediately rd(s) = rd(¢). So, from now on we can assume that
rd(t) # € holds. Then there is a € A with rd(t) € A*a. Since |A| = |F| + |U| > 2, there is
another letter b € A\ {a}. We have

1 # blwrt(s) = [s] (xd(s)b")
= [t](xd(s)b!) (since s = t)
= [wrt(t)rd(£)] (xd(s)bl) (by Lemma 4.7.3)
= [rd() [ (rd(s)blwrt(t)) =: x.
Since [rd(s)| < |rd(¢)|, the word x is a suffix of blflwrt(t). Suppose x is a proper suffix of

bllwrt(t). When reading rd(t) from the queue with content rd(s)blflwrt(t), the last letter
to read is a # b. It follows that the result x is a proper suffix of wrt(t). But then we have

blhwrt(s)] = |x| < |wrt(t)] < |t] < [bwrt(s)],
which is a contradiction. Hence, x is not a proper suffix, i.e., x = blflwrt(¢). But then
[rd(£)](rd(s)blwrt(t)) = x = blwrt(t)

implies [rd(#)](rd(s)) = € # 1. Since |rd(s)| < |rd()| holds, this is only possible if rd(s) =
rd(t).
Finally, the equation wrt(s) = wrt(¢) follows easily:
wrt(s) =[] (xd(s))
= [t](rd(t)) (since rd(s) = rd(¢) and s = ¢)
= wrt(t). <
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Note that the converse implication of Proposition 4.7.4 does not hold in general. In
Example 4.7.1 we have seen a counterexample. However, from the statements in the following
subsection we will obtain a third property such that any pair of action sequences behave
equivalently whenever they have the same projections and satisfy this third property.

4.7.2 Normal Forms

Let Z = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2 (recall that plgs with underlying
lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| = 1 are essentially counters or stacks, respectively). In this
subsection we prove that = is the least congruence on the free monoid satisfying the equations
from Lemma 4.7.2. This is achieved by constructing a terminating and confluent semi-Thue
system from those equations and by showing that every equivalence class of = contains a
unique, irreducible word (we call this word the normal form). Later we will often use this
normal form instead of the corresponding equivalence class wrt. =.

Ordering the equations from Lemma 4.7.2 from left to right, we obtain an infinite semi-
Thue system 934 consisting of the following rules for a,b € A, and t € A*:

(1) ba—abifa+b,

(2) aab — aab,

(3) btaa — btaa if b € U, and

(4) ataa — ataa.

Hence, the idea of this semi-Thue system is to pull read operations to the left as long as the

equations from Lemma 4.7.2 permit.
First, we prove that Rq is terminating and confluent:

Lemma 4.7.5. Let L be a lossiness alphabet. Then the semi-Thue system Rq is terminat-
ing and confluent.

Proof. To prove termination we order the alphabet X such that a < b holds for each a, b € A.
Then we see that for any rule € — r from %R the word r is length-lexicographically"iil properly
smaller than ¢. Since this ordering is well-founded the semi-Thue system is terminating.

Due to termination of Y1 it suffices to show that it is locally confluent. This is trivial
if the left-hand sides of the applied rules do not overlap. Hence, we only have to consider
the case of overlapping left-hand sides. To this end, let a,b € A,c,d e Uu {a},and s, t € A*.
Then we see:

©) (3)/(a)

ct(aab) <=gn, ct(aab) = (ctaa)b ===y, (ctaa)b.
(csdtaa) g)éim (csdtaa) = cs(dtaa) i)ﬁgml cs(dtaa).
Therefore, R4 is confluent. «

Vil A word v € Z* is length-lexicographically properly smaller than w € Z* if |[v| < |w| or |v| = |w| and there are
a, € Zand a prefix p € 2* with v € paX*, w e pfX*,and a < .
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Let t € X* be an action sequence. Since the semi-Thue system is terminating and
confluent, there is a unique irreducible word nf (¢) € £* with t =, nf(t), the so-called
normal form of t. Note that we have t = nf(t) due to the equations from Lemma 4.7.2.
According to the rules of YR, we obtain

NFg, == A"+ (J(F~ {a})"ag) - A"
acA
since these are precisely those words that do not contain any rule’s left-hand side as a factor.
Because of the shape of the irreducible word nf () there are k € N, letters a; € A, words
x,z€ A*,and y; € (F~ {a;})* (for 1 < i < k) such that

nf(t) =x - (yaiar)(y2a2az) ... (ykaxax) - z
holds. Note that k, a;, x, y;, and z are uniquely defined. We define
rdi(t) :=x, rdy(t):=ay...ar, wrty(t):=yia;...ykax, and  wrty(t) == z.

Then we see rd(t) = rd(nf(¢)) = rd;(¢)rd,(t) and wrt(t) = wrt(nf(t)) = wrt,(t)wrty(t).
Note that in contrast to the reliable case, in general we do not have rd,(t) = wrt;(¢). However,
we can see that rd, () is a special Z-subword of wrt; (). Concretely, we observe that wrt; (t)
is a reduced Z-superword of rd,(t) (cf. Definition 4.4.6).

We can see that rd; () can be obtained from rd(¢) and rd,(¢) since rd;(¢) is the com-
plementary prefix of rd(t) with respect to rd,(t). Moreover, we obtain wrt; () from wrt(t)
and rd,(t) since wrt;(t) is the only prefix of wrt(#) which also is a reduced Z-superword of
rd, (). Finally, we obtain wrt,(t) from wrt(t) and wrt;(¢) since wrt,(¢) is the complemen-
tary suffix of wrt(t) with respect to wrt;(¢). So, the normal form of ¢ is fully determined by
the triple

x(t) = (wrt(t),rd(t), rdy(t))
which we call the characteristic of ¢.

Towards better readability we also write (y,a; . .. yxax, a; . .. ax ) instead of the shuffled
word yya,a; . .. yragdg. In this case the normal form of ¢ can be written as follows:

nf(£) = dy (£) (wrty (£), rdy (£) ) wrta(£)

Note that for the words ab and a there is no such shuffled word {ab, a)). Concretely, {w,7)
is well-defined if, and only if, w € redsup, (r) holds.

We can also see the shuffled word «wrtl(t), rdz(t))) as some kind of an overlap of the
write and read actions in this normal form nf (¢). Since this overlap is completely described
by wrt(¢) and rd,(¢), we also call rd,(¢) the overlap of t (cf. Figure 4.1).

rdi(t) | |@| |42fas N

nf(¢) =

ni|ai| Y2 |azlas| Ya |asa|  wrty(t)

Figure 4.1. Visualization of the normal form of ¢ € X*. The blue boxes represent the overlap rd, () of ¢
while the red and blue boxes represent wrt; ().

We can observe that for words w,r € A* with w € redsup, (r) the application of the
transformation [{w, 7)) ] has no effect to the empty queue:
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Observation 4.7.6. Let 7 = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet and w,r € A* with w €
redsup, (r). Then we have [{w,7)](¢) = €.

Proof. By w € redsup, (r) thereareay,...,a, € Aand y; € (F\{a;})* suchthatr=a,...a,
and w = y1a,... y,a,. Then we have

[{w,7)](e) = [(naia)(y20:a2) . .. (ynanan)](e)
= [@1(y20:32) - . . (Ynan@n) | (1101)
=[(y2a7a3) ... (ynana,)](¢) (since y, € (F~{a1})*)

[el(e) = «

Remark 4.7.7. While rd,(t) is defined using the semi-Thue system DR, it also has a
natural meaning in terms of [¢]: from the shape of the normal form nf (¢) we can infer
that rd; () is the shortest word x € A* such that [nf(#)](x) is defined. By Lemma 4.7.2
we have t = nf(t). Hence, rd;(¢) is also the shortest word x € A* such that [¢](x) is
defined.

d

Now, we show that the equations from Lemma 4.7.2 fully describe the equivalence classes
of the behavioral equivalence =:

Theorem 4.7.8. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2 and s, t € 2*.
Then we have
s=t < nf(s) =nf(1).

Proof. The implication “<” follows easily by two applications of Lemma 4.7.2:
s=nf(s) =nf(t) =t¢.

Now, we prove the converse implication “=”. So let s,t € X* with s = t. By Proposi-
tion 4.7.4 we have wrt(s) = wrt(¢) and rd(s) = rd(¢). Since the normal forms of s and ¢ are
completely determined by their characteristics and since rd,(s) is determined by rd(s) and
rd, (), it suffices to prove rd;(s) = rd;(¢). For the following calculations let r, w, z € A* such
that w € redsup, (r) and

nf(s) = rdi(s){w,7)z.
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Then we get

L#z=[z](¢)
= [{w,r)z](¢) (by Observation 4.7.6)

= [rdi(s){w,7)z] (rdi(s))
= [nf(s)] (rdi(s))

= [s](rdi(s)) (since s = nf(s) by Lemma 4.7.2)
= [t](rdi(s)) (since s = 1)
= [nf ()] (rdi(s)) . (since t = nf(t) by Lemma 4.7.2)

Since rd;(t) is a prefix of nf (¢) this implies 1 # [rd;(¢)](rd;(s)). Since rd,(t) consists of
read actions, only, this implies |rd;(s)| > |rd;(#)|. Now, by symmetry, we also obtain |rd;(s)| <
|rd; (¢)| implying that these two words have the same length. But then L # [rd;(¢)](rd;(s))
implies rd;(s) = rd;(¢) and therefore nf (s) = nf(¢). «

Remark 4.7.9. As a consequence, all words from the equivalence class of t share the
same characteristic. Hence, this theorem allows us to speak of the characteristic of the
equivalence class [t] or transformation [¢]. With this characteristic in mind we can
also apply wrt, rd, wrt;, and rd; (with i = 1, 2) to transformations from T(Qy ) instead of
words from 2*.

d

Now, consider an action sequence t € 2*. Since YR is terminating and confluent, we are
able to compute the normal form of ¢. We can also see that each derivation in $i4 starting
with the word ¢ has length at most O(|¢|?) since we commute each pair of basic actions in ¢
at most once. Hence, the computation of nf (¢) is possible in polynomial time. From this
fact, we can also infer the following statement:

Corollary 4.7.10. Let 7 = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2. Then the
following word problem of T'(Qq ) is decidable in polynomial time:

Input: Two action sequences s, t € X*
Question: Does s = t hold? <

In Chapter 5 we will consider some further questions in this direction, e.g., the so-called
rational membership problem (does [t] € L hold for a given action sequence ¢ € X* and
a rational language L ¢ T(Q4)?), the universality, inclusion, and emptiness of intersection
problem for rational languages in T(Qg ).

4.7.3 Cancellation

From Theorem 4.7.8 we infer some statements about cancellation in the plq monoid. To this
end, let Z = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet. From Lemma 4.7.2 we know that for a, b € A and
¢ € Uu{a} the equations

aab =aab and cad = caa
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hold. However, it is easy to see that aa # aa holds since

[aa](e) = [al(a) = e # L = [aa](¢).

Hence, T(Qq ) is neither left- nor right-cancellative. However, T(Qq ) is cancellative with
some restrictions according to the rules from Ry :

Corollary 4.7.11. Let 7 = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2, s,t € 2%,
and x,y € A*. Then Xsy = xty implies s = t.

Proof. From the rules of the semi-Thue system PRq we infer nf (xsy) = xnf(s) y and
nf(xty) = xnf(t) y. Hence from Xsy = xty we infer with Theorem 4.7.8:

xnf(s) y =nf(xsy) =nf(xty) =xnf(t) y.

Since the free monoid X* is cancellative, we obtain nf (s) = nf (). Again by Theorem 4.7.8
we infer s = ¢. «

4.7.4 Green’s Relations

We also learn from Theorem 4.7.8 that all of Green’s relations are trivial in the transformation
monoid T(Qg ). In other words, all of these relations coincide with the identity relation.

Corollary 4.7.12. Let T = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2 and let
s,t € X* with [s] J[t]. Then we have s = t.

Proof. Since [[t] € T(Qq)-[t]-T(Qq) = T(Qg)-[s]-T(Qz) holds, there are action sequences
u,u’ € 2* such that [u] [s] [u'] = [¢]. Similarly, there are action sequences v, v’ € £* with
[v][t] [v'] = [s]. Hence, we have

[sT = [vITe] [v'] = Tvael [s] [w'v'] = [vusu'v'] .

By Theorem 4.7.8 we have nf (s) = nf (vusu’v’) implying |s| = |[vusu’v’| and, hence, vuu'v’ =
€. «

Hence, the relation J is the equality relation in T(Qg ). Since the equivalence relations L, R,
H, and D are contained in the J-relation, all of these relations are trivial as well.

4.7.5 Composition

Next, we want to consider the normal form of the composition of two action sequences. With
the help of this knowledge we gain some insight into the composition of two transformations
from the plq monoid. Unfortunately, we still do not know a (simple) characterization of
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nf (st) for arbitrary lossiness alphabets Z = (F, U) and for arbitrary action sequencess, t € X*.
Hence, we will only focus on the special case where s € A* and t € A~ holds.

First, let Z = (&, U) be a lossiness alphabet without forgettable letters. In the previous
section we have learned that the characteristic y(w7) (where r, w € A*) consists of wrt(w7) =
w, rd(wr) = r, and rd,(w7) which is the longest suffix of r that also is a prefix of w (cf. Lem-
ma 4.6.6). Recall that we have rd,(wr) = wrt;(w7) in this case.

Now;, let Z = (F, U) be an arbitrary lossiness alphabet. Then in the general case we do
not have rd,(w7) = wrt;(w¥). For example we have wrt,(abb) = ab and rd,(abb) = b if
a € F ~ {b} holds. However, we already know that wrt;(w7) € redsup, (rd,(w7)). We claim
now that the characteristic y(w7) consists of wrt(wr) = w, rd(w7) = r, and rd,(wr) which
is the longest suffix of r such that w starts with a reduced Z-superword of this suffix. But
before we prove this claim, we want to give this special suffix of r a name:

Definition 4.7.13. Let Z = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and w, r € A*. The subword-
suffix sws(w, r) of w and r is the longest suffix r, of r such that there is a prefix w; of w
with wy € redsup, (7).

4

For example, let a, b € A be two distinct letters, w = abba, and r = ba. If a, b € F holds,
then we have sws(w, r) = ba since abba € redsup, (ba) holds in this case. Otherwise we
have sws(w, r) = a since w; ¢ redsup, (ba) for any prefix w; of w and a € redsup, (a).

The following lemma proves that the word rd,(w7) is exactly the subword-suffix of w
and r.

Lemma 4.7.14. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2 and w,r € A*.
Then we have rd,(wr) = sws(w, r).

Proof. Since rd;(w7)rd,(w7) = rd(wr) = r, the word rd,(w7) is a suffix of .

Let w = wyw, and r = ryr, be arbitrary factorizations with w; € redsup, (r;). Then
there are letters a;,...,a; € Aand words y; € (F \ {a;})* with r, = aya,...a; and w; =
Y141Y24; - . . Yiak. We obtain then

L#w, =[may...ar|(nar1y2az. .. yraxwa) (by Observation 4.7.6)
= [2](wiw2) = [12](w)
= [r](rw)
=[wr](n) = [nf(wr)](r).

Since rd;(w7) is a prefix of nf (wr) we learn [rd;(wr)](r1) # L and therefore |rd; (w7)| < |ry].
Then rd,(wr)rd,(wr) = r = rir, implies |r,| < |[rd,(w7)|. In particular, we have [sws(w, r)| <
|rd,(w7)|. Finally, the maximal length of sws(w, r) implies rd,(w7r) = sws(w, ). <

Let Z = (&, U) be a lossiness alphabet without forgettable letters. In this case we already
know redsup, (v) = {v} holds for all words v € 2*. Hence, sws(w, r) is the longest suffix of
r which is a prefix of w. So, in this special case Lemma 4.7.14 coincides with Lemma 4.6.6.

From Lemma 4.7.14 we obtain that for any action sequence t € £* there is another action
sequence s € 2* which behaves equivalently and is somewhat “simple”:
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Corollary 4.7.15. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2 and t € 2*.
Then we have t = rd,(t)wrt(t)rd,(t).

Proof. From the definition of nf (t) we know that wrt;(¢) € redsup, (rd,(t)) holds. Hence,
we have

rdy(t) = sws(wrty(t),rd,(¢)) = sws(wrt(t),rdy(t)) = rdy(wrt(t)rd,(¢))

by Lemma 4.7.14. Therefore we have

x(rdi(D)wrt(£)rdy(1)) = (wrt(t), rdy(£)rdy(£), 1da(1)) = (wrt(1), rd(£), rdx(£)) = x(2)

which implies ¢ = rd;(¢)wrt(¢)rd,(t) by Theorem 4.7.8. <

We will use this result multiple times in the second part of this thesis when we consider
the reachability problem in partially lossy queue automata.

Now, we want to consider the normal form of the composition of arbitrary action se-
quences s, t € X*. As we have mentioned before, we still do not know a good characterization
for arbitrary lossiness alphabets. However, with Theorem 4.6.8 we have characterized nf (st)
for lossiness alphabets Z = (&, U) without forgettable letters. Additionally, the author pre-
sented a characterization of nf (st) for lossiness alphabets Z = (F, @) without reliable letters
in his Master’s Thesis [Koc16]:

Theorem 4.7.16 ([K6c16]). Let 1L = (F, ) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| > 2. Let
s,t € Z* and r = sws(wrt(s),rdy(s)rd;(t)). Then we have

x(st) = (wrt(st),rd(st), rrdy (1)) . <

4.7.6 Embeddings

Finally, we want to characterize which monoids embed into the plq monoid. Note that we
omit the proofs of the results in this subsection. These can be found in [KKP18].

The following proposition characterizes the embeddings of arbitrary monoids into the
plq monoid. This statement is also used in the proofs of all of the following theorems of this
subsection.

Proposition 4.7.17 ([KKP18]). Let Z = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F|+|U| > 2,
M be a monoid, ¢: M — T(Qq ) be an embedding, and m, n € M such that wrt(¢(m)) =
wrt(¢(n)) and rd(p(m)) = rd($(n)) hold. Then there is k € M with kmk = knk. <
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In other words, the images of two elements m, n € M with the same projections to write
and read actions can be equated with the help of another element k € M. From the proof in
[KKP18] we obtain that this element k is either m? or n' for a (large) integer i € N.

From this proposition we infer (in a very complicated proof) a full characterization of
embeddability of two partially lossy queue monoids:

Theorem 4.7.18 ([KKP18]). Let L, = (F;, Uy) and 1L, = (F,, U,) be two lossiness alpha-

bets. Then T(Qq,) embeds into T(Qq,) if, and only if, all of the following properties
hold:

(a) |Fi| < |Fy, i.e., L, has at least as many forgettable letters as L,.

(b) If|U,| = 0, then also |Uy| = 0, i.e., if L, consists of forgettable letters only, then so
does L.

(c) If |Uy| = 1, then |F)| < |Ey| or |[Uy| < 1, i.e., if L, has exactly one unforgettable
letter and exactly as many forgettable letters as L,, then L, contains at most one
non-forgettable letter. «

In Figure 4.2 we can find the complete picture of the embeddings stated in Theorem 4.7.18.
In this picture the node (k, £) represents the monoid T(Q(r,,u,)) where (Fx, U) is a lossiness
alphabet satisfying |Fx| = k and |U,| = € (note that the plq monoids are isomorphic for two
lossiness alphabets having the same numbers of forgettable resp. unforgettable letters). There
is an edge from (k, €) to (m, n) if, and only if, T(Q(r,,u,)) embeds into T(Q(r, u,)). Note

that we suppress those edges that follow from reflexivity and transitivity of the embedding
relation.

We can also consider the trace monoids which embed into the plq monoid. Surprisingly,

most of the partially lossy queue monoids embed the same set of trace monoids. These are
the following ones:

Theorem 4.7.19 ([KKP18]). Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + 2|U| > 3
and A be a distributed alphabet. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) M(A) embeds into T(Qq ).

(2) M(A) embeds into {a,b}* x {c,d}*.

(3) One of the following conditions holds:
(3.1) All nodes of G have degree < 1.

(3.2) The only non-trivial connected component G is complete bipartite. <
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(4,1)

TN\

(4,0) (3,2) o (3,m)

(3)0) (2’2) e (2,1’1’1)

(2,0) (1,2) ‘.- (1,m)

(1,0) = (0,1)

Figure 4.2. Visualization of Theorem 4.7.18.
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Theorem 4.7.20 ([KKP18]). Let L = (F, @) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| = 2 and A
be a distributed alphabet. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) M(A) embeds into T(Qq).

(2) One of the following conditions holds:

(2.1) All nodes of G have degree < 1.
(2.2) The only non-trivial connected component G, is a star graph. «

Note that in both theorems we have considered the complementary graph of the depen-
dence graph of a distributed alphabet A. We can see this graph as the independence graph of
A.

4.8 Distributed Queues

Finally, we consider the behavioral equivalence of distributed queues. We will characterize
this relation with the help of a finite number of equations. Similar to the distributed stacks
we will see that =, is closed under partial commutations. Hence, we can also understand
action sequences as traces. From the equations we will derive a trace rewriting system. This
trace rewriting system yields unique, irreducible traces - so-called normal forms. We also
characterize the composition of two transformations.

Distributed queues consist of a finite number of queues with a specified synchronization
mechanism and a finite number of counters without zero-tests (these correspond to the
isolated nodes in the dependence graph). Hence, it is no surprise that the following results
will be combinations of the statements from distributed stacks (cf. Section 4.5) and reliable
queues (cf. Section 4.6).

A first (trivial) approach to analyze the behavioral equivalence of a distributed queue
is to prove that =, is compatible with the projection lemma. In other words, two action
sequences s, t € X* behave equivalent (i.e., s =9, t) if, and only if, their projections to each
process behave equivalent (i.e., 7;(s) =q, 7:(t) where 7; projects to the actions applicable to
process i). Unfortunately, this equivalence does not hold as we will see later in Lemma 4.8.4.
So, the analysis of =, is a bit more complicated as expected.

4.8.1 Basic Properties

First, we prove that the behavioral equivalence is compatible with partial commutations
described by A4:

Lemma 4.8.1. Let A = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet, a,b € A with a || b be two
independent letters, o € {a,a}, and 3 € {b,b}. Then we have aff = Ba.
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Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.5.1(2). <

So, we can extend our underlying distributed alphabet 4 = (A, P, M) to another dis-
tributed alphabet € := (X, P, M’) on the set of all basic actions where M’ := Mu{(4, i) |
(a,i) € M}. For a trace T € M((A) we denote 7 := [{] for a word ¢ € 7. For a trace language
L € M(A) we also write L := {T| 7€ L}.

We can observe that = is a quotient of the partial commutations ~¢. So, we are able
to define the distributed queue’s semantics [.] for traces. We define [ 7] := [¢] for a word
t € 7 and any action trace 7 € M[(£). Note that this definition is well-defined according to
Lemma 4.8.1. Moreover we write 0 =g, 7 (or 0 = 7 if the situation is clear) if, and only if,
[o] = [7] holds for each pair of action traces o, 7 € M(€). Note that this is the case whenever
we have s =g, t for action sequences s € 0 and t € 7.

For action traces 7 € M( &) we also introduce the projection 7; to the actions applicable to
a process i € P. Formally, in our situation this projection is the homomorphism 7;: M(&) —
(A; U A;)* satisfying [:(7)] = m, (7). Note that this homomorphism is well-defined
since M((El 4 z-) is isomorphic to (A; U A"

Now, recall the duality map d: ¥* — X* which satisfies

d(e) = ¢, d(at) =d(t)a, and d(at) =d(t)a

for each t € 2* and a € A. We want to lift this function to traces. To this end, let &, 8 € X be
two basic actions with « || 5. Then we have d(«) || d(f) implying

d(ap) = d(B) d(«) ~e d(a) d(B) = d(Ba)

(recall that d is an antimorphism). Then the map d: M(&) — M(E) with d([¢]) = [d(¢#)] for
each t € X* is well-defined. Additionally, this function is still a bijective antimorphism and
an involution.

The following lemma proves that, if ¥ can be reached from A via an action trace 7, then
we can reach A from x (both in reversed order) via d(7).

Lemma 4.8.2. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet, A,x € M(A), and 1 €
M(€E) with [t] (L) = x. Then we have [d(7)](xR) = AR.

Proof. We prove this lemma by induction on the length of 7. First, let 7 = &. Then we have
A =xand [d(7)](kR) = kR = AR,
Now; let 7 = a0 for a € ¥ and o € M(E). We distinguish the following two cases:

(1) a=acA. Then we have k¥ = [ac (A1) = [0](Aa). By the induction hypothesis we infer
aAR = [d(o)](xR) implying
A% =[a](ar®) = [a)([d(0)](x")) = [d(o)a] (x*) = [d(r)] (x").

(2) a=aeA. Sincel #«x=[ac](A)=[c]([a](A)) thereis y € M(A) with A = au. Hence,
we have x = [ac (1) = [](u). By the induction hypothesis we have yR = [d(c)](xR)
which implies

A= pfa=[a](4") = [a]([d(0))(x")) = [d(0)al(x") = [d(D)[(x*). <
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From this lemma we obtain that d is compatible with the behavioral equivalence.

Corollary 4.8.3. Let A = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet and 0,1 € M(E). Then
we have o = 7 if, and only if, d(o) = d(7).

Proof. First suppose o = 7. Let x € M[(A). Assume [d(0)](x) # L. Then there is A € M(A4)
with A = [d(¢)](x). Byd(d(o)) = 0 and Lemma 4.8.2 we infer [¢ ] (AR) = [d(d(0))](AR) =
xR. From ¢ = 7 we know [7](AR) = xR # 1. By Lemma 4.8.2 we obtain [d(7)](x) = A =
[d(o)] ().

Now suppose [d(7)](x) # L. Similarly, we can prove [d(o)](x) = [d(7)](x). This
finally implies [d(o)] = [d(7)] and, hence, d(o) = d(7).

Since d is an involution, this result also implies the converse implication. <

4.8.2 Normal Forms

Now, we are able to list a finite number of (context-sensitive) commutations that hold in the
behavioral equivalence. We will see later that these equations fully describe this relation.

Lemma 4.8.4. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet. Then the following state-
ments hold for a, b € A:

(1) ab=baifa+b,
(2) aab =aab and baa = baa ifa 4 b, and
(3) aa = ¢if a € Isolated(A).

Note that the equations (1) and (2) are similar to the ones known from reliable queues (cf.
Lemma 4.6.2 resp. [HKZ17]) and (3) is similar to the equation known from counters (cf.
equation (1) from Lemma 4.4.1).

Proof. Towards the first equation, we assume a # b. Let «, A € M(A) with [ab](1) = « # L.
Then from the semantics of distributed queues we obtain Aa = bk. Since a # b holds,
we obtain from Levi’s lemma for traces (cf. Theorem 3.4.6) another trace y € M(A) with
Aa = bk = bua. Utilizing the cancellation property we get ya = k and by = A. Then we have

[ab] (1) = [ab] (bu) = [b] (bua) = pa = [a](u) = [ba] (by) = [ba](}).

Conversely, let x, A € M(A) with [ba] (1) = «. By definition there is u € M(A) with A = b
(and k = pa). This implies

[bal(1) = [ba](bu) = [al(u) = pa = [b] (bua) = [ab] (bp) = [ab](}).

Hence, we infer ab = ba.
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Next, we prove baa = baa for a | b. First, let A € M(A) with [baa](A) # 1. Then
there is k € M(A) with Aba = ak. By the projection lemma (Theorem 3.4.4) we have
n;(Aba) = m;(ax) for each i € P. Since a 4 b thereisi e aMnbM c P. Then we have

ni(A)ba = m;(Aba) = m;(ax) = an;(x)

implying the existence of a word w € A% with 7;(A)ba = an;(x) = awa. Hence, there also is
a trace y € Ml(A) with Aba = ak = aua. By the cancellation property we also learn Ab = ap.
Then we see

[baa](A) = [a](Aba) = [a](aua) = pa = [a](y) = [aa](ap) = [aa](Ab) = [baa] ().
Conversely, let A € MI(A) with [baa](A) # L. Then there is k € M(A) with Ab = ax. We see

[baa](A) = [aa](Ab) = [aa](ax) = [a] (k) = xa = [a](aka) = [a](Aba) = [baa] (L) .

Hence, we obtain [baa] = [baa] implying baa = baa. The equation aab = aab is dual to
baa = baa and holds due to Corollary 4.8.3.

Finally, we assume a € Isolated(A4). Let A € M[(A). Since a is an isolated vertex in the
dependence graph we have Aa = a. This is due to 7;(Aa) = m;(aA) for each i € P (this is
the projection-lemma Theorem 3.4.4). Hence, we infer

[aa](1) = [a](Aa) = [a](ad) = [e](A). «

Our next aim is to prove that two equivalently behaving sequences ¢ and 7 write and
read the same subsequences of letters into each queue, except for the queues with a singleton
alphabet (which are essentially counters). Before we do this, we first show that the application
of an action trace 7 € M(€) to a content A € M[(A) does not end up in the error state 1 if,
and only if, this does not happen in any queue of our distributed data type Q4:

Lemma 4.8.5. Let 4 = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet, A € M[(A), and T € M(E).
Then we have [t]q, (1) # L if, and only if, for each i € P we have [m;(7)]q, (mi(1)) # L.

Proof. We prove this statement by induction on the length | 7| of 7. The case 7 = ¢ is obvious
since we have [e]q,(A) = A # Land [e]q, (mi(1)) = mi(A) # L.
Now let 7 = ag where a € X and o € M(&). We have to distinguish two cases:

(1) a=a e A Then we have [ac]o,(A) = [0]o,(Aa) and
[7i(a0)]g,, (7:i(1)) = [m:(0) g, (mi(Aa)) .

By induction hypothesis we have [o]q,(Aa) # L if, and only if, [7;(0) ], (7i(Aa)) # 1
and we are done.

(2) a =a e A. First, we assume [ac]o,(1) # L. Then there is x € M(A) with A = ax and

L # [ao]g, (1) =[o]g,(x).
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Now, let i € P. Then, by the induction hypothesis, we have [7;(0)]qo, (mi(x)) # L. We
also know 7;(1) = m;(a)m;(x) (since m; is a homomorphism). This implies

[7:(7) ], (1:(A)) = [mi(a0) ], (mi(ax)) = [mi(0)]q,, (mi(x)) # L.

Conversely, let [;(ac)]q, (7i(1)) # L for each i € P. Then for each i € P there
is w; € A} with m;(1) = m;(aw;). Using the projection-lemma (Theorem 3.4.4) and
by the cancellation property of M[(A) we obtain a trace x € M(A) with A = ak and
ni(k) = w;. By definition of the semantics of @ we learn 1 # [m;(ao)]q, (mi(1)) =
[7i(0)]g,, (mi(x)) for each i € P. Then from the induction hypothesis we infer

1% [0]g,(x) = [@ole,(1). )

Now, we shall generalize the projections to write and read actions: wrt, rd: M(E) - M(A)
with wrt(7) = 7,(7) and rd(7) = 75(7). In other words, both projections are natural
extensions of the projections from Section 4.6 to traces of actions.

Before we show that two equivalently behaving action traces agree in their projections, we
first have to prove that any non-failing computation leads to the same result as a de-shuftled
one.

Lemma 4.8.6. Let A = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet, A e M[(A), and 7 € M(E)
with [T (A) # L. Then we have [7](A) = [wrt(7)rd(7)](A).

Proof. First, let a,b € A with [ab](A) # L. If a + b we have ab = ba by Lemma 4.8.4(1)
implying [ab] (1) = [ba](A). So, assume a = b from now on. By [aa] (1) # L we know that
there exists a x € M[(A) with A = ak. Then we obtain

[aa](A) = [aa](ax) = [a](x) = xa = [a] (axa) = [aa] (ax) = [aa] ().

By induction on the (minimal) number of transpositions needed to transform the action
trace 7 into wrt(7)rd(7) we obtain our claim. «

With the help of the prior lemmata we will prove the aforementioned statement that the
behavioral equivalence preserves the relative order of read and write actions - at least for the
non-trivial processes. To simplify notations we introduce the projections to write and read
actions of a given process i € P: wrt; := wrtom; = 7m4,: M(€) - A7 and rd; := rd or;: M(E) —
A7 (recall that M((€l,) is isomorphic to A7 and M((€1';) is isomorphic to A

i

Proposition 4.8.7. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet, 0,7 € M(E) with
0 =1, and i € P such that A; ¢ Isolated(A). Then we have wrt;(0) = wrt;(7) and
rd;(0) = rd;(7).
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Note that 0 =¢, 7 does not imply 7;(0) =g, () for each i € P: for example, let 4 =
(A,P,M) with A = {a,b}, P = {1,2}, and M = {(a,1),(a,2),(b,2)}. Then from Lem-
ma 4.8.4 we learn aab =9, aab. However, from Theorem 4.6.3 we know aa #QAI aa. Hence,
this proposition is no corollary of Theorem 4.6.3.

Proof. First, we prove that rd;(o) is a prefix of rd;(7) if |A;| > 2. Towards a contradiction,
we suppose that rd;(¢) is not a prefix of rd;(7). Since |A;| > 2 holds, there is b € A; such that
rd; (o) is no prefix of rd;(7)b" where n := |rd;(0)|. Then we have:

L% bwrt(r) =[], (rd(1)b")
= [[gﬂQﬂ(rd(T)b”) (since 0 = 1)

= [wrt(o)rd(o)]o,(rd(7)b"). (by Lemma 4.8.6)
Then due to Lemma 4.8.5 we also have [wrt;(0)rd;(o)[q, (rdi(7)b") # L. This implies

1 # [wrt;i(0)rdi(0)]g, (rdi(7)0") = [rdi(0)]q, (rdi(7)b" wrt;(0)).

Hence, there is w € A} with rd;(o)w = rd;(7)b" wrt;(0). Since n = |rd;(0)| < |rd;(7)| + n
we infer that rd;(o) is a prefix of rd;(7)b". This is a contradiction to the choice of b € A;.
Hence, rd;(0) is a prefix of rd;(7). By symmetry, rd;(7) also is a prefix of rd; (o) implying
rd;(0) = rd;(7).

Now, let A; = {a} with a ¢ Isolated(A). Then there is j € P with A; ¢ A;. We already
know rd;(0) = rd;(7). Then we infer the following:

rd;(0) = rd;(rd;(0)) = rd;(rd;(7)) = rd;(7) .

Finally, we have to prove wrt;(o) = wrt;(7). By Corollary 4.8.3 we know d(¢) = d(7).
Then using the result from above yields

wrt;(0) = d(rd;(d(0))) = d(rd;(d(7))) = wrt;(7). «

Note that Proposition 4.8.7 does not hold for all processes. Let a € Isolated(A) be an
isolated vertex in the dependence graph of 4 and let i € a M. From Lemma 4.8.4(3) we know
aa = ¢, but we have

wrt;(aa) = a + € = wrt;(¢) and rd;(aa) = a # e =rd;(e).

Now, we want to find the announced normal form of the equivalence classes of =. To
this end, we can define a (finite) trace rewriting system R4 (on the distributed alphabet &)
which arises from the equations in Lemma 4.8.4 by ordering them from left to right. In other
words, R4 consists of the following rules:

(1) [ab] - [ba]ifa+banda | b,

(2) [aab] — [aab] and [baa] — [baa]if a | b, and

(3) [aa] — [e] if a € Isolated(A)

for each a,b € A. Note that compared to Lemma 4.8.4 in (1) there is another restriction
a { b. However, in the case a || b we have [ab] = [ba] according to our definition of . So,
in this case the left-hand side would coincide with the right-hand side of such rule.

Next, we want to find unique, irreducible traces for each equivalence class of =. To this
end, we show the following lemma:
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Lemma 4.8.8. Let A be a distributed alphabet. Then the trace rewriting system R4 is
terminating and confluent.

Proof. Termination can be proved with the help of a well-founded partial ordering. To this
end, let i € P be a process and <; be a linear ordering of A; U A; such that @ <; b holds
for each a,b € A;. Then for each rule £ — r of R4 there is a process i € P where 7;(r) is
length-lexicographically properly smaller than 7;(£). Now, let < be the product of the <;’s.
Then < is still well-founded and we have r < € for each rule € — r. Hence, Yi4 is terminating.

Now, we show that 93 4 is locally confluent. The only possible overlaps of left-hand sides
are the following (where a, b, c € A):

[(baa)e] ZLg, [(baa)e] = [b(adc)] 2om, [b(@ac)]ifa ) b,c
(@] Lo, [(ad)a] = [ada] oo, [Gad] 2, [] if a  Isolated( ).
Therefore, R 4 is locally confluent and, due to the termination, it is also confluent. <

Hence, due to termination and confluence of R4, for each action trace 7 € M(€) there is
a uniquely defined, irreducible trace nf(7) (the so-called normal form) with =3 nf (7).
Note that we have 7 = nf (7) due to the equations from Lemma 4.8.4. From the shape of the
rules of Y34 we learn that the set of all irreducible traces is the following trace language:

NFg, := M(A) {aa | a € A\ Isolated(A)}* M(A) .

Note that isolated vertices are excluded from the “shuffled” part of the normal form since
daa = ¢ holds for a € Isolated(A) according to Lemma 4.8.4(3).
In other words, for 7 € M(€) there are traces o1, 0, € M(A) and letters a;, a,,...,a, €
A\ Isolated(A) with
nf(7) =0 ajamaza;...a,a,0,.

For a better readability we will also write

(may...a,) =amaa,...a,a,.

Note that the map (.): M(A) - M(€) is well-defined: let a, b € A be distinct letters with
a || b. Then we have
(ab) = aabb = abab = baba = bbaa = (ba).

Now, we are able to prove that there is a unique normal form for any equivalence class of
the behavioral equivalence. This implies that = is the least congruence on M(€) satisfying
the equations from Lemma 4.8.4.

Theorem 4.8.9. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet and o, 1 € M(E) be two
traces of actions. Then we have

o0=1 < nf(0) =nf(7).
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Proof. The implication “<” is obvious since
o=nf(o)=nf(7)=71

holds. Now, we prove the converse implication. To this end, let 0, 05, 03, 71, 72, 73 € M(A)
with nf (¢) = 01(02)0; and nf (7) = 7(7,)73. Note that Alph(,) and Alph(7,) contain no
letter from Isolated( ). Towards a contradiction, we assume 0; # 7;. Then 73 is not a prefix
of gy or vice versa. By symmetry it suffices to consider only the first case. Then we observe

[01{02)03](01) = [(02)03] () = [03] (¢) = 03 # L

and

[7{r2) 73] (1) = [{m2) ] ([71] (1))

=[{m2)ms] (L) = 1. (since T is no prefix of a7)

This implies 0 = 01(0,)03 # 71(1,) 73 = T which is a contradiction to our assumption ¢ = 7.
Hence, we have 07 = 1.
By Proposition 4.8.7 we have

ni(oy0y) = rd;(0) = rd;(7) = m:(1172) = m;(0172)

for each i € P with A; ¢ Isolated(A) implying 7;(0,) = m;(7,). Additionally, we have
m;i(02) = € = m;(12) for each i € P with A; < Isolated(A). Then from the projection-lemma
(Theorem 3.4.4) we learn o0, = 15.

Finally, we have to show 03 = 75. Due to the definition of the duality map and due to
Corollary 4.8.3 we have

R (M) R = d(nf(0)) =d(0) = d(7) = d(nf (1)) = R(,R) R

Since d(nf(0)),d(nf(7)) € NFy, holds, the proof from above yields o3® = 73R implying
03 = T3. <

4.8.3 Composition

Next we consider the composition of two action sequences in terms of their normal form.
Similar to the partially lossy case, we only consider the special case o7 for traces o, 7 € M(A).
The normal form of this trace is very close to the result from Lemma 4.6.6 (resp. Lemma 5.2
from [HKZ17]) in which we considered the normal form of w7 where w, r € A* in case of a
single reliable queue.

In this lemma we have seen that nfg, (w7) = x(y)zholds if y is the longest word satisfying
r = xy and w = yz. In the distributed case this is very similar: the shuffled infix (p,) of
nf (07) = pi(p,)p; arises from the longest trace p) satisfying 7 = p1p} and o = p’p; by
removing isolated vertices (recall that aa = € holds for such isolated vertices a € Isolated(A)
by Lemma 4.8.4(3)).

Lemma 4.8.10. Let 4 = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet and o, € M(A). Let
p2 € M(A) be the longest suffix of T which also is a prefix of . Let py, p; € M(A)
with T = p1p, and 0 = p,p3 be the complementary prefix and suffix. Then we have
nf (07) = pi(p2)ps. In particular, we have nf (07) = pi(Tassolatea(a) (P2) ) P3-
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Proof. Let py, Y, u3 € M(A) be the uniquely defined traces with nf(07) = u;(p2)ps. By
Proposition 4.8.7 we know for each process i € P with A; ¢ Isolated(A):

mi(0) = wrt;(07) = wrt; (r{pa)p3) = mi(paps)

and, similarly, 71;(7) = m;(p1p42). Additionally, using Lemma 4.8.4(3) we can insert isolated
vertices into y, resulting in a trace p} € M(A) with ma isotateacay (#3) = pa> mi(0) = mi(phus)
and 71;(7) = m;(pp}) for all processes i € P (including those processes associated to isolated
vertices). By the projection-lemma (Theorem 3.4.4) we learn o = y)u; and 7 = 5. Note
that we have nf (67) = py(pa) s = wa(uy) ps-

Now, let py, p2, p3 € M(A) be arbitrary with 7 = p;p, and 0 = p,p3. Then we obtain the
following:

L # ps = [p2](p2ps) = [p2] (o) (since 0 = psps)
(72 (p10) = [F) () (since 7 = pipy)
=[o7](p1) = [nf(o7)](p1) (since 07 = nf(07))
= [m{uz)us] (p1) - (since nf (07) = wr{p3) s)

In particular, we have [, (p;) # L implying that y; is a prefix of p;. Since we have y; ) =
T = p1p,, Levis lemma for traces (Theorem 3.4.6) implies that p, is a suffix of y). Since
p1> P2, p3 € M(A) were arbitrary with 7 = p;p, and 0 = p,ps, g} is the longest suffix of 7
which is a prefix of ¢. <

Finally, with this characterization of the composition of two simple traces we can see
that each trace 7 € M(€) has an equivalently behaving trace ¢ which is somewhat simple:

Corollary 4.8.11. Let A = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet and T € M(E). Then
there are traces 0y, 05, 03 € MI(A) with T = 6,0,03. These traces can be computed from T
in polynomial time.

Proof. By Theorem 4.8.9 there are uniquely defined traces 0y, 02,03 € M(A) such that
nf (7) = 07(02)0;. Then we learn the following:

7=01(0,)03 (since 7 = nf (1) = 01(0,)03)
= Fl : (<7TA\Isolated(]I) (02))03) (since nlsolated(ﬂ) (02) = 8)
=01 - nf (0,0307) (by Lemma 4.8.10)
= 010,050, . (since nf (0,0307) = 0,0307)

We obtain nf (1) with the help of the rewriting system R 4. The number of rules in this
system is polynomial in A. Since any rule transposes letters a and b or removes infixes of
the form aa, we can apply the rules from 2R 4 at most polynomial many times. «

We can also find traces p;, pa, p5 € M(A) such that 7 = p;p,ps: by Corollary 4.8.11 there
are traces 0y, 03, 03 € M(A) with d(7) = 6,0,03. Then by duality (Corollary 4.8.3) we infer
7 = 03R,Ra R,

Later, we will see that Corollary 4.8.11 is a very helpful tool to prove results concerning
the reachability problem of distributed queue automata.




72 CHAPTER 4. BEHAVIORAL EQUIVALENCE

4.9 Conclusion

We have considered the behavioral equivalence of partially lossy queues and stacks as well
as of distributed stacks and queues. In all of these cases we have found a special normal
form representing the equivalence class. We have seen that the normal forms stem from the
regular languages

NFo, =A {waa|acAwe(F~{a})*}*A* and NFp, =4 A" u{L}

and from the trace languages

NF,, = M(A) {[aa] | a € A\ Isolated(A)}* M(A) and NFp, = M(A)M(A)u{L}.

However, for any kind of queues and any action sequence t we have also found an even
simpler equivalently behaving sequence. Concretely, there are words (resp. traces) s, s,, 53
such that ¢ = 5;s,53. This fact will help us to prove several results across this thesis.

Besides these simple equivalently behaving words or traces we have also studied algebraic
properties like cancellation or Green’s relations. For example, we found out that none of
the considered transformation monoids is cancellative. However, all of these monoids are
cancellative under certain circumstances. Additionally, while Green’s relations are trivial in
the plq monoid there are strong connections of these relations to the aforementioned normal
forms in the pls monoid. We also gave characterizations of the normal forms of compositions
of two transformations. Finally, we recalled the main result from [KKP18] characterizing
the embeddings into the partially lossy queue monoid. A complete picture of the relations
between the plq monoids can be found in Figure 4.2.




CHAPTER 5

Rational Languages

5.1 Introduction

In this chapter (and the following ones) we consider special subsets of the transformation
monoid of several data types. Concretely, we will study two well-known generalizations of
regular languages to arbitrary monoids: so-called rational and recognizable languages. While
the rational languages of a monoid are a generalization of regular expressions and the lan-
guages accepted by nondeterministic finite automata, the recognizable languages generalize
the languages accepted by deterministic finite automata. For example, the rational languages
of the transformation monoid of a data type D correspond to the control components of the
‘D-automata. In this connection the control component of a D-automaton 2 is an (extended)
NFA consisting of the control states of 2l and transitions labeled with the action sequences
the automaton % is allowed to apply to its memory. In other words, the control component
is the automaton 2{ without its input tape.

In text books on algebraic automata theory one can find a rich theory on these two classes
of monoid languages. For example, we refer to [Bery9, Pinio]. One famous result by Kleene
is the coincidence of the classes of rational and recognizable languages in the free monoid
[Kles1]. However, this equivalence does not hold in arbitrary monoids. For example, we will
see later that the classes of rational and recognizable languages in the partially lossy queue
monoid do not coincide. But at least in finitely generated monoids (like the transformation
monoid of any data type) each recognizable language also is rational by McKnight's Theorem
[McK64] (but not necessarily vice versa).

Here and now, we want to study the algorithmic properties of the rational languages of
the partially lossy queue and stack monoids. Such properties encountered increased attention
in recent years. For example, [Loh13] provides a survey on the membership problem for
rational group languages.

Towards the algorithmic properties of rational languages in the pls monoid we generalize
a result by Render and Kambites [RKog] to partially lossy stacks. In that paper the authors
state that the rational languages in polycyclic monoids (recall that such monoids are the
transformation monoids of reliable stacks) are exactly the homomorphic images of some
very simple regular languages. From this result we will learn that membership, intersection
emptiness, universality, and recognizability are decidable. We will also infer that the class of
rational pls languages is closed under Boolean operations.

Additionally, we will see that the membership problem of rational languages in the plq
monoid is decidable using nondeterministic logarithmic space, only. Moreover, we will learn
that the other aforementioned problems inherit the undecidability from their counterparts
in the direct product of N and a free monoid (cf. [CR86, GR86]). Note that we omit the
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distributed variants of queues and stacks here since the results are rather similar to the
partially lossy case.

Before diving into the algorithmic properties of rational languages in the pls and plq
monoid we first need several definitions.

5.2 Definitions

Let M be a monoid. Subsets of M are also called M-languages. An M-language is called
rational if it can be constructed from the finite M-languages using union, concatenation, and
(Kleene) iteration.

If Ml = A* is the free monoid on the alphabet A the rational languages are exactly the
regular languages. Hence, this definition generalizes the semantics of regular expressions
from the free monoid to arbitrary monoids. Let ¢: L. - M be a monoid homomorphism.
Then if S € L is rational in LL the Ml-language ¢(S) < M also is rational. If ¢ is surjective and
T < M is rational then there is a rational L-language S < L with ¢(S) = T [Pin1o].

Remark 5.2.1. Let D = (U, X, ©) be a data type and 2 = (Q, I, D,I,¢, A, F) be a D-
automaton. Since we focus the transformations the automaton % tries to apply to its
memory in this chapter, we will remove the input tape from 2. This results in an
(extended) NFA B = (Q, 2,1, A’, F) where

A'={(p.t,q) [ JaeTu{e}:(p at,q)cA}

(recall that extended NFAs are labeled with words instead of single letters). The ac-
cepted language L(B) < X* is regular. Since 7 is an epimorphism (and, hence, a
homomorphism), the T(D)-language #5(L(B)) ¢ T(D) is rational.

d

There is also another generalization of regularity to arbitrary monoids using DFAs. These
are the so-called recognizable languages:

Definition 5.2.2. Let Ml be a monoid. An M-language S ¢ M is called recognizable it
there is a finite monoid F and a homomorphism ¢:M — [ such that S = ¢~1(¢(S))
holds. In this case, we say that S is recognized by I (via ¢).

d

Let M be a monoid and S € M be an M-language. The syntactic monoid of S is S(S) :=
M/.. where ~ is the following congruence on M: for two elements m, n € M we have m ~ n if,
and only if,

tmreS < €fnreS forallé,reM.

Then S is recognizable in M if, and only if, S(S) is finite. In particular, a recognizable
M-language S is recognized by its syntactic monoid S(S) via the natural epimorphism
¢:m = [m]..

In this case, we can see S(S) as a (deterministic) finite automaton accepting S. In this
connection the set of states is S(S), the initial state is ¢(e) (where e is the identity of M),
and the accepting states are ¢(S). We have a transition from p to g labeled with m € M if,
and only if, p- ¢(m) = q holds in S(S). Then the accepted language of this automaton is S.

Let M be a monoid. Then the class of recognizable M-languages is closed under Boolean
operations and quotients (cf., e.g., [Pin10]). If ¢: L. - M is a monoid homomorphism and
S ¢ M is recognizable in M then its pre-image ¢~!(S) is recognizable in L as well. Moreover,
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if ¢ is surjective then also the converse implication holds, i.e., if ¢~1(S) is recognizable so is
S [Pinio].

If M is a finitely generated monoid then each recognizable M-language in M also is
rational [McK64]. For example, this holds for the transformation monoid of any data type
D since T (D) is generated by the finite set 7 (2). However, we will see in this chapter that
the classes of rational and recognizable languages in the plq and pls monoid do not coincide.
Nevertheless, in the free monoid A* the classes of recognizable and rational languages
coincide with the class of regular languages [Kles1].

We can also consider further subclasses of the rational and recognizable languages of a
monoid:

Definition 5.2.3. Let M be a monoid.

(1) AnM-language S ¢ M is star-free if it can be constructed from the finite M-languages
using union, concatenation, and complementation, only.

(2) A recognizable M-language S ¢ M is aperiodic if there is n € N such that for each
x, ¥,z € M we have
xy"zeS <= xy"zeS.

4

A finite monoid F is called aperiodic if there is a number #n € N such that for each x € F
we have x" = x"*1. In other words, F is aperiodic if it contains no non-trivial groups. We
can see that an M-language S € M is aperiodic if, and only if, its syntactic monoid S(S) is
aperiodic.

In the free monoid A* the classes of aperiodic and star-free languages coincide by Schiit-
zenberger’s Theorem [Sch6s]. By [MP71] these are exactly those languages which are accepted
by so-called counter-free NFAs.

We can also see that the class of star-free languages is closed under Boolean operations
and homomorphic images while the class of aperiodic languages is closed under Boolean
operations and homomorphic preimages.

5.3 Partially Lossy Stacks

First, we consider the languages in the partially lossy stack monoid. We also call these
languages partially lossy stack languages (or pls languages). One aim of this section is to
characterize the rational pls languages in terms of the normal forms of action sequences
which we have defined in the previous chapter. We also show that the class of rational partially
lossy stack languages is a Boolean algebra. Finally, we will see that several decision problems
on rational pls languages, like membership, intersection emptiness, or equality are decidable.
To this end, we follow the proof strategy from Render and Kambites in [RKog] which have
considered those properties for reliable stacks.

We start with a generalization of the characterization of the rational stack languages from
[RKo9, Theorem 5.2]. From that paper we know that a (reliable) stack language T € T(P,)
is rational if, and only if, the normal forms nf (T) of the transformations in T form a regular
language. We will see now that we are in the same situation for arbitrary lossiness alphabets.
Note that the “if ”-implication of this equivalence holds due to the preservation of rationality
under homomorphisms (and the natural epimorphism # is such homomorphism mapping
2 to T(Pq) = NFg, ). The converse implication is the following theorem:
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Theorem 5.3.1. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and T € T(Pq) be a rational
language. Then there is an effectively regular language L < NFp, with (L) = T. The
construction of an NFA accepting this language L is possible in polynomial time.

Proof. Since T is rational there is a regular language K ¢ X* with 5(K) = T. Recall that & is
a monadic semi-Thue system. Then by [BJW82] the set D(K) := {w € Z* | Iv e K:v =¢ w}

of all descendants of words from K is an effectively regular set. Since NF, = AA U {1 is
regular, the set L := D(K) n NFq, is effectively regular as well.

Now, we have to prove that #(L) = T holds. Since the transitions of G4 preserve
behavioral equivalence by Lemma 4.4.1 we have

n(L) € n(D(K)) =n(K)=T.

Conversely, let t € T € T(Pq) be a transformation. Then there is s € K with #(s) = t. By
the definition of &4 and Theorem 4.4.2 we have nf (s) € D(K). Since nf (s) € NFp, we also
have nf(s) € L and, hence, t = n(s) = n(nf(s)) € #(L). <

From Theorem 5.3.1 we infer that the class of rational pls languages is a Boolean algebra.
Note that this statement generalizes Corollary 5.4 from [RKog].

Corollary 5.3.2. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet. The class of rational T(Pq)-
languages is effectively closed under union, intersection, and complement.

Proof. The closure under union is obvious due to the definition of rational languages. Inter-
section can be described in terms of union and complement. Hence, it suffices to consider
the complement operation. To this end, let T < T(P¢) be a rational language. Then by
Theorem 5.3.1 there is an effectively regular language L € NFq, with #(L) = T. By closure
properties of the class of regular languages we can compute K := NFp, \ L. Then

n(K) = n(NFp, N L) =T(Py) ~ (L) =T(Py) T

is effectively rational as well. Note that we can compute a regular expression accepting K.
Finally, from this regular expression we obtain a rational expression in T(Pq) using the
natural epimorphism #. «

Finally, we want to consider several basic decision problems having rational pls languages
as their input. Concretely, we consider the following problems:

Definition 5.3.3. Let M be a monoid. We define the following decision problems:
(1) RarioNnaL MEMBERsHIP(M): Given a rational M-language T € M and an element
x € M. Does x € T hold?

(2) RATIONAL INTERSECTION EMPTINESS(M): Given two rational M-languages S, T <
M. Does Sn T = @ hold?
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(3) RatioNAL UNIVERSALITY(M): Given a rational M-language T ¢ M. Does T = M
hold?

(4) RatioNaL INcLusioN(M): Given rational M-languages S, T € M. Does S ¢ T
hold?

(5) RatioNaL EQuaLiTy(M): Given rational M-languages S, T ¢ M. Does S = T hold?

4

We should mention here, that the complexity of these problems may depend on the way we
represent the rational M-languages in the inputs of these problems, i.e., whether the languages
are represented by an NFA (plus a suitable homomorphism from the free monoid into M)
or by a rational expression. However, in all considered cases in this thesis the complexities
coincide for both representations.

Now, we can prove the decidability of all of these problems by reduction to their counter-
parts in the free monoid:

Corollary 5.3.4. Let T = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet. Then the following statements
hold:

(1) The problems RATIONAL MEMBERSHIP(T(P¢)) and RATIONAL INTERSECTION
EmMpTINESS(T(Pq)) are decidable in polynomial time.

(2) The problems RATIONAL UNIVERSALITY(T(Pq)), RaTioNaL INcLusioN(T(Py)),
and RATIONAL EQUALITY(T(Py)) are PSPACE-complete.

Proof. All of the listed problems can be solved by polynomial time reduction to regular
languages using Theorem 5.3.1. The lower complexity bound of the last three problems is
inherited from their counterparts in the free monoid A* which embeds into T(Py). <

Consider a unary lossiness alphabet Z = (F, U) (i.e., we have |F| + |U| = 1). Then we can also
show that rational membership and intersection emptiness is in NL. We can do this with the
help of an on-the-fly construction of the automaton in Theorem 5.3.1 using nondeterministic
logarithmic space. Since both problems are NL-complete in A7, we also have this lower
complexity bound in T(Pq).

If the lossiness alphabet Z is at least binary, then both problems are also P-hard. This
can be infered by reduction from the reachability problem of PDAs which is P-complete.

In the next section we will also consider the problem UNI1QUE DeciPHERABILITY(M) and
show that it is undecidable in the plq monoid. This problem asks, whether the set T* is
a free submonoid of M which is generated by a given finite number of monoid elements
T ¢ M. Until now, we do not know whether this problem is decidable in the pls monoid.
However, we conjucture that it can be decided (in polynomial time?) with a variation of the
Sardinas-Patterson-algorithm®.

XThe reachability problem is defined later in this thesis. It is in P due to [BEMg7, FWWg;] (cf. Section 9.2).
Its hardness is a well-known fact and can easily be obtained from the problem HORNSAT.
*The Sardinas-Patterson-algorithm solves the unique decipherability problem in the free monoid [SP53].
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Additionally, we will consider the problem RATIONAL RECOGNIZABILITY(M) in the
next section. This problem is defined as follows: Given a rational M-language T ¢ M, is
T recognizable in M? We will see in Chapter 6 that for almost all lossiness alphabets Z a
language T ¢ T(Pq) is recognizable if, and only if, it is a trivial subset of T(Pq) (i.e., if, and
onlyif, T = @ or T = T(P¢) holds). Hence, it is easy to solve the recognizability problem in
the pls monoid.

5.4 Partially Lossy Queues®

Now, we consider the languages in the plq monoid - the so-called partially lossy queue
languages (or plq languages, for short). From [HKZ17, Section 8] we know that the classes of
rational and recognizable queue languages do not coincide. Especially, we know that it is
undecidable, whether a given rational queue language is recognizable. Additionally, [HKZ17]
proved that emptiness of intersection, unique decipherability, and universality of rational
queue languages are undecidable, while the rational membership problem is NL-complete in
the queue monoid. Here, we will show that all of these results also hold for partially lossy
queues with arbitrary underlying lossiness alphabet Z containing at least two letters. First,
we show the positive results:

5.4.1 Decidable Problems

Let Z = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2. Towards the rational membership
problem we first construct an NFA accepting the equivalence class [¢]- (recall that = is the
behavioral equivalence) of an action sequence t € 2*. The states of this automaton represent
the left-divisors of the transformation [¢] in T(Qg ). Then a state representing the left-divisor
[s] is reachable from the initial state (this one represents [¢]) via some action sequence
s" € 2* if we have s = §'. This automaton will have O(|#|*) many states implying that [¢] also
has O(|#]*) many left-divisors in T(Qyz). Its construction will require at most logarithmic
temporary space. Hence, we will be able to use this construction afterwards to decide the
membership problem in nondeterministic logarithmic space. Note that the proof of this
lemma is very close to the proof of [HKZ17, Lemma 8.1] which states this result for reliable
queues, only.

Lemmas.4.1. Let Z = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2. From t € £* we
can construct an NFA accepting [t |- using logarithmic space, only.

Proof. Lett=ay...a, and let 0 < i, j, k < n be natural numbers. For the triple q = (i, j, k)
we define the words ¢, g,, g3 € A* as follows:

qi :=rd(t[1,i]) and g5 := rd(¢[i + 1, j]) as well as
gz := wrt(t[1, k]).
We say that a triple g = (i, j, k) is good if, and only if,

*'The results of this section as well as the ones of Sections 6.4 and 7.3 are published in [Koc22].
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(i) there is a prefix ¢} of g, with g}, € redsup, (g3),
(i) i=0ora; € Aand similarly j=0or «; € A, and

(iii) k=0or a; € A.

We show first, that each good triple q describes an equivalence class [t,]- such that
wrt(t,) and rd(t,) are prefixes of wrt(¢) and rd(¢), respectively. We also show that for each
s € 2* satisfying these properties there is a good triple g with s = ¢,.
> Claim 1. Let q = (i, j, k) be a good triple. Then there is an action sequence t, € X* with
characteristics x(t;) = (92, 9193, 43)-

Proof. By the definition of ¢, q,, and g3 we know that g, is a prefix of wrt(¢) and qiq;
is a prefix of rd(¢). Additionally, since g is good there exists a prefix g} of q, with ¢}, €
redsup, (qs3). Let g4 be the complementary suffix of g, wrt. g}. Then t, := §i{q5,93)q4
satisfies x(y) = (994 0193 43) = (42 193, 43)- <
> Claim 2. Let s € X* where wrt(s) and rd(s) are prefixes of wrt(t) resp. rd(t). Then there is
a good triple q = (i, j, k) with s = t,,.

Proof. Recall that rd(s) = rdi(s)rd,(s) holds, i.e., rd(t) starts with rd;(s)rd,(s). So, if
rd;(s) # e thereis 0 < i < n with rd(¢[1, i]) = rd;(s) and &; € A. Otherwise we set i := 0. If
rdy(s) # ¢ there is i < j < n with rd(#[i + 1, j]) = rdy(s) and «; € A. Otherwise we also set
j := 0. Finally, if wrt(s) # ¢ there is 1 < k < n with wrt(¢[1, k]) = wrt(s) and ay € A since
wrt(s) is a prefix of wrt(t). Otherwise we set k := 0. Then the tuple g := (i, j, k) is good:
g5 = wrty(s) is a prefix of g, = wrt(s) and g}, = wrt;(s) € redsup, (rd(s)) = redsup, (q3).
Additionally, we can see that y(s) = x(t,) holds implying s = . <

Now, the set of states of our NFA consists of all good triples g = (i, j, k) and a unique
error state 1.

The only initial state of the NFA is 1 := (0,0, 0) (this ensures y(t,) = (¢, ¢, €) and, hence,
t, = ¢). A state g = (i, j, k) is accepting if, and only if, t, = t holds (i.e., iff x(#;) = x(t)).

Next, we want to define the transitions of the automaton such that, after reading of s € 2*,
the automaton reaches a state g with £, = s, provided that such state exists. Furthermore, we
want to make sure that such a state exists whenever [s] is a left-divisor of [ ¢].

So, let g = (i, j, k) be a state (i.e., g is good) and a € A. To define the state reached from
q after writing a, let k’ > k be the minimal write-position in ¢ after k. In other words, we
have k' > k, ajs € A,and t[k + 1,k - 1] € A’ If there is no such k’ or if axs # a then the NFA
ends up in the error state Il. Otherwise it moves to p := (i, j, k"), which is a good triple and,
hence, a state of the automaton. Then we have

x(tg-a) = (wrt(t[L, k]) a, rd(¢[L, j]), rd(t[i +1, j]))
= (wrt(t[1, k']), rd(t[1, j]), rd(t[i + 1, j]))
= x(p) .

Now, we define which state is reached from q after executing a. Let j’ > j be the minimal
read-position in t after j. In other words, we have j' > j, aj € A,and t[j+1,j' - 1] € A*. If
there is no such j’ or if aj # @, then the NFA ends up in the error state 1. So, assume that
such j’ exists and ay = @ holds. Consider the word s = sws(wrt(t[1, k]),rd(t[i +1, j])a).
Then we have rd,(f,a) = s by Lemma 4.7.14. Set i’ > i such that i’ = 0 or a;s € A holds as well
asrd(t[i’+1,j']) = s. Then g} € redsup, (rd(¢[i’ +1, j'])) for a prefix ¢, of wrt(¢[L, k]) by
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definition of s. Hence, p := (i’, j/, k) is good and, therefore, a valid state of the NFA and we
put an a-labeled edge from g to p. We obtain

x(tg-a) = (wrt(t[1,k]),rd(¢[1, j]) a,s) (by Lemma 4.7.14)
= (wrt(t[1, k]), rd(¢[1, j']), rd(£[i + 1, 5']))
= x(1p).

This finishes the construction of the NFA.

Now, let s € X*. If there is an s-labeled path from 1 = (0,0, 0) to a non-error state g we
obtain x(s) = x(t,) by induction on |s| from the above calculations. In particular, if g is an
accepting state of our NFA, we know t, = ¢ implying s € [f]-.

Next, let [s] be a left-divisor of [¢]. Then wrt(s) and rd(s) are prefixes of wrt(¢) and
rd(t), respectively, since wrt, rd: ¥* — A* are homomorphisms. Then by induction on |s|
we obtain an s-labeled path from ¢ to a non-error state g with y(s) = x(t,). In particular, if
s € [t]- then we have x(t,) = x(s) = x(t), i.e., q is accepting. Thus, the NFA accepts [t]-.

By the construction of the NFA, it is clear that a Turing-machine with ¢ on its input tape
can, using logarithmic space on its work tape, write the list of all transitions on its one-way
output tape. <

Note that the NFA we have constructed in the proof of Lemma 5.4.1 is actually deterministic.
However, we do not require determinism for the following statement. This theorem states
that the rational membership problem is decidable in the plq monoid:

Theorem 5.4.2. Let T = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2. Then the
problem RatioNAL MEMBERSHIP(T(Qq )) is NL-complete. This complexity result also
holds if the underlying lossiness alphabet L is part of the problem’s input.

Proof. Let Z = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2, t € 2%, and L € T(Q)
be rational. If L is given by a rational expression, we first have to construct an NFA from
this expression. This is possible using only logarithmic space with the help of an on-the-fly
construction: the states of the NFA are the positions in the rational expression and the
transitions are defined accordingly. So, from now on let 2 be given by an NFA over . By
Lemma 5.4.1 there is also an NFA 8 accepting [¢]- which can be constructed using only
logarithmic space.

Then there exists s € L(2l) with s = ¢ if, and only if, L(2) n[¢]= # @ if, and only if, L() n
L(*B) # @. Using an on-the-fly construction of B, this can be decided nondeterministically
in logarithmic space. Hence, the problem is in NL.

Since the free monoid A* embeds into T(Q ) and since the rational subset membership
problem for A* is NL-hard [Jonys], we also get NL-hardness for T(Qg). <

5.4.2 Undecidable Problems

Next we will prove some negative algorithmic results on rational languages of the plq monoid.
Concretely, we will see that the remaining problems defined in the previous section are
undecidable for partially lossy queues.
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In [HKZ17, Section 8] these undecidabilities for reliable queues could be inferred from
an embedding of {a,b}* x {c,d}* into T(Q(gz,4)) for any at least binary alphabet A. Un-
fortunately, this does not work in arbitrary plq monoids since this direct product does not
embed into T(Q((as},0)) by Theorem 4.7.20. Though, we can prove all the undecidability
results considered in [HKZ17] for any plq monoid with at least binary underlying alphabet
A=FuU.

Some of our results base on an embedding of the monoid {a}* x {b, ¢}* into T(Qz).
Unfortunately, this does not help for unique decipherability and rational intersection empti-
ness since their counterparts in {a}* x {b, c}* are decidable. Hence, we have to prove them
directly.

First, we consider the problem UNIQUE DECIPHERABILITY(M) of a monoid M, i.e.,
the question whether a given finite set T ¢ M freely generates T*. In this context, a set
T ¢ M freely generates T* if for any sequences sy,...,sx € T and t,...,t, € T the equation
Sp...8k = t...tpimplies k = €and s; = t; for each 1 < i < k = £. We also say that T* is
uniquely decipherable by T in this case.

We prove the undecidability of the UNIQUE DECIPHERABILITY(T(Qg)) by reduction
from its counterpart in {a, b}* x {¢,d}*. We do this with the help of a special encoding of
the given elements and a further special item.

Theorem 5.4.3. Let L = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2. Then the
problem UNIQUE DECIPHERABILITY(T(Qq )) is undecidable.

Proof. We prove this theorem by reduction of UNIQUE DECIPHERABILITY({a, b}* x{c,d }*),
which is undecidable by [CR86, Theorem 3.1]. So, let a, b € A be distinct letters and

S:= {(xl,yl),. . (xk,yk)} c {a,b}* X {C,d}* .

> Idea. We will now encode these tuples as transformations ty, .. ., t; over {a, b} as follows:
the components x;, . .., xx are mapped to sequences of write actions and the components
Y1 - - .» Yk are mapped to read action sequences. Unfortunately, while the x;’s and the y;s (for
1<1i,j<n)commutein {a,b}* x {c,d}*, it is not necessarily the case that their encodings
also commute (recall that the commutations of write and read actions depend on some
special contexts). But we can simulate the full commutativity of these two components in our
encodings by appending a big number of read actions (this is according to Lemma 4.7.14).
This can be done by introduction of another transformation f, containing more read than
write actions which we append to our encodings sufficiently often.

So, we first define the embeddings f:{a,b}* - A* and g:{c,d}* — A* by f(a) =
g(c) = aaand f(b) = g(d) = ab. Set t, := [bbbbb], t; := [ f(x;)g(y;)] forany1< i < k,

and

T:={t;|0<i<k}cT(Qq).

We show now that §* is freely generated by S if, and only if, T* is freely generated by T.
> Claim 1. If T* is freely generated by T then S* is freely generated by S.
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Proof. We prove this claim by contraposition. So, assume that $* is not freely generated by S.
Then there are two different sequences of indices (i1, ...,i,) # (ji,...> jn) Where m,n >0
such that

(X,'l .. -xim:)’il .. y,m) = (le .. .Xjn,)/jl .. y]n) .
Let € = |f(x;...x;,)| Setp:=t;...t; -t5and q:=t;...t; - t§. It is a simple exercise to
prove nf (#§) = b << b, W» Additionally, by the choice of the two sequences of indices we
have

Wrt(t,-l e tlm) = f(x,-l v xim) = f(le ce x]'n) = wrt(tjl ce t]n) and
rd(ti ... ti,) = 9(i - yin) = 9y - p5,) = 1d(85, .0 8,)
Since |wrt(¢;, ... t;, )]s < € holds (by the choice of £ and f) we obtain a number 0 < k < ¢
with:

(5.1)

bk = sws(wrt(t;, ... t; ),rdy(ti ... t; ) - b%)
= sws(wrt(t;, ...t;, ), b%)
o b))

= SWS(WI't(tj1 jn ,I'dz(tjl . tjn) : be) .

Finally, by application of Lemma 4.7.14 and Corollary 4.7.15 we infer

p= -rdl(t,-l R )Wrt(t,-l R )I‘dz(til cee t,m) . Ee . <<b2€,ﬁ>>ﬂ (bY COTOllarY 4715)

=|rdy(t;, ... t;, )rdy (8, ... 8, )b Fwrt(t;, ... t;, )Ek . «b”,ﬁ»ﬂ (by Lemma 4.7.14)

= |rdi(t), ... t;,)rda(t), ... 1), ) bEFwrt(t;, . .. tjn)Ek : <<b2€,ﬁ»ﬂ (by Equation (5.1))

= >I'd1(tjl ce tjn)WI't(tjl Ce tjn)rdz(tjl ce tjn) . Ee . «bZL’,W»H (bY Lemma 4.7.14)
=q. (by Corollary 4.7.15)

Accordingly T* is not freely generated by T <
> Claim 2. If S* is freely generated by S then T* is freely generated by T.

Proof. Again, we prove this implication by contraposition. Assume that T* is not freely gener-
atedby T. If [¢] € T and, hence, (¢, €) € S holds, S* is obviously not freely generated by S. So,
we can assume that [¢] ¢ T holds and, hence, (¢, €) ¢ S. Then there are indices (iy, ..., i) #
(ji»--»jn) withm,n>0suchthatt; ...t;, =t;...t;, holds. Let (i{,..., ), (jis---sfo)
be the above sequences after deletion of all 0’s. Since t, is the only element in T adding
bb into the projections of write and read actions and due to Proposition 4.7.4, t, does not
commute with any t; where 1 < i < k. Hence, we still have (i],...,i,) # (ji,...> )
wrt(ty ...ty ) =wrt(fy ...ty )andrd(ty ...ty ) =1d(tj ...ty ). Then we have

Flrgeong,) = Wittty ) = Wty ty) = S5,
9()’1{)’1;,) :rd(t,{tl:n,) :I'd(t]itj;,) = g(y]i y];/)
By injectivity of f and g we infer that
(xi{...xi:n,)yi{-..yi:n,) = (in...Xj;,,yj{ y]/n/)

holds, i.e., $* is not freely generated by S. <
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Finally, we have seen that S* is freely generated by S if, and only if, T* is freely gener-
ated by T. So, we have reduced UNIQUE DECIPHERABILITY({a, b}* x {c¢,d}*) to UNIQUE
DEecIPHERABILITY(T(Q4)). Since the former problem is undecidable by [CR86], the latter
one also is undecidable. “«

The next problem to consider is the emptiness of intersections of two rational plq lan-
guages. Given two recognizable plq languages, this problem is decidable since the class of
recognizable languages is effectively closed under intersection. However, we will prove that
this decidability does not hold for arbitrary rational plq languages.

As a corollary we can infer that the class of rational plq languages is not effectively closed
under intersection and complement. Afterwards, we will prove the existence of two rational
languages whose intersection is not rational. In other words, the classes of rational and
recognizable plq languages do not coincide. Nevertheless, each recognizable language in
T(Qq) is rational due to [McK64] since the plq monoid is finitely generated.

Theorem 5.4.4. Let L = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2. Then the
problem RATIONAL INTERSECTION EMPTINESS(T(Qq )) is undecidable.

Proof. We prove this by reduction of Post’s Correspondence Problem (PCP) which is unde-
cidable by [Pos46]. So, let a, b € A be two distinct letters and I = (x;, y;)1<i<k be an instance
of the PCP with x;, y; € A*.
> Idea. The reduction is similar to the proof of Theorem s5.4.3. Here, for each tuple (x;, y;) we
introduce two transformations s; and ¢; in which the write action sequences encode (unary)
the index i and the read actions coincide with x; resp. y;. We then obtain two rational
plq languages S; and T; consisting of non-empty sequences of s;’s resp. t;’s and arbitrarily
many additional read actions. The additional read actions are necessarily to achieve the
commutativity of the write and read action sequences of the s;’s and ¢;.

For 1 < i < k define the transformations s; := [a’bx;] and t; := [a’by;]. Then we can
define rational plq languages as follows:

Spi={s;|1<i<k}[ab ] and T;:={t|1<i<k}[ab ].

Now we show that S; n T; # @ holds if, and only if, I has a solution.
> Claim 1. If S;n Ty # & holds, then I has a solution.

Proof. Let t € §; n T;. Then by definition of S; and T; there are € € N and indices i}, .. ., iy,

and ju, ..., j, (where m, n > 0) such that s; ... s;. [[558] =t=t...1, [[EEE}] holds. Then we
have
X ... x;, ab® =rd(t) = Vi« - -)’jnabe

implying x;, ...x;, = ¥ ... yj,- By
a'b...a"b=wrt(t)=a"b...a"b

we can infer (i1,...,im) = (ji,..., jn) which is a solution of I. <
> Claim 2. If I has a solution, then we have S;n T; # @.
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Proof. Let (i, ..., i,) with m > 0 be a solution of I, i.e., we have x; ... x;, = y; ... yi,. Set
s'i=s;...5;, and t' :=t; ...t; andsets:= s’[{ﬁgmﬂ]] €eSyand t:= t’[[ﬁgmﬂ]] € T;. Then we
have wrt(s) = wrt(t) and rd(s) = rd(¢). Furthermore, by Corollary 4.7.15 we have

s = [rd(s")wrt(s)rdy(s’) ab™1] and ¢ = [rd;(¢")wrt(t)rd,(¢) ab™*1].

Note that we have |wrt(s)|, = [wrt(t)|, = m. Hence, there exists a number 0 < k < m with

b* = sws(wrt(s), rd,(s")ab™ ") (since |wrt(s)|, < m +1)
= sws(wrt(s), b™) = sws(wrt(t), b™*) (since wrt(s) = wrt(t))
= sws(wrt(t), rdy (¢ )ab™")
implying rd,(s) = b* = rd,(t). This finally implies x(s) = x(¢),ie,s=teSnTr+@. <
Hence, we reduced PCP to RATIONAL INTERSECTION EMPTINESS(T(Q4 )) which is there-
fore undecidable. “«

To prove that the rational plq languages are not closed under intersection and to prove
the undecidability of the next problems we use an embedding of {a}* x {b, c}* into the
plq monoid. Assume that a,b € A holds and that a and b are distinct letters. Such an
embedding is y: {a}* x {b, c}* = T(Q,) which is induced by y(a, ) = [a], y(e, b) = [ab]
and y(e, ¢) = [{EE]] (cf. Theorem 4.7.20 and [KKP18, Lemma 6.17]). Note that there are
some commutations in {a}* x {b, c}*:

(a,e)-(&,b)=(a,b)=(&,b)-(a,e) and (a,e)-(e,¢c)=(a,c)=(&c)(a,¢).
The map y preserves these commutations:
v(a,¢)-y(e b) = [aab] = [aba] = w(e,b) - y(a,e) and
y(a,€) y(e,c) = [aabb] = [abba] = y(e,¢) - y(a,¢)

according to the equations from Lemma 4.7.2.

(5.2)

Theorem 5.4.5. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2. The class of
rational T(Qq )-languages is not closed under intersection. In particular, the class of
recognizable T(Qgq )-languages is a proper subclass of the rational T (Qq )-languages.

Proof. Consider the following rational relations in {a}* x {b, c}*:
X:={(a",b"c")|m,neN} and Y:={(a™ b"c™)|m,neN}.

Then y(X) and y(Y) are rational in T(Qg ). Suppose that w(X) ny(Y) is rational. Then
there is a regular language L ¢ ¥* with (L) = y(X) ny(Y). Since v is injective we have

y(X)ny(Y) =y(XnY) =y({(a",b"c") | neN})

Hence, by definition of y we have rd(L) = {(ab)"(abb)" | n € N} which would be regular
since rd is a homomorphism. But this is a contradiction to the Pumping Lemma.

Towards the second statement, recall that T(Qq) is finitely generated. Then from
[McK64] we know that each recognizable plq language is rational. From the first state-
ment and from the fact that the class of recognizable languages is closed under intersection,
we infer that y(X) and y(Y) are rational but not recognizable. <
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From the previous theorem we also infer that the class of rational plq languages is not
closed under complement. Otherwise closure under complement and union would also
imply closure under intersection, contradicting our theorem above.

By [; ¢ T(Qq) we denote the image of y, i.e., v is an isomorphism from {a}* x {b, c¢}*
into I;. It is easy to see that I; = {[a], [ab], [abb]}* holds. In the following lemma we
prove that recognizability in this submonoid implies recognizability in the whole plq monoid.

Lemma 5.4.6. Let 7 = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2 and T c I be
recognizable in q. Then T is recognizable in T (Qq ).

Proof. Let T ¢ I be recognizable in I;. Then w1(T) ¢ {a}* x {b, c}* is recognizable in
{a}* x {b, c}*. Due to Mezeis Theorem [Ber79, Theorem IIL.1.5] there are regular languages
Vi c{a}* and W, c {b, c}* with

y (1) = U Vixw,.
I<i<k
Now we define two homomorphisms g: {a}* - A* by g(a) = a and h:{b,c}* - A*
by h(b) = ab and h(c) = abb. Note that we have [g(a)] = y(a,¢), [h(b)] = y(&, b), and
[h(c)] = w(e, c). Then g(V;), h(W;) € A* are regular as well. Hence, wrt™'(g(V;)) and
rd™'(h(W;)) are recognizable in T(Q4 ) and therefore

U wit(g(V;)) nrd™ (h(W)))

1<i<k

also is recognizable. Finally we have to prove that this language equals T

> Claim. We have T = Ui wrt™ (g(V;)) nrd ™ (h(W))).

Proof. First, let t € T ¢ [;. Then there is a tuple (v,w) € {a}* x {b,c}* with y(v,w) = t.
Since (v,w) € y71(t) C y}(T) thereis 1 < i < k with v € V; and w € W;. Then we have

= y(vw) =y )y ) = [g(rRTD] (by Equation (5.2)
ewrt(g(v)) nrd™' (h(w)) cwrt(g(V7)) nrd ™' (h(W;)) .

Conversely, let 1 < i < k and t € wrt™'(g(V;)) nrd™'(h(W;)). Then there are v € V;
and w € W; with wrt(t) = g(v) and rd(¢) = h(w). From the definition of g and h we infer
wrt(t) € a* and rd(t) € {¢} U A*b. Since a # b holds, we learn that ¢ is the only suffix r, of
rd(t) having a prefix w; of wrt(t), which is a reduced Z-superword of r,. Hence, we have
rd,(t) = ¢ and therefore ¢t = [h(w)g(v)] = w(v,w). Finally, from v € V; and w € W; we
learn (v,w) € y"Y(T) implying ¢t = y(v,w) € T. <

All in all, we have seen that T is recognizable in T(Q ). «

To prove the undecidability of the rational universality and the recognizability problem
we use the embedding y and the results from Gibbons and Rytter [GR86] which state that
the counterparts of these problems in {a}* x {b, c}* are undecidable. Note that rational
universality can be reduced to rational inclusion and equality. Hence, these two problems
also are undecidable in the plq monoid.
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Theorem 5.4.7. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2. Then the
following statements hold:

(1) The problem RATIONAL UNIVERSALITY(T(Qq)) is undecidable. Consequently, the
problems RaTioNAL INCLUSION(T'(Q4)) and RaTtioNAL EQuaLITY(T(Qq)) also
are undecidable.

(2) The problem RATIONAL RECOGNIZABILITY(T(Qq )) is undecidable.

Proof. We first prove (1). To thisend, let T < {a}*x{b, c}* be rational. Then y(T) is rational
in T(Qg). Due to Lemma 5.4.6 the language [; is recognizable in T(Qy ). Therefore T(Qq ) \
II; is recognizable and, hence, rational in T(Qq) since this monoid is finitely generated.
Consequently, y(T) u (T(Qqg) \ L) is rational as well. This plq language equals T(Qq ) if,
and only if, y(T) = Iq, i.e, T = {a}* x {b, c}*. But this latter question is undecidable by
[GR86, Theorem 2(Q4)].

Finally, we prove (2). Let T ¢ {a}* x {b, ¢} * be rational. Then y/(T) is rational in T(Qy ).
By Lemma 5.4.6 y(T) is recognizable in T(Qy ) if, and only if, it is recognizable in I;. This
is the case if, and only if, T is recognizable in {a}* x {b, c}*. But this latter question is
undecidable by [GR86, Theorem 2(Q6)]. <

This theorem states that it is undecidable whether # (L) is recognizable for a given regular
language L € X*. This question is equivalent to ask whether the language #7!(# (L)) is regular
it L ¢ 2* is a regular language. However, we are able to decide a related problem in the
free monoid of basic queue actions. Concretely, we can decide whether, for a given regular
language L € X*, the equation #7!(#(L)) = L holds. This is the case if, and only if, L is closed
under behavioral equivalence. So, we have to show that L is closed under each equation from
Lemma 4.7.2:

Theorem 5.4.8. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet. Then the following problem is
decidable:

Input: A regular language L € >*
Question: Is L closed under behavioral equivalence?

Proof. We prove this with the help of a rational transduction (cf. [Bery9]). To this end, let T
be the following rational transduction:

LuIi{(¢r),(r,€)| €= risanequation in Lemma 4.7.2} I

where Iy = {(a, &) | « € X} is the identity relation on . Then by Theorem 4.7.8 a language
L c >~ is closed under = if, and only if, L = 7(L) holds. If L is a regular language then 7(L)
also is regular. Hence, we can finally check whether L = 7(L) holds. <

Note that for a regular language L < X* with L = 57'(5(L)) the plq language #(L) is
recognizable. Nevertheless the converse implication is not true in the general case: let
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a,b € A be two distinct letters. Then the plq language n(a*g*) is recognizable but a*b is
not closed under behavioral equivalence.

5.5 Conclusion

We have considered the rational languages of the partially lossy queue and stack monoid,
respectively. Concretely, we have studied several classical decision problems on this class of
languages, which are known to be decidable for regular languages.

First, we have generalized a result by Render and Kambites (cf. [RKog]) to partially lossy
stacks. In other words, we have seen that a language in the pls monoid is rational if, and
only if, the normal forms of the elements in this set build a regular language. Moreover,
we can compute this regular language in polynomial time. From this result we infer the
closure of the class of rational languages under Boolean operations and the decidability of
the rational membership, intersection emptiness, universality, inclusion, and equivalence
problem in polynomial time or space. However, until now it is still unknown whether also
unique decipherability is decidable.

For the rational plq languages we have shown that the membership problem is decidable
using only nondeterministic logarithmic space. We have also seen that all of the other
aforementioned problems are undecidable.







CHAPTER 6

Recognizable Languages

6.1 Introduction

In the previous chapter we have introduced the rational and recognizable languages of a given
monoid. Concretely, we have focused on the algorithmic aspects of rational languages in
the partially lossy queue and stack monoids. Unfortunately, most of the mentioned decision
problems (like intersection emptiness, universality, and recognizability) are undecidable in
the plqg monoid. However, we can also study the recognizable languages of this monoid (recall
that by [McK64] any recognizable language is rational). In this case, all of the aforementioned
problems get decidable by known constructions from automata theory. This is also another
indication that the rational plq languages are not effectively recognizable. In this chapter we
will see another evidence that the class of recognizable languages is a proper subclass of the
rational languages in the plq monoid: the class of recognizable plq languages is not closed
under product and iteration. We will also see that the classes of recognizable and rational
languages in the pls monoid do not coincide as well, since in most cases there are only the
two trivial recognizable languages: the monoid itself and the empty set.

Hence, since in all considered cases there are rational languages which are not recogniza-
ble, we may ask in which cases a rational language is recognizable. To this end, we will give
several characterizations of the recognizable languages. First, we consider those languages
in the pls monoid. As mentioned before, for partially lossy stacks with an at least binary
lossiness alphabet, there are only two recognizable languages. If the underlying lossiness
alphabet is unary, then the recognizable pls languages are recognized by finite, cyclic groups.

Afterwards, we consider the recognizable plq languages. We will first give some kind
of rational expressions which generate exactly the recognizable languages. To this end, we
need special restrictions to the monoid’s product and iteration, which results in the so-
called g-rational languages. Note that this approach is similar to Ochmanski’s c-rational
trace languages [Och85] generating the recognizable trace languages in terms of rational
operations (in this case we restrict the iteration to connected trace languages, only).

Additionally, we will present a characterization of the recognizable plq languages in
terms of a monadic second-order logic. This logic is derived from another logic introduced
by Biichi in [Biic60]. In that logic we understand words as linear orders of positions labeled
with the letters of the underlying alphabet. Biichi proved that the monadic second-order
logic on this interpretation of words describes exactly the class of regular languages. From
this result we obtain an even brighter understanding on how to formalize the behavior of
finite automata. A similar logic concerning recognizable trace languages was introduced by
Ebinger in [Ebig4, Ebigs]. In this chapter we will give another monadic second-order logic
describing the recognizable plq languages.
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6.2 Partially Lossy Stacks

First, we consider the recognizable pls languages. In the previous chapter we have learned
that a pls language T is rational if, and only if, the set of normal forms of T is a regular
language. In other words, we already know a simple characterization of the rational languages.
However, one may also ask for a characterization of the recognizable languages. We already
know that in the bicyclic monoid T((;) (recall that this is the transformation monoid of
a pls P with a unary lossiness alphabet 7), a language is recognizable if, and only if, its
syntactic monoid is a finite cyclic group [CP61]. In this section we will give a proof of this
result. Additionally, we will show that for any other lossiness alphabet Z = (F, U) (i.e., we
have |F| + |U| > 2) the pls monoid has only trivial recognizable languages.

To this end, we consider the natural homomorphism ¢: T(Pq) — S(T') into the syntactic
monoid of a pls language. This function is even surjective and, hence, an epimorphism. So,
let f be any epimorphism into a finite monoid F. We show in the next lemma that the images
of the write and read actions of a letter a € A induce a subgroup in FF.

Lemma 6.2.1. Let 7 = (F, U) be alossiness alphabet, F be a finite monoid, f:T(Pq) -
IF be an epimorphism into ¥, and a € A. Then f({[a],[a]}*) is a subgroup of F which
is generated by f([a]). In particular, this subgroup is cyclic and has the identity f([¢]).

Proof. Since I is a finite monoid, there are numbers 0 < m < n with f([a™]) = f([a"]).
Then we observe the following:

f([a]) = f([a™a™a]) (since a™a™ = ¢ by Lemma 4.4.1(1))
= f([a"a"a]) (since f([a™]) = f([a"]))
= f([a"™a]) (since m < nand a™a"™ = ¢)
= f([a""]). (since m < n)

Hence, f({[a],[a]}*) is generated by f([a]). Moreover, from aa = ¢ we know that f([a])
is the right-inverse of f([a]). We finally have to prove that f([a]) also is the left-inverse of
f([a]). This can be shown with the following calculations:

f([a])- f(laD) = f([a"™"D) - f([a])
(L")

(la]) - f([a"])
(

(

[a])- f([a]) = f([aal)
[e]) -

Hence, f([a]) has the inverse element f([a]). Since f([a]) generates f({[a], [a]}*), this
set is a cyclic group. «

f
f
f
f

From this statement we can finally infer the following characterization of the recognizable
counter languages, i.e., of the recognizable pls languages with underlying unary lossiness
alphabet Z:
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Theorem 6.2.2. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F|+|U| = 1and T ¢ T(Pq).
Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) T is recognizable in T(Pq).

(2) The syntactic monoid S(T) of T is a finite cyclic group [CP61].

(3) T is a finite union of pls languages Sy := {[t] € T(Pq) | |t|a — |t|z mod k = €}
where k, € € N with k > ¢.

Proof. Let A= FuU = {a}. We prove these equivalences with the help of three implications.
First, we prove “(3)=(1)". To this end, we show that Sy , is recognizable for k, ¢ € N with
k > €. There exists an epimorphism f:T(Pq) - Zj satistying f([a]) = 1and f([a]) = k-1
(in other words, each basic transformation [a] increases a number modulo k and each [a]
decreases this number). Then we can see f~1(¢) = Si,. Hence, Sk is recognizable and,
therefore, the finite union T of such languages also is recognizable.

Next, let T be recognizable in T(Pq ). Then the syntactic monoid S(T') of T is finite
and T is recognized via the natural epimorhism ¢: T(Pq) - S(T): ¢ — [¢t]. (where ~ is the
syntactic congruence on T(Pq)). Then due to Lemma 6.2.1 $(T(Pg)) = ¢({[a], [a] }*) is
a cyclic group.

Finally, assume that S(T) is a finite cyclic group. In other words, we have S(T) = Zj for
anumber k € N\ {0}. Then there is an epimorphism f:T(Py) - Z;. We can assume that
f([a]) =1holds (where A = {a}) since Zy is generated by the element f([a]) according to
Lemma 6.2.1. Since T is recognized by Zj via f there is a finite set X ¢ Z; with f~1(X) = T.
But then we have

T=f(X) = U F(0) = U See-

teX leX <

Next, we consider the non-unary case. In other words, we consider the recognizable
partially lossy stack languages with an underlying at least binary lossiness alphabet 7. To
this end, we first show that the image of an epimorphism f: T(?Pq) - F into a finite monoid
FF is the trivial subgroup:

Lemma 6.2.3. Let 7 = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2, F be a finite
monoid with identity e, f:T(Pq) - F be an epimorphism into IF, and a € A. Then we

have f([a]) =e.

Proof. Since |A| = |F|+|U| > 2 thereis aletter b € A~ {a}. By Lemma 6.2.1 there is a positive
number n € N\ {0} with f([b"]) = f([€]). Since f([b]) is the inverse element of f([b])

we also have f([b']) = f([e]).

Now, we have to distinguish two cases:
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(1) a € F is a forgettable letter. Then we obtain the following:

f(lal) = f([aD) - F([2"D) (since £([?"]) = f([¢])
[ab])

[[En] ) (since ab=b by Lemma 4.4.1(3))
[e]) =e. (by the choice of n)

—_~ o~ o~ o~

f
f
f
(2) a € U is an unforgettable letter. Then we learn
f(la]) = f(la]) - £([8"D) (since f([5"]) = f(Le]))
= f([ab])
= f([u]). (since ab = 1L by Lemma 4.4.1(2))

Since F is finite there is a number m € N\ {0} with f([a™]) = f([¢]). Then we finally

f(la]) = £(Qu]) = FAu"]) = f([a™]) = f(e]) =e. «

This finally shows that the partially lossy stack monoids with an at least binary lossiness
alphabet have only trivial recognizable languages:

Theorem 6.2.4. Let T = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2 and let
T c T(Pq) be a partially lossy stack language. Then T is recognizable if, and only if, the
syntactic monoid S(T) of T is a singleton. In particular, T is recognizable iff T = & or
T =T(Pq) holds.

Proof. Let T € T(Pq) be recognizable. Then its syntactic monoid S(T) is finite and rec-
ognizes T via the natural epimorphism ¢: T(Pz) - S(T). By Lemma 6.2.3 we know
f([t]) = e = [€]. for each action sequence ¢ € X*. Hence, by surjectivity of f we infer
S(T) = {[e].}. Conversely, let T ¢ T(Py) have a syntactic monoid with [S(T)| = 1. Then
this monoid is finite and, hence, T is recognizable. «

6.3 Intermezzo: Biichi’s Theorem

Next, we want to characterize the recognizable partially lossy queue languages. One of the
characterizations is a special logic on transformations of a partially lossy queue. This logic
will be in some sense a generalization of Biichi’s word logic. Hence, we should first recall this
special logic:

Let A be an alphabet. The signature A*i consists of the binary symbol < and the unary
symbol A, for each a € A.

Letw = a,...a, be aword with ay, ..., a, € A. The word model of w is the relational

A-structure
w = (dom(w), <", (A} )aea)

XiiThe name A of this signature stems from the greek phrase “Aé¢&x” which translates to “word”
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where dom(w) := {1,..., n} is the set of positions in w, <" is the natural (strict) ordering on
dom(w), and A? := {i e dom(w) | a; = a} is the set of all positions in w labeled with the
letter a € A. Note that (A" )4 is a partition of the set dom(w).

Example 6.3.1. Let w = abbacb. Then we have dom(w) = {1,...,6}, A¥ = {1,4},
A} ={2,3,6},and A} = {5}. .

Now, we are considering formulas over the signature A. To simplify notation we also
write Ag(x) instead of the formula V3 A,(x) for any non-empty B € A. Moreover, we
write x < yinstead of x < y v x = y.

Let ¢ € MSO[ 1] be a sentence (i.e., ¢ contains no free variables). Then the language
defined by ¢ is L(¢) := {w € A* | w = ¢}. Alanguage L € A* is MSO[A]-definable if there is
a sentence ¢ € MSO[A] with L = L(¢). Similarly, L is FO[]-definable if there is a sentence
¢ € FO[A] with L = L(¢).

Theorem 6.3.2. Let A be an alphabet and L € A* be a language. Then the following
statements hold:

(1) (Biichi’s Theorem) L is regular if, and only if, L is MSO[ A ]-definable [Biic6o].
(2) L is aperiodic if, and only if, L is FO[1]-definable [MP71]. <

6.4 Partially Lossy Queues

We have already seen that it is undecidable whether a given rational language is recognizable
(cf. Theorem 5.4.7(2)). However, we want to characterize in which cases a rational language
is recognizable. Concretely, we give some rational-like expressions which are fully describing
the recognizable plq languages. To this end, we have to introduce some special restrictions
to the concatenation and iteration of recognizable languages. Additionally, we have to add a
non-monotonic operation to our expressions: the complement operation. We call languages
constructed via these restricted operations the g-rational languages in T(Qq ) (the definition
of this notion can be found at Page 104). With the help of this definition we will obtain a
characterization in the manner of Kleene [Kles1]. Additionally, we want to translate Biichi’s
Theorem [Biic60] to the plq monoid. We do this with the help of special modifications of
Biichi’s word logic MSO[ 1] which we have defined in the previous section. Concretely, our
new logic MSO[ o] still identifies an action sequence w € X* as a set of positions labeled with
letters from X. But in contrast to the word logic we have to restrict comparisons between
write and read actions to ensure that our logic only describes recognizable plq languages.
The full definition of this logic can be found at Page 107.

Now, we state the main theorem of this section. As mentioned before, we will give
the concrete definitions of q-rational languages and the logic MSO[ 0] later in this section.
We prove this theorem with the help of three implications in Propositions 6.4.22, 6.4.28
and 6.4.31.
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Theorem 6.4.1. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F|+|U| > 2and T ¢ T(Qq).
Then the following statements are effectively equivalent:

(A) T is recognizable.

(B) T is g-rational.

(C) T is MSO[o]-definable.

6.4.1 Some Helpful Characterizations

Before diving into the proof of Theorem 6.4.1 we prove two further characterizations of the
recognizable plq languages which turned out to be convenient for the simplification of our
proof. We already know these characterizations from Huschenbett et al. [HKZ17] which were
given there for the transformation monoid T(Q(4 4)) of a reliable queue. Here, we generalize
these equivalences to plq monoids T(Qg ) with arbitrary lossiness alphabet Z = (F, U).

Concretely, we prove the correspondence of recognizability in the plq monoid to regular-
ity in the underlying free monoid. We also describe the recognizable languages in terms of
Boolean combinations of plq languages wrt™!(R), rd"'(R), and some special languages ,
for regular languages R € A* and numbers € € N:

Definition 6.4.2. Let 7 = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet and ¢ € T(Qg). Then the
overlap’s bounded width of t is

obw(t) := inf{|rd2(s)| | s € T(Qq),wrt(s) = wrt(t),rd(s) = rd(t), [rd,(s)| > ]rdz(t)|}.
Similarly, for w € £* we may define obw(w) := obw([w]). Furthermore, for £ € N set

Qp:={teT(Qq) | obw(t) > £}. )
The overlap’s bounded width specifies the minimal length of the overlap of a transformation
having the same projections and a longer overlap. If no such word exists then we set this value
to co. In particular, we have t € Q, for a transformation ¢ € T(Q, ) and a number ¢ € N if,
and only if, any transformation s € T(Qy ) having the same projections (i.e., wrt(s) = wrt(¢)
and rd(s) = rd(t)) and a longer overlap (i.e., [rd,(s)| > |rd,(#)|) also satisfies |rd,(s)| > 2.

Example 6.4.3. Let T = (@, {a,b}) and t = [ababaabbabab]. Then there are two
transformations with the same projections and longer overlaps:

s, = [abaabbaabbab] and s, = [aabbaabbaabb] .

We have |rd,(s;)| = 4 and |rd,(s;)| = 6. Therefore we obtain obw(t) = 4, obw(s;) = 6,
and obw(s,) = co. Hence, t € Q3 \ Q4 holds.

4

From [HKZ17, Observation 9.1] we already know that the reliable queue languages
{t e T(Qp,u)) | |rd2(t)| > €} are not recognizable for any number ¢ € N. This means, there
is no non-trivial property of the overlap’s width |rd, ()| which is recognizable in the reliable
queue monoid T(Q v)). An appropriate alternative for the generators of the Boolean
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algebra of recognizable plq languages has been found in such kind of “over-approximation”
of the overlap’s length (note that obw(¢) > |rd,(¢)| holds). Additionally, the following two
observations provide more motivation of this notion. First, we show that the characteristic
x(t) of the transformation t € T(Qq ) is fully described by wrt(t), rd(t), and obw(t).

Observation 6.4.4. Let T = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2 and
s,t € T(Qq). Then we have wrt(s) = wrt(t), rd(s) = rd(t), and obw(s) = obw(¢) if,
and only if, s = t holds.

Proof. The implication “<” is obvious. So, we only have to prove the converse implication.
Lets, t € T(Qq ) be two transformations with wrt(s) = wrt(¢), rd(s) = rd(t), and obw(s) =
obw(t). Due to Theorem 4.7.8 it suffices to show rd,(s) = rd,(t).

By definition of obw(.) we know

[rd,(s)| < obw(s) = obw(¢) = inf{|rd2(u)|

ueT(Qq), wrt(u) = wrt(t),rd(u) = rd(t),}
[rd2 ()] > |rda (1) '

Recall that wrt(s) = wrt(¢) and rd(s) = rd(¢) holds. Then |rd,(s)| > |rd,(#)| would imply
obw(#) < |rdy(s)| < obw(s) = obw(t), which is impossible. Hence, we have |rd,(s)| <
[rd,(¢)|. By symmetry we also obtain |rd,(s)| > |rd,(¢)|. In other words, rd,(s) and rd,(t)
are suffixes of rd(s) = rd(¢) having the same length, i.e., we have rd,(s) = rd,(¢). This
implies y(s) = x(t) and, therefore, s = t. «

This means, similar to the characteristic (), the triple (wrt(¢), rd(t), obw(¢)) is an-
other kind of characterization of the transformation t € T(Q ).

The following observation proves that from a transformation t € T(Qg) with small
overlap’s bounded width we obtain another transformation s € T(Q4 ) which has an overlap
rd,(s) of this bounded width. This knowledge is very helpful to prove Theorem 6.4.1 and the
succeeding Theorem 6.4.6.

Observation 6.4.5. Let 7 = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2, £ € N,
and t € T(Qq). Then obw(t) < € if, and only if, there is r, € At with rd(t) € A*r, and
wy € redsup, (1) for a prefix wy of wrt(t) such that |rd,(t)| < |ra|.

Proof. We first suppose obw(t) > £. Letr, € A<¢ such thatrd(t) € A*r, and w; € redsup, (r,)
for a prefix w; of wrt(t). Furthermore, let r; € A* with rd(t) = rr,. Set s := [rywrt(t)7,].
Then we have wrt(s) = wrt(t), rd(s) = rd(t), and |rd,(s)| < |r,| < €. Since w; € redsup, (r,)
and w is a prefix of wrt(¢) = wrt(s), we have rd,(s) = r, according to Corollary 4.7.15. Since
[rdy ()] < |rdy(s)| would imply obw(t) < |rdy(s)| < €, we have [rdy(2)| > [rda(s)| = |r2-

Now assume obw(t) < £. Then there is s € T(Qq) with wrt(s) = wrt(¢), rd(s) = rd(t),
and |rd,(t)| < |rd,(s)| < €. Consider r, := rd,(s). Then we have |r;| = |[rd,(s)| < &, rd(¢) =
rd(s) € A*r,, and w, € redsup,, (,) for a prefix w; € A* of wrt(s) = wrt(t). <
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With the help of the overlap’s bounded width and the knowledge from the previous
observations we are able to state the following equivalences:

Theorem 6.4.6. Let L = (F, U) be alossiness alphabet with |F|+|U| > 2and T € T(Qq).
Then the following statements are effectively equivalent:
(i) T is recognizable.
(ii) n7(T)nA A*A" is regular.
(iii) T is a Boolean combination of plq languages of the form wrt™'(R), rd"'(R), and
Qy for regular languages R € A* and numbers € € N.

Note that #71(T) € 2~ is the union of the equivalence classes of the behavioral equiva-
lence in T. From Corollary 4.7.15 we also know that each such equivalence class contains a
word from A" A*A". Hence, the language #7!(T) N A" A*A" contains at least one representa-
tive from each equivalence class of the behavioral equivalence = in T.

Remark 6.4.7. Let Z = (&, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |U| > 2 (i.e., we are con-
sidering a reliable queue). Huschenbett et al. proved in [HKZ17] that we can extend
Theorem 6.4.6 by the following item:

(iv) 77(T) N A*A” A* is regular.

However, this theorem cannot be expanded by the statement “x~'(T) N L is regular”

where L is either Z*A*, A*X*, or the union of both languages.

Moreover, this fourth item is not equivalent for other lossiness alphabets. So, let
7 = (F,U) with F # @ and |F| + |U| > 2. For two distinct letters a, b € A with a € F the
language T := {[@"a"bb] | n € N} is not recognizable since

n”(T) = {a@"a"bb | neN}

is no regular language. However, the language 77!(T) n A*A” A* = {bb} is finite and,
therefore, regular. }

The Implication “(i)=(ii)” in Theorem 6.4.6

The first implication in Theorem 6.4.6 that we want to prove is very simple:

Proposition 6.4.8. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and T ¢ T(Qq) be recogni-
zable. Then 7 (T) N A A*A" is regular.

Proof. Since T is recognizable, the language #7!(T') is recognizable and hence regular. Since
the class of regular languages is closed under intersection, #7/(T) N A A*A’ is regular. <
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The Implication “(ii)=(iii)” in Theorem 6.4.6

Towards the proof of the second implication in Theorem 6.4.6 we fix an arbitrary lossiness
alphabet Z = (F, U) with |F| + |U| > 2. Let T ¢ T(Q4) be a plq language such that #71(T) n
A" A*A’ isregular. Now, we will partition T into two plq languages: TnQ, and TNT(Qq )~ £,
for an appropriate natural number € € N. We will show then that both plq languages satisty
property (iii) of Theorem 6.4.6. This means, both languages are a Boolean combination of plq
languages of the form wrt™'(R), rd ' (R), and Q; for regular languages R ¢ A* and numbers
k € N. To prove this result, we first show that any transformation t € Q with k € N having at
least k read actions has the same behavior as another one ending with k read actions.

Lemma 6.4.9. Let t € T(Qq) and ry,r, € A* with rd(t) = riry and |rdy(t)] < || <
obw(t). Then we have t = [rywrt(t)7,].

Proof. If obw(t) < oo holds, this number is the length of the shortest suffix s € A* of rd(¢)
which is longer than rd, (#) and satisfies p € redsup, (s) for a prefix p of wrt(¢). By minimality
of obw( t) we obtain sws(wrt(t), ;) = sws(wrt(t),rd,(¢)) = rd,(t) for each suffix r, of rd(¢t)
with |rd,(#)] < |r2| < obw(t). Hence, application of Lemma 4.7.14 and Corollary 4.7.15 yields

t = [rdi(H)wrt(t)rd,(1)] = [Fwrt(1) 7]

where r; is the complementary prefix of rd(t) wrt. r,.

If otherwise obw(t) = oo, we know w; ¢ redsup, (r,) for any prefix w; € A* of wrt(t)
and for any suffix r, € A* of rd(¢) which is longer than rd,(¢). This implies sws(wrt(¢),7,) =
rd, () in this case. Hence, utilization of Lemma 4.7.14 and Corollary 4.7.15 results in

t = [rdi () wrt(t)rdy(1)] = [Fwrt(£) 7]

where 71 is the complementary prefix of rd(t) wrt. r,. «

Now, we prove that the aforementioned partitions of T ¢ T(Qg ) coincide with Boolean
combinations of languages wrt!(R), rd"'(R), and Q; for regular languages R ¢ A* and
numbers k € N. Note that by swapping projections this lemma generalizes the proofs of
[HKZ17, Lemmas 9.9-9.11] which state these results for the reliable queue monoid, only.

Lemma 6.4.10. Let £ € N and T ¢ T(Qq ) such that n~'(T) N A A*A_ is recognized by
a monoid with € elements. Then the following two plq languages satisfy property (iii) of
Theorem 6.4.6:

(1) TnQpand
(2) TnT(Qq)\ Q.

Proof. Let L = #7}(T) A" A*A” be recognized by the finite monoid F with £ := |F| via the
homomorphism ¢: 2* — F. Furthermore, define y, u: A* — F such that y(w) = ¢(w) and
B(w) = ¢(w).
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(1) v Idea. We first consider those transformations ¢ € T(Qg ) satisfying obw(¢) > €. If t con-
tains only few read actions (i.e., [rd(#)| < €), then Lemma 6.4.9 yields ¢ = [wrt(¢)rd(t)].
Hence, we have t € T if, and only if, wrt(#)rd(¢) € L holds. Otherwise we have [rd(¢)| > €.
In this case Lemma 6.4.9 yields the existence of words x, y, z, r, € A* with |r,| = € and

t = [xyzr,]. We will show in Claim 1 that in this case we have

teT < xyzr,€ L <= xzyr,€L.

In both cases the latter property can be expressed as described in property (iii) of
Theorem 6.4.6.
We will show the first statement by establishing the following equation:
TnQe= |J rd'(r)nwrt(u(B))nQe

rzeAd,ﬁelF:
Bu(r2)ed(L)

v U rd(E i (a)r) nwrt (p(B)) n Q.

rzeAe,oc,ﬁe]F:
apu(r2)ep(L)

We denote the left- and right-hand side of this equation by Y and Z, respectively.
Clearly, we have Y, Z ¢ Q,. Hence, it suffices to show, given t € ,, that t € Y holds if,
and only if, t € Z holds. Towards this equivalence we first have to prove the following
claim:
> Claim 1. Lett € Q,, r, € A* be the longest suffix of rd(t) with |r,| < €, and r; € A* be the
complementary prefix of rd(t) wrt. r,. Then we have t € T if, and only if, [riwrt(t)7;] € T.
Proof. If |rd(t)| < € holds, we have r, = rd(¢) and r; = ¢ by the choice of r; and r,.
Since obw(t) > € > |rd(t)| holds, we have obw(¢) = oo in this case. Then from Lem-
ma 6.4.9 we learn ¢ = [wrt(¢)rd(t)] = [rywrt(¢)7;] and we are done. So, from now on
we assume [rd(t)| > €. In this case, we have r, € A®. Then there are words x, y, z € A* with
t = [xyzr,] from Corollary 4.7.15 (if |[rd, ()| > |r2|) resp. obw(¢) > € and Lemma 6.4.9
(if [rd,(t)| < |r2]). Note that r; = xz and wrt(t) = y holds. Moreover, due to |F| = ¢ there
is yo € Ast with ¢(y) = ¢(y). Then from |yo| < € = |r,| we obtain xyozr, = Xzy,1,
according to Lemma 4.7.14. We see:

4

teT < ¢(xyzr;) € ¢(L) (since t = [xyzr;])
= ¢(xXyozr2) € $(L) (since ¢(y) = ¢(y0))
<~ [[?yoz_rz]] eT
— [xzyr;] €T (since X yozr; = XZyo1>2)
< $(xzyor2) € (L)
> ¢(xzyr;) € ¢(L) (since ¢(y) = ¢(y0))
— [rwrt(t)r,] e T. <

Now, let t € Q,, , € A* be the longest suffix of rd(t) with |r,| < £, and r, € A* be the
complementary prefix of rd(t) wrt. r,. Then we have:
teY — teT
— [rwrt(t)r,] eT (by Claim 1)
$(riwrt(1)72) € $(L)
() p(wrt(r)) p(r2) € ¢(L)

— te/.

—
—




6.4. PARTIALLY LOSssy QUEUES 99

(2) © Idea. Now, we consider transformations ¢ € T(Qq ) with obw(t) < €. Let k := obw(¢t) -

1 < £. Then Lemma 6.4.9 yields the existence of words x, y,r, € A* with |r,| = k and

t = [xyr;]. Then we obtain ¢ € T if, and only if, X yr; € L. Again, the latter property is
expressible as described in property (iii) of Theorem 6.4.6.

Concretely, we show the second statement by establishing the following equation:

TAT(Q)N Q= U U rd? (@ (@) nwrt ™ (17(B)) 0 Qi N Qg

0<k<t ryeA,a,Bek:
aBp(r2)ed(L)
We denote the left- and right-hand side of this equation by Y and Z. From T'(Qg) = Q¢ 2
0;20Q,2... weobtain that Q \ Q41 € Qo Q, = T(Qg) N\ Q, holds foreach 0 < k < €.
Hence, we have Y, Z € T(Qq) \ Q,. Then it suffices to show, given ¢t € T(Qq) \ Q, that
t € Y holds if, and only if, t € Z holds.
From t ¢ Q, we obtain obw(¢) < ¢. Then there is 0 < k < £ with k + 1 = obw(¢)
(i.e., we have t € Qy \ Qg,1). By Lemma 6.4.9 we obtain t = [r;wr, | where wrt(t) = w,
rd(t) = riry, and |r,| = k. Then we learn:

d

teY < ¢(rwr) ed(L) < u(n)uw)u(r) ep(L) < teZ. <

Finally, we infer the implication “(ii)=-(iii)” in Theorem 6.4.6:

Proposition 6.4.11. Let 7 = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2 and
T c T(Qq) such that n71(T) n A A A s regular. Then T is a Boolean combination of
plq languages of the form wrt™'(R), rd™'(R), and Q, for regular languages R ¢ A* and
numbers € € N.

Proof. Let57!(T)nA A*A" be recognized by a finite monoid with £ elements. By set theory
wehave T = (TnQ,)u(TNT(Qz) \ Q). Due to Lemma 6.4.10 the right-hand side of this
equation is a finite union of plq languages satisfying property (iii) of Theorem 6.4.6. <

The Implication “(iii)=(i)” in Theorem 6.4.6

Again, fix alossiness alphabet Z = (F, U) with |F|+|U| > 2. We have to prove that T ¢ T(Qq)
is recognizable if it is a Boolean combination of plq languages of the form wrt!(R), rd"'(R),
and (2, for regular languages R ¢ A* and numbers ¢ € N. Since the projections wrt and rd
are homomorphisms, we obtain recognizability of wrt™'(R) and rd " (R) if R € A* is regular.
Hence, we only have to show that (, is recognizable for any ¢ € N. To this end, we prove
that #71(Q,) is FO[1]-definable and therefore - due to McNaughton and Papert’s Theorem
[MP71] - even aperiodic.

We first define two FO[A]-formulas embed, and overlap, for natural numbers ¢ € N
which describe the following properties: the word model w of a queue action sequence
w € X* satisfies embed, if, and only if, there is a suffix r, of rd(w) of length ¢ and a prefix
wy of wrt(w) such that r, is an Z-subword of w;. In other words, there exists a word v € X*
with the same projections and an overlap of length ¢.

The formula overlap, strengthens this as follows: w satisfies overlap, if, and only if, there
is such word v € 2* with the same projections and overlap of length € (i.e., w satisfies embed,)
and the overlaps length of w is at least €.
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We do this by assigning the last € read actions of w to variables xi, . .., x, (where x; is
the position of the right-most read action in w and x, is the £ last read action) and the
corresponding write actions to variables y;, ..., y.

So,let¢ e Nand xy,. .., X, 1, . . ., ¢ be variables. Then we define the following formulas:

(1) ¢1:=xp<Xp_1 < - <X A Yp< Yp1 <--- <y - This formula guarantees that the x;’s are
mutually distinct and in descending order and the same holds for the y,’s.

(2) ¢2:= AL Vaea(Az(x;) A Ay(yi)) - This formula ensures that x; reads the same letter
from the queue as y; writes into it.

(3) ¢3:=Vz: ((Xg <zAA5(2)) > Vi xi = z) - Satisfaction of this formula requires the x;’s
to be the last £ read actions in w.

(4) ba:= AT Naea V2 (i <2 < yi A Aa(31)) = AZU(F\{a})(Z)) and
$s5 = Naea V2: ((2 < yo A Aa(ye)) = AZu(F\{a})(Z)) - These formulas assure that the
infix w[ y;41 + 1, y; — 1] contains neither the same letter as y; nor any unforgettable letter.
Hence, together with the formulas above, these ones enforce the last £ read actions to be
an Z-subword of a prefix of the write actions.

(5) ¢6 = A%, yi < x; - This formula guarantees that each x; appears right from y;.

By conjunction of the formulas from above we obtain the announced formulas:

embedy := 3x1, .. X Voo S Ve QL A G2 AP3 APy A Ps,
overlap, == 3x1, ..., Xe, Yir oo > Ver Q1 AP A3 A by A s A s .

Example 6.4.12. Let w = abbaaba. If U = {a} then we have w ¢ L(overlap,) and
w € L(overlap;), but w ¢ L(overlap,) since each assignment of y, to b violates ¢s
because of the leading a in w.

If U = {b} then we have w € L(overlap,), w ¢ L(overlap,), and w ¢ L(overlap,)
since each assignment of y; to a violates ¢, because of the b at the third position in w.

Now, consider w’ = abaabba. Then we have w’ € L(embed,) if, and only if, w €
L(embed,) for any ¢ € N. However, we have w’ € L(overlap,) and w’ ¢ L(overlap,) for
each £> 0.

d

In the following lemma we describe the words satisfying the formulas embed, and
overlap, for any ¢ € N. As announced before, in the first case these are the words where
the last € read actions are an Z-subword of a prefix of their write actions. Furthermore, the
words satisfying overlap, also satisfy embed, and have an overlap of at least £ symbols.

Lemma 6.4.13. Let € € N and w € X*. Then the following statements hold:

(1) w € L(embed,) if, and only if, there is r, € A® with rd(w) € A*r, and w; €
redsup, (1) for a prefix wy of wrt(w).

(2) w € L(overlap,) if, and only if, there is r, € A® with rd,(w) € A*r, and w, €
redsup, (r2) for a prefix wy of wrt(w).
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Proof.

(1)

(2)

First, let w € L(embed,). Then there are letters ay, ..., ap, by, ..., b, € X contained in
w such that their positions pi, ..., ps, qi, - . - qo € dom(w) satisfy ¢;-¢s. By ¢, we have
dg...a;=by...b. Dueto ¢ and ¢; we have rd(w) € A*b,...b; and by ... b S wrt(w).
From ¢4 A ¢5 we infer that w; € redsup, (b, . .. by) holds for the prefix wy = wrt(w[1, q1])
of wrt(w).

For the converse implication, let r, = b,...b; € A¢ such that rd(w) € A*r, and
wy € redsup, (r2) holds for a prefix w; of wrt(w). Since there is no restriction to the
order of x; and y; in embed,, the language L(embed,) contains a word if, and only if, it
contains all words with the same projections. Hence, we can assume that rd,(w) = r,
and w = nf (w) holds. Let py, ..., p, € dom(w) be the positions of the last £ read actions
in w (in descending order) and let by, . . ., b, € A be the letters on these positions. Then
by definition of nf (w) the positions p; —1,..., p, — 1 are labeled with by, ..., b,. Then it
is easy to see, that

(ﬂ;ply--->p€>p1_1>---ap€_1)':¢1A¢2/\¢3/\¢4A¢5(xl’--->x€>y1)---)y€)

holds, i.e., we have w € L(embed,).

Let w € L(overlap,). Then by (1) there is r, = b, ... b; € A® such that rd(w) € A*r, and
w € redsup, (r,) for a prefix w; of wrt(w). By satisfaction of ¢¢ we obtain that each b;
is left of b;. By Theorem 4.7.8 we finally obtain rd,(w) € A*r,.

Conversely, let r, = b,...b; € A? such that rd,(w) € A*r, and w; € redsup, (r,)
for a prefix w; of wrt(w). Then by (1) we have w € L(embed,). Hence, we only have
to check the satisfaction of ¢s. We prove this by induction on the minimal length # of
a derivation w =%, nf (w) where R4 is the semi-Thue system defined in Section 4.7
which orders the equations from Lemma 4.7.2 from left to right.

If n = 0 then we have w = nf (w). Set k := |[rdy(w)| > €. Let py, ..., px € dom(w) be
the positions of the last k read actions (in descending order) in w and let by, ..., by e Abe
the letters at these positions. Due to wrt;(w) € redsup, (rd,(w)) = redsup, (b ... b;)
there is a factorization vibxvi_1bg_; ... vibyvy = wrt(w) with v; € (F \ {b;})* for any
1 <i< kandvy, = wrty(w) € A*. Then by w = nf(w) the positions g; := p; — 1
are labeled with b; and, hence, we have wrt(w[q;,; +1,9;]) = v;b; foreach1 < i < k
(where g+ := 0). Since we also have w; € redsup, (b, ... b;) for a prefix w; of wrt(w)
there is another factorization v,be...v{byv = wrt(w) with v/ € (F \ {b;})* for any
1<i< ¢andv] e A*. Letq),...,q, € dom(w) be the positions of b,,. .., b; with
wrt(w([q,, +1,4:]) = vib; for each 1 < i < € (where g, := 0). Hence, by € < k we can
infer q; < q; = pi —1< p; for each 1 < i < £. This finally implies

(K)Pl,---,Pe,fZ{,u-)q:q)'Z(/51/\¢2/\¢3/\(/)4/\(/)5/\¢6(x1,---,x€,)’1,---,)’€)

i.e., we learn w € L(overlap,).

Now, assume 7 > 0. Then thereis w’ € X* with w =g, w’ =71 nf (w). By induction
hypothesis we know w’ € L(overlap,) and we have to show w € L(overlap,). We know
that w’ satisfies embed,. Since the application of any rule of $i; transposes only one
write action with another read action, we also have w € L(embed,).

Let p1,..., Pesqus - - -»qge € dom(w’) = dom(w) be the positions in w’ satisfying ¢;-
¢¢. The transposition of the write and read action has two effects: the position of one read
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action increases by one, i.e., at most one p; increases. Additionally, the position of one
write action decreases by one, i.e., at most one g; decreases. This yields some positions
P s P Qi -+ - q, € dom(w) satisfying ¢,-¢s in w and we have p’ € {p;, p; + 1} and
q’ € {qi»qi -1} for each 1 < i < €. However, we also have

q; < qi < pi < p;

for each 1 < i < £. In other words, the chosen positions satisfy ¢ and, hence, we have
w € L(overlap,). <

From this lemma we also obtain another characterization of the equivalence classes wrt.
the behavioral equivalence =. So, let w € 2* and € € N be maximal such that w € L(overlap,).
Moreover, let k := obw(w) < co. Then we know that w € L(embedj A —overlap, ) holds. This
implies, that a word v € X* satisfies v = w whenever the last € read actions of v appear right
of their corresponding write actions and at least one of the last k read actions appears left of
its corresponding write action. We will use this observation multiple times across this thesis.
We can also infer the recognizability of the plq languages Q, from this observation:

Lemma 6.4.14. Let € € N. Then Q, is aperiodic and, hence, recognizable.

Proof. Since # is surjective, it suffices to show that #71(Q,) is aperiodic in 2*. By Observa-
tion 6.4.5 and Lemma 6.4.13 we have

¢
n17(Qy) = L(/\(embedk - overlapk)) :
k=1

Then by [MP71] 71(Q,) is aperiodic since the given formula is contained in FO[A]. <

Finally, this lemma implies the implication “(iii)=(i)” in Theorem 6.4.6 and, hence,
finishes the proof of Theorem 6.4.6.

Proposition 6.4.15. Let 7 = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2 and
T ¢ T(Q4) be a Boolean combination of plq languages of the form wrt™'(R), rd"'(R),
and Q, for regular languages R € A* and numbers € € N. Then T is recognizable.

Proof. Since wrt™!(R) and rd '(R) are recognizable for any regular language R ¢ A* and
since 2, is recognizable for any € € N due to Lemma 6.4.14, the language T is recognizable
by closure properties of the class of recognizable languages in T(Qq ). <

6.4.2 From Recognizability to Q-Rationality

Now, we are able to prove the equivalences from our main theorem in this section (Theo-
rem 6.4.1). In this subsection we prove that each recognizable language of the plq monoid is
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g-rational. To this end, we first have to define this notion which is a restriction to the classical
rational expressions. We need this restriction since the classes of rational and recognizable
plq languages do not coincide (cf. Theorem 5.4.5). Note that this is in contrast to Kleene’s
Theorem [Kles1] stating that the rational and recognizable word languages coincide. Though,
we can use Ochmanski’s approach from [Och8s] to generate the recognizable languages.
Concretely, we restrict the iteration and the concatenation of the plq monoid in an appro-
priate way. Unfortunately, we still cannot generate all recognizable plq languages by union,
restricted product, and restricted iteration (we will see an example later in this subsection).
Hence, we have to add another, non-monotonic*i operation to our expressions: the com-
plement operation. We call the plq languages generated by those operations g-rational and
prove that these are exactly the recognizable languages in the plq monoid.

At first, we prove that the class of recognizable plq languages is neither closed under
iteration nor it is closed under concatenation:

Proposition 6.4.16. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2. Then the
following statements hold:

(1) There is a recognizable language T € T(Qq) such that T* is not recognizable in
T(Qq)-

(2) There are recognizable languages S, T € T(Qq ) such that S - T is not recognizable in
T(Q4)-

Proof. Let a € A be a letter.

Towards the former statement set T := {[aa]} which is recognizable since #7(T) is
finite. Then we have

n N (T*)nA*A" = {a"a" | neN}

due to equation (4) from Lemma 4.7.2. This language is not regular. Hence, by closure
properties of the class of regular languages #7!(T*) is not recognizable and thus T* is not
recognizable.

Towards the latter statement set S := {[a] }* and T := {[a]}*. Since n7'(S) = a* and
n71(T) = a" holds, both plq languages are recognizable in T(Qq ). Then we have

n(S-T)NAA*A" = {aa™a" |m,neN,m < n}
due to Lemma 4.7.2(4). This language is not regular and, hence, S - T is not recognizable. «

Note that Proposition 6.4.16(1) is a very similar situation as in trace monoids. Here,
Ochmanski proved in [Och85] that there are recognizable trace languages such that their
iteration is not recognizable anymore. However, the iteration of connected, recognizable
trace languages always is recognizable. Hence, this led to the definition of the so-called
c-rational expressions.

In the plq monoid, we also have to restrict concatenation due to Proposition 6.4.16(2).
According to these restrictions we will define now the so-called g-rational languages in the

Mil] et < be a partial ordering on a set S. A function f:S — § is monotonic if for each x < y we also have

fx) < f()
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plq monoid. Afterwards we prove that this is a suitable restriction of rationality to describe
exactly the recognizable plq languages.

Let Z = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet. At first, we say that a T(Qq )-language is g*-
rational if it can be obtained by the following rules:

(1*) wrt(e), wrt™'(@) = @, and wrt™!(a) are q*-rational for any a € A.
(2%) if S, T c T(Qq) are q*-rational then SU T, S - T, and S* are q*-rational.

Similarly, by replacing wrt™' by rd”" in the rules above, we obtain the class of g~-rational
languages in T'(Qg ).

Observation 6.4.17. Let T € T(Qq ). Then the following statements hold:

(1) T is q*-rational if, and only if, there is a regular language R € A* with T = wrt™'(R).
(2) T is q-rational if, and only if, there is a regular language R € A* with T = rd"'(R).

Proof idea. Both equivalences hold since wrt™!, rd™": 24" — 2T(2) are homomorphisms with
respect to union, concatenation, and iteration. «

Finally, a T(Qq )-language is g-rational if it can be constructed by the following rules:

(1) if T € T(Qq) is q*- or q”-rational then it is also q-rational
(2) if S, T € T(Qq) are g-rational then Su T and T(Q4 ) \ S are g-rational

(3) if ScT(Qq) is q*-rational and T ¢ T(Qg ) is q~-rational such that rd(T) is finite (i.e.,
T is obtained without usage of the *-operator) then S - T(Qq ) - T is g-rational.

Example 6.4.18. Let T = {t € T(Qq) | wrt(t) € (ab)*,rd(t) = b}. Then T is q-rational
since we have
T =rd™'(b) n (wrt™'(a) - wrt™'(b))*.

Note that the class of q-rational languages also is closed under intersection due to Rule
(2), i.e., this class is a Boolean algebra. The plq language T also is recognizable since
n(T)=(ab)* L b is regular. However, we cannot construct T from the rules above
without usage of complement (or intersection).

d

Remark 6.4.19. Recall the classical definition of rational languages. The class of these
languages is the closure of the finite languages under union, concatenation, and iteration.
All of these operations are monotonic. For g-rationality we additionally need the closure
under complement which is not monotonic. Until now it is still an open question whether
there is another characterization of the recognizable plq languages using monotonic
operations, only.

J

At first sight, the choice of Rule (3) seems to be some kind of random. The following
example shows that we can remove neither the factor “T(Qg )”, which appears as separator
in this product, nor the finiteness of rd(T'). Additionally, we cannot simply remove this rule
since the recognizable language {[aa]} cannot be built by application of the Rules (1) and
(2), only.
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Example 6.4.20. Let a,b € A be distinct letters. Then the language wrt™'((ab)*a) -
rd™'(¢) is not recognizable since

! (wrt™'((ab)*a) -rd ' (e)) n (ab)*(ab)*

contains exactly those words (ab)™(ab)" with m > n, which is not regular.
Now, let a, b, c € A be distinct letters with a, ¢ € U. Then the plq language

wrt(aA*c) - T(Qqg) -rd™ (aA*c)
is not recognizable since
L:=n"(wrt"(aA*c)-T(Qy) rd '(aA*c)) nab*cab*c

contains exactly those words ab™cab"c satisfying m + nif b € U or m > n if b € F holds.
In both cases L is not regular.

d

Now we can prove the implication “(A)=(B)” in Theorem 6.4.1. To do this, we utilize
Theorem 6.4.6(iii). Concretely, we understand a recognizable plq language as a Boolean
combination of languages of the form wrt'(R), rd ' (R), and ©, for regular languages R ¢ A*
and numbers ¢ € N. Then we prove q-rationality by induction on the syntax tree of such
expression. The most complicated case in this proof is to show that , is g-rational. For this
proof we need the following lemma:

Lemma 6.4.21. Let €€ N, t € T(Qq), and r, = ay...a, with ay,...,a, € A. Then we
have rd,(t) € A*r, and w, € redsup, (r,) for a prefix wy of wrt(t) if, and only if,

te wrtl(q F*a,-) T(Qq) -rd”'(r2) .

Proof. First, assume rd,(t) € A*r, and w; € redsup, (r,) for a prefix w; of wrt(¢). From
Corollary 4.7.15 we know ¢ = [rd;(¢)wrt(t)rd,(¢)]. Then by assumption we obtain

t= Hert(t)rdz(t)H € wrt_l(n F*a,-) T(Qq) -rd”'(r2) .

i=1

Now, assume ¢ € wrt™ ([T, F*a;) - T(Qy) - rd"'(r,). Then we have w, € redsup, (r2)
for a prefix w; of wrt(t) and rd(t) € A*r,. Furthermore, there are w;, w,, w; € X* with

t = [wyw,ws], wrt(wy) € [1%, F*a;, and rd(ws) = r,. Then the letters aj, . .. , a; appear to
the right of ay, ..., a, in wyw,ws, i.e., wyw,ws € L(overlap,). Hence, by Lemma 6.4.13(2) we
obtain rd,(t) = rd,(wywows) € A*r,. <

Finally, we can state the following implication:
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Proposition 6.4.22. Let 7 = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2 and
T c T(Qq) be recognizable. Then T is q-rational.

Proof. By Theorem 6.4.6(iii) T is a Boolean combination of plq languages of the form
wrt™'(R), rd"'(R), and Q, for regular languages R € A* and numbers £ € N. We prove the
claim by induction on the syntax tree.

At first, assume T = wrt™'(R) for a regular language R € A*. Then T is q*-rational
by Observation 6.4.17(1) and, hence, g-rational. Similarly, T = rd"'(R) is q"-rational and,
therefore, q-rational for any regular language R € A*.

Next, suppose T = Q, for a number ¢ € N. Then by Observation 6.4.5 and Lemma 6.4.21
we have

Q= (T(Q:L) N (wrt_l(W,ZA*) N rd_l(A*rz)) uwrt (W,,) - T(Qq) -rd_l(rz)) ,

rzGASe

where W,, = []%, Fa; with r, = a; ... a,. Since the plq languages wrt™'(W,,A*), rd "' (A*r,),
wrt™'(W,,), and rd"'(r,) are g-rational by the first case of this proof, Q, is q-rational due to
Rules (2) and (3).

Finally, assume T = S§;US,, T = §;n Sy, or T = T(Q4 ) \ S;. Then by induction hypothesis
Sy and S, are g-rational. Hence, using Rule (2) T is q-rational as well. <

6.4.3 From Q-Rationality to Logical Definability

The second implication from Theorem 6.4.1 states that each gq-rational plq language is de-
finable in a special monadic second-order logic which we call MSO[o]. So, the aim of this
subsection is to derive such signature from Biichi’s word-logic A and corresponding structures
S(w) for each word w € 2* such that we have the following properties:

(1) For two action sequences v, w € X* we have S(v) = S(w) if, and only if, v = w holds. By
definition of = this is the case if, and only if, v and w induce the same transformation

[v] =[w].
(2) The monadic second-order logic on these structures describes exactly the recognizable

properties in the plq monoid. To this end, we have to exhibit the knowledge from the
preceding subsections.

To this end, we have to revisit the rules from the semi-Thue system R, . First, we can observe
that the application of any rule of R4 to the word w does not change the projections wrt(w)
and rd(w). For example, if the it" read action in w is right of the j* read action (i.e., i < j),
then this also holds for any action sequence satisfying v = w. In particular, the ih read action
in w agrees with the i" read action in v in this case.

So, similar to the word models w, the universe of our new structure S(w) is the set of
positions dom(w) in w. Additionally, we need a partial ordering R satisfying the following
property: p R q if, and only if: (1) p is the position of the ith write or read action, (2) q is the
position of the jt write or read action, and (3) for each v = w the ith write / read action in v
appears to the left of the j" write / read action in v. Unfortunately, MSO-formulas over these
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new structures are able to describe non-recognizable properties as the following remark
shows:

Remark 6.4.23. Consider the FO-formula y := 3x: As(x) A Vy: Az(y) - xRy, ie,
[w] satisfies v if, and only if, for each v = w there is a write action appearing left of all
read actions. In other words, this is the language of all words w € X* with rd;(w) = e.
Then we can see

{weZ|S(w)ey}na“a*a” ={a™a" | m>n}

which is no regular language. Hence, the language of all transformations ¢ € T(Qy)
satisfying y is not recognizable.

4

So, we have to weaken our structures S(w). A possible approach is to split R into the following
relations: <, which is the restriction of R to the positions of write actions, <_ which is the
restriction to the positions of read actions, and R,,, which is the restriction of R to pairs
(p> q) where p is the position of a read action and q is the position of a write action. In other
words, we remove those pairs (p, g) from R where p is the position of a write action and q is
one of a read action. Unfortunately, those weakened structures are still too expressive:

Remark 6.4.24. Consider the FO-formula

6= Ix, y Aa(x) AVzZ:(Aa(z) > 2 <4 x)A
b Ax(y) AVz:(Ag(z) > y<_z) A=yRywx)’

ie., [w] satisfies ¢ if, and only if, there is v = w in which the first read action appears to
the right of the last write action. Then we have

{weZ |S(w)Ee ¢}na‘a*a = {aaa™ |k=0orm>¢}.

Since the right-hand side of the equation is not regular, the language of all transformations
t € T(Qq) satisfying ¢ is not recognizable either.

d

Another way to weaken the expressiveness of these structures is the following: we split R,
into relations R, , where € > 0 is a positive integer. This relation R, , contains exactly those
tuples (p, q) from R,,, where p is the position of the £ last read action. Note that we have

Ry = U Rrw,t’ .
>0

We can see that for a given word w € £* and a number ¢ > 0 all tuples in the relation R, ,
agree in their first component. Hence, we are able to project these relations to their second
component yielding the sets Py := {q € dom(w) | 3p e dom(w): p Ry e q}-

All in all, we can define the (infinite) signature 0* consisting of the binary symbols <,
and <_ and the unary symbols P, and A, foreach ¢ > 0and a € 2. Let w = ;... &, with
A, ..., &y € 2. The queue model of w is the relational o-structure

W := (dom(w), <%, <%, (P )es0r (A% )aes)

XVThe name of the signature “o” stems from the greek phrase “ovpd” which translates to “queue’”.
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where dom(w) := {1,...,n} is the set of positions in w, A} = {p € dom(w) | &) = a} are
the labelings of the positions, <% and <* are the natural orderings on A} := Uzeq A} and A%,
respectively, and

Py :={pe Ay | Vv, vy e Z*:w = vivp, wrt(vy) = wrt(w[L, p]) = |rd(v2)| < €} .

In other words, we have p € P}’ if, and only if, «, € A and the £* last read action in w is to
the left of «, in any equivalently behaving word v = w. This is conform to the approaches
known from [Biic60, Ebigs] since the relations <%, <*, and P}’ specify which letter have to
appear to the left of another one in any word equivalent to w.

Before we show that the MSO[o]-formulas describe exactly the recognizable plq lan-
guages, we first show several basic properties of the queue model w of an action sequence
w € X*. First, we show that w identifies the equivalence class [w]-:

Lemma 6.4.25. Let v, w € Z*. Then we have v = w if, and only if, v = w.

Proof. At first, we assume v = w. Then by Theorem 4.7.8 there is a permutation o of
dom(v) = dom(w) such that o is compatible with <,, <_, and A, for any a € X. Additionally,
by definition o is compatible with P, for any ¢ > 0. Hence, ¢ is an isomorphism from v into
w,ie,vzw.

Now assume v # w. If wrt(v) # wrt(w) or rd(v) # rd(w) then we know wrt(v) #
wrt(w) or rd(v) % rd(w). Note that these word models are substructures of the queue
models v resp. w. Hence, any possible bijection from dom(v) into dom(w) (if there is any)
cannot be compatible with <,, <_, and A, at the same time. This implies v # w. So, we can
assume wrt(v) = wrt(w) and rd(v) = rd(w) from now on. Let ¢ be the uniquely determined
permutation of dom(v) = dom(w) which is compatible to <,, <_, and A, for any a € X.

By Theorem 4.7.8 we infer from v # w that rd,(v) # rd,(w) holds. Since both words
are suffixes of rd(v) = rd(w) we may assume that rd,(w) is a proper suffix of rd,(v), i.e.,
[rdy(v)| > |rd2(w)|. Note that we have wrt(v) = wrt(w) # ¢, since otherwise we would have
rd,(v) = rd,(w) = € by definition of redsup,, .

Let p € dom(v) be the position of the last write action in v. From Corollary 4.7.15 we know
v = rdy(v)wrt(v)rd,(v) and, hence, p ¢ P|1;d2(v)|' Now, let wy, w, € =* with w = wyw, and
wrt(w;) = wrt(w[1,0(p)]) = wrt(w) (note that o (p) is the position of the last write action
in w). Suppose |rd(w)| > [rdy(v)|. Then we have wyw, € L(overlapyq, ) (note that x €
redsup,, (rd,(v)) holds for a prefix x of wrt(w) = wrt(v)) implying |rd,(w)| = |rda(wiw)| >
|rd,(v)| by Lemma 6.4.13(2) - contracting to our assumption |rd,(w)| < |rd,(v)|. Hence, we
infer [rd(w,)| < |[rdy(v)|- Then we have o(p) € P, . . and thus ¢ is no isomorphism from v

[rda (v)]
into w. Since ¢ is unique, we have v % w. <

Due to Lemma 6.4.25 we are able to define the queue model of a transformation ¢ € T(Qq ) by
T:=nf(t).

By definition, the signature o is infinite. However, we can represent these structures
finitely, since we can split N \ {0} into at most three intervals I;, I;, and I3 such that the sets
P}’ and P} coincide if, and only if, £ and k belong to the same interval I;. These intervals are
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closely related to rd(w), wrt(w), and obw(w): if [wrt(w)| = 0 we have w € A" and, hence,
Py = @ for each € > 0. The case [wrt(w)| > 0 is considered in the following observation:

Observation 6.4.26. Let w € X* with |[wrt(w)| > 0. Then the following statements hold:
(1) Foreach1< € < min{obw(w), |[rd(w)|+1} we have P}’ = &.
(2) For each obw(w) < € < |[rd(w)| we have P}’ = P

obw(w) 9.
(3) For each € > [rd(w)| we have P} = AY.

Proof. (1) Since £ < obw(w) holds, we have [w] € Q,. Let 1, r, € A* with rd(w) = 1,7, and
|r2] = €. Then, by Lemma 6.4.9 there is v € 2* such that w = v, holds. Consequently,
any write action in w can be followed by > € read actions, i.e., P} = @.

(2) First, we show p := max A"} € ngw(w) # & (i.e., the last write position in w is in this set).
Let v;, v, € X* with w = viv, and wrt(v;) = wrt(w[L, p]) = wrt(w). We show |rd(v,)| <
obw(w). Since we have |rd,(w)| < obw(w) < |[rd(w)| we obtain w € L(embedgpw(w))
and w ¢ L(overlapgp,,)). From Lemma 6.4.13, w = v1v,, and w ¢ L(overlap,p,,,)) we
also obtain vv; ¢ L(overlap,y,(,)- Hence, the satisfaction of ¢ implies that |rd(v,)| <
obw(w) and, therefore, p € Py )

Next, we prove P}’ = P . By definition, the inclusion “2” is trivial. We prove
the converse inclusion “c” by induction on £. If £ = obw(w ), we are done. So, assume
€>obw(w). Letpe Ay NPy, = A}~ P;{)w(w). Then there are v, v, € 2* with w = vyv,,
wrt(v;) = wrt(w[L, p]), and |rd(v,)| > € — 1. We are done if |rd(v,)| > € holds. Hence,
we assume [rd(v,)| = € — 1 from now on.

Set r; := rd(vy) and r, := rd(v,), i.e, rd(w) = rd(vyv,) = rir,. Additionally, let
r; = rja with a € A and let v] € 2* be the word arising from v, by removing the right-
most occurrence of a.

Suppose w; ¢ redsup, (ar,) for any prefix w; of wrt(w). Using the rules from the
semi-Thue system 93, we can move the letter a in v;v, to the right-hand side of the write
action on position p in w. Then we have v|av, = v;v, = w (since rd,(v{av,) = rd,(v;v;)).
Additionally, we know wrt(v]) = wrt(v;) = wrt(w[L, p]) and |rd(av,)| = €. This finally
implies p € Ay \ P}'.

Now, assume w; € redsup, (ar,) for a prefix w; of wrt(w). We know

[rdy(viv,)| = [rd2(w)| < obw(w) < €.

By definition of obw(w), there is u € A®®™(") with rd(vv;) = rd(w) € A*u, w] €
redsup,, () for a prefix w] of wrt(w), and |rd,(v1v2)| < |u| = obw(w). Let r, = b,y ... by
where by, ..., b,y € Aare letters and let py, ..., pobw(w) € dom(w) = dom(v;v,) be the

positions of by, bobw(w) in v1v,. Additionally, let gy, ..., gopw(w) € dom(w) be the
positions of the corresponding write actions b; in v1v,, i.e., wrt(viva[qiv1 +1,g; —1]) €
(F~{b;})* holds for each 1 < i < obw(w) (where gobw(w)+1 = 0). By Lemma 6.4.13 there
is1< i < obw(w) such that g; > p;.

Consider the positions p;, ..., p, € dom(w) of the ¢ right-most read actions (in
descending order) and their corresponding write actions qj, ..., g, € dom(w) in v;v,.
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Then we have g/ > q; > p; = p} implying, by application of Lemma 6.4.13, |rd,(v{av,;)| <
¢ = |ar,|. Hence, we can infer rd,(v;v,) = rd,(v{av,). But this finally implies w = vy, =
viav, and, therefore, p € A} \ P}'.

(3) Since w contains < € read actions, no write action can ever be followed by € read actions.
Consequently, we have P;’ = AY. «

Let ¢ € MSO[o] be a sentence. The language of transformations defined by ¢ is T(¢) :=
{teT(Qq)|tE ¢}. Wesay that T € T(Qy) is MSO[o0]-definable (FO[o0]-definable) if there
is a sentence ¢ € MSO[o] (¢ € FO[o], respectively) with T = T(¢).

Remark 6.4.27. The sets P}’ also conform with the special product in the definition of
q-rational languages. In particular, we have

T(3x: ~Py(x) A Au(x)) = wrt (A7) - T(Qy) -rd'(A") .

Finally, we can state the following implication:

Proposition 6.4.28. Let 7 = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2 and
T € T(Qq) be g-rational. Then T is MSO[o]-definable.

Proof. We prove this by induction on the syntax tree of a q-rational expression generating
the plq language T.

If T is q*-rational then we have T = wrt™!(R) for a regular R € A* by Observation 6.4.17.
By [Biic60] there is an MSO[A]-formula ¢ with L(¢) = R. Then by replacing all occurrences
of <in ¢ by <, we obtain an MSO[o]-formula ¢’ with T(¢'1 4, (x)) = wrt'(L(¢)) = T (recall
that y['; restricts the quantifiers of y to the elements satisfying ¢).

Similarly, we can prove that T is MSO[o]-definable if T is q~-rational (here, we replace
< by <_ and restrict the quantifiers to A5).

IfT=S8uUS,orT=T(Qg)\ S, where S}, S, are q-rational, there are ¢;, ¢, € MSO[o0]
with T(¢;) = S; and T'(¢,) = S, by induction hypothesis. Then we have T' = T(¢; v ¢,) and
T = T(—¢1), respectively.

Finally, let T = wrt"!(R,) - T(Qz) - rd"'(R,) where R, € A* is regular and R, € A* is
finite. W.Lo.g. we can assume that R, = {w} holds. Then there are MSO[o]-formulas ¢; and
¢, defining wrt™'(R,) and rd"'(R,), respectively. Set

¢ = 31, X  Pr b,y A P2y x A =Pyi(1) .

Then we have T = T(¢). <

6.4.4 From Logical Definability To Recognizability

Finally, we have to prove that each MSO[ 0]-definable plq language is recognizable. Concretely,
we do this by translation of a formula ¢ € MSO[o] to a formula y € MSO[A] such that
7 Y(T($)) = L(w) holds. In this case, the right-hand side of this equation is regular by
[Biic6o] implying that T(¢) is recognizable in T(Q4 ) since # is an epimorphism.
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The most complicated case in our construction is the translation of the atomic formula
P,(x) since write and read actions are commutative in certain contexts (cf. Lemma 4.7.2).
For this translation we will utilize the connection between P}’ and obw(w) as described in
Observation 6.4.26.

So, let w € 2* be a word, p € dom(w) be a position in w (which will be represented by x
in our formula), and € € N\ {0}. Then we express p € P}’ as follows:

By definition we have P}’ ¢ AY. Consequently, we have (w, p) = A,(x). Additionally,
from Observation 6.4.26 we can infer two cases: if [rd(w)| < € then we are done. This property
can be expressed with the help of an appropriate FO[ A ]-formula short, satisfying L(short,) =
77 (rd " (A<t)). So, we can assume |rd(w)| > € from now on. Then, by Observation 6.4.26 we
have obw(w) < ¢, i.e, [w] € T(Qz) \ Q,. By Lemma 6.4.14 the plq language Q, is aperiodic
implying the existence of an FO[1]-formula Omega, satisfying 7' (Q2,) = L(Omega,).

Next, we want to determine the values k := obw(w) and m := |[rd,(w)| as well as the
positions of the last k respectively m read actions and their corresponding write actions in w.
To this end, we utilize Lemma 6.4.13 with some small modifications to the formulas embed;
and overlap;:

embed} (X, 7) := ¢1 A s A d3 A Py A @5 and
overlap;(%, ) := 1 A 2 A p3 A Ga A 5 A s .

Then we have (w, p, §) = embed; (X%, y) if, and only if, there is r, € A’ with rd(w) € A*r,,
wy € redsup, (r,) for a prefix w; of wrt(w), where py, ..., p; are the positions of the last i read
actions in w (in descending order), and ¢, . . ., g; are the positions of their corresponding
write actions in w. Moreover, we have (w, p, §) = overlap;(%, ¥) if, and only if, in addition
to the conditions above we have rd,(w) € A*r,. Hence, we can express “k = obw(w)” as
follows:

k-1

obwy (%, ) := embed; (%, y) A —overlap; (%, ¥) A /\ embed; - overlap; .

i=1

Additionally, the property “m = |rd,(w)| < k” can be expressed by the following FO[A]-

formula:
k

shuffle,, x (%, Z) := overlap,,(%,Z) A /\ —overlap;.
i=m+1
We should note here, that the property “m = |rd,(w)|” cannot be expressed by an MSO[1]-
formula since this property is not recognizable according to [HKZ17, Observation 9.1] (at
least in the case F = &). In contrast, satisfaction of shuffle,, x (%, Z) by w requires further
assumptions on the overlap’s bounded width of w: we require that k = obw(w) < oo is a fixed
upper bound of |rd, (w)].

Now, let p,q,s € dom(w)? be positions in w with (w, p,q§) & shuffle, (%, ¥) and
(w, P, 8) E obw(X,2). It is easy to see that g; < s; holds for each 1 < i < m. In particular,
if g; = s; holds then we have gq; = s; for each 1 < j < i. So, let 1 < i < m be minimal such
that g;,; < s;41 holds (where g,,4; := 0). This value can be determined with the help of the
following formula:

i
dlﬂ:l(j;, 2) = /\yJ =ZiNYin < Zis1»
=1
where “y,,41 < Z,y+1” means “true”. Then by utilization of the equations from Lemma 4.7.2
we can move the read actions on positions p;,i,..., px in w to the direct left-hand side
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of the write action on position s;,;. But it is impossible to transpose the read action on
position p;.; with its corresponding write action on position s;,;. In other words, we have
Py =Py ={p e A} s < p').

All in all, we set:

Pe(x) := (Aa(x) Ashorty) v (AA(x) A =Omega, A

Vi §2 N\ (shuffle,(%, 7) A obwi(%,2) A diffi(3,2)) - zi < x).

e o P Pe " ; pi :1 P
Hal &l la] loul [@u] o] @l eu] [ala] — Jala]
’ ‘ak‘ ‘ﬂm‘ i ‘EE‘ ‘Ek‘ ‘Em‘ Ain|din ‘ai‘ﬁ,‘ ‘ﬂl‘al‘

Figure 6.1. Visualization of a possible movement of read and write actions. In both words, we have g; < p;
forall1< j<mands;;; > p;ii. Hence, both words have an overlap of length m. The write actions on the
left-hand side of the bold line are contained in P;’, the ones on the right-hand side are not contained in Py’

The next two lemmas prove the correctness and completeness of this formula P,(x):

Lemma 6.4.29. Let £ € N\ {0}, w € 2%, and p € P}. Then we have (w, p) = Po(x).

Proof. We prove the contraposition of this statement. So, let p € dom(w) with (w, p) #
P¢(x). We show that p ¢ P}’ holds in this case.

If we have p ¢ A’} we are done since P,” ¢ AY{. So we can assume p € A’} from now on.
Then, we have w # short, implying |rd(w)]| > .

If w £ Omega, we have obw(w) > € and, hence, P}’ = & by Observation 6.4.26. In
this case, we are done. Now, we assume w = -Omega,, i.e., obw(w) < £. Then there are
P, q,S € dom(w)fand 0 < i < m < k < € such that

> >

(w, P, §,8) E shuffle, « (X, ¥) A obwy (%, Z) A diff;(§,2) and

(ﬂ, P) 3) '7& Zi+1 S X.
As we have argued above, we have m = |rd,(w)| and k = obw(w). Additionally, we have:

P1> - - . Pk are the positions of the last k read actions in w (in descending order),
qQ1> - - - » m are the write positions corresponding to the read actions on py, ..., p,, and

Sy, . . ., Sk are the write positions corresponding to the read actions on py, ..., p.




6.4. PARTIALLY LOSssy QUEUES 113

By definition of diff; the number i is the minimal index such that g;,, < s;;; holds (where
dm+ = 0). We have to prove that p < s;.; implies p ¢ P}. To this end, let ry, 75, wy, w, € A*
such that rd(w) = rry, |ra| = i, wrt(w) = wyw,, and w; = wrt(w[1, s;,; — 1]). We first show
w = wiriw,1,. By Theorem 4.7.8 it suffices to prove |rd,(w)| = |rd, (w 1w, 7;)|. We have

the last i read actions are on the right-hand side of each write action and, hence, on the
right-hand side of their corresponding write actions and

the read actions on positions p;,;, . .., px are on the right-hand side of their correspond-
ing write actions since g;,; < s;41, i.e., the write actions on positions g;.1, . .., gk in w are
contained in w; which is on the left-hand side of all read actions.

in 77) is on the left-hand side of its corresponding write action on position s;,; (which is the
first letter in w,). Hence, we have |rd,(w 7iw,7;)| < k = obw(w). By minimality of obw(w)
we can infer that [rd,(w)| > [rd, (w 71w, 75 )| holds. Therefore, we have w = wrw,7,.

By p < s;;1 we can split w rw,7; as follows: let vi, v, € A* with v; = wrt(w[1, p]), i.e.,
vy is a prefix of w, and v, is the complementary suffix of wyr;w,r; wrt. v;. Then we have
W = wirw, 12 = viv; and |rd(v,)| = [rd(w)| > € implying p ¢ P}’ <

Lemma 6.4.30. Let £ € N\ {0}, w € Z*, and p € dom(w) \ P}. Then we have
(w, p) # Pe(x).

Proof. If we have p ¢ A’} we have obviously (w, p) ¥ P,(x). So, from now on, we assume
peAYy.

By p € dom(w) \ P} there are v;, v, € X* with w = vyv,, wrt(v;) = wrt(w[l, p]), and
[rd(v,)| > €. Hence, we have [rd(w)| > |[rd(v,)| > € implying w ¥ short,.

Next, we consider the value of obw(w). If obw(w) > ¢, we have [w] € Q, implying
w £ Omega,. Hence, we are done in this case. Now, assume obw(w) < €. Then there are
0 < m < k < € with obw(w) = k and |[rd,(w)| = m. Let p, §,s € dom(w)¢ be the following
positions:

P1> - - . Pk are the positions of the last k read actions in w (in descending order),
qQ1> - - - » qm are the write positions corresponding to the read actions on py, ..., p,, and
$15 . . ., Sk are the write positions corresponding to the read actions on py, ..., pi.

Since we have g; < 's; for each 1 < i < m, there is an index 0 < i < m such that g;,; < s;,; holds
(where ;41 := 0). Let 0 < i < m be minimal with g;,; < s;;;. Then we have

(w, P, 4,3) E shuffle,, (%, ¥) A obw (%, 2) Adiff;(3,2).

Now, we prove that (w, p,§) # z;,1 < x, i.e., we prove s;,; > p. Towards a contradiction,
suppose that s;,; < p holds.

Recall that v;,v, € X* are defined such that w = wv,, wrt(v;) = wrt(w[l, p]), and
[rd(v,)| > €. Consider the positions in v;v, of the letters on positions p, p, g, and § in w.
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To this end, let ¢ be the permutation of dom(w) mapping the positions in w to the ones in
v1v,. Then we have 0(g;) < o(p;) for each1< j < m since rd,(w) = rd,(v1v,) and, therefore,
v, E overlap,, holds.

By wrt(v1) = wrt(w[1, p]) we have a(p) < |v| and, by |rd(v,)| > € > k we have |v| <
o(pj) for each 1 < j < k. From w = v;v, we know that wrt(w) = wrt(v,v,) and rd(w) =
rd(v;v;) hold by Theorem 4.7.8 implying

o(sg) <+ <0(sis) (since sg <4 Sk_1 <4+ =+ <4 Sis1)
<a(p) (since s;41 < P, Siv1> p € AY, and, therefore, s;,; <, p)
<|w (since wrt(v;) = wrt(w[1, p]))

<a(pr) <---<a(p). (since [rd(v,)| > k and px <_ pr_y <_ -~ <_ p1)

Recall that we also have o(s;) = 0(q;) < o(p;) for each 1 < j < i by the minimality of
i < m and due to v;v, = overlap,,. Then we also obtain o(s;) < o(p;) for each1< j<k,ie,
v1v, E overlap,. From Lemma 6.4.13 we infer that |[rd,(v;v,)| > k > m = |rd,(w)| holds. This
is a contradiction to rd,(v;v;) = rd,(w) by w = vv, according to Theorem 4.7.8. Hence, we
have p < s;;; implying (w, p) # P,(x). «

Finally, with the help of the formula P, we can prove the last implication of Theorem 6.4.1:

Proposition 6.4.31. Let 7 = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet with |F| + |U| > 2 and
T c T(Qqg) be MSO[o]-definable. Then T is recognizable.

Proof. Let T ¢ T(Q4) be MSO[o0]-definable. Then there is ¢ € MSO[o] with T = T(¢). We
construct a formula ¢’ € MSO[A] such that for each w € X* we have w E ¢ if, and only if,
wE .

Concretely, we obtain ¢’ from ¢ as follows:

(1) replace any occurrence of x <, yby x < y A As(x) A Ax(y),
(2) replace any occurrence of x <_ y by x < y A Az(x) A Ax(y), and

(3) replace any occurrence of P,(x) by the FO[A]-formula P,(x).

Then by Lemmata 6.4.29 and 6.4.30 we have w = ¢ if, and only if, w = ¢’ for any w € X*.
Hence, by Biichi’s Theorem [Biic6o] #7!(T) is regular. Since 7 is surjective this implies
recognizability of T = T(¢). «

6.4.5 'The Complexity of the Constructions in Theorem 6.4.1

Finally, we want to analyze the complexities of the constructions in this section. Recall that
we have seen the following circular chain of implications: “(A)/(i) = (ii) = (iii) = (B) =
(C) = (A)”

Towards the first implication, let T ¢ T(Qq ) be recognized by a finite monoid F via
the homomorphism ¢: T(Qq) — F. Then #7!(T) € X* is regular and recognized by F via
1 o ¢ (recall that we can understand F as a DFA accepting #7!(T)). We can obtain another
finite monoid G recognizing #71(T) N A A*A" in polynomial time with the help of the
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cross-product construction known from automata theory. Note that |G| € O(|F|) holds in
this case.

Now, consider the second implication. So, let #71(T) N A" A*A" be recognized by a finite
monoid F. By the proof of Lemma 6.4.10, the set T is a union of O(2/Fl) many languages
which can be expressed by a constant number of plq languages of the form wrt™'(R), rd*(R),
and (2, for regular languages R € A* and numbers € € N. In other words, the constructed
Boolean combination has exponential size.

Next, let T ¢ T(Qq ) be given by a Boolean combination as in property (iii) of Theo-
rem 6.4.6. If a set wrt™'(R) or rd"'(R) is given by a finite automaton accepting R € A* then
a q-rational expression describing such language has exponential size [EZ74]. Otherwise if
such set is given by a regular expression, an equivalent q-rational expression has linear size.
Additionally, the plq language , is equivalent to a q-rational expression of size exponential
in the number ¢ (cf. Proposition 6.4.22).

Towards the implication “(B)=(C)” let T < T(Qq ) be given by a g-rational expression.
The translation of q*- and q~-rational expressions into an MSO[o]-formula is similar to the
translation of a regular expression into an MSO[ A ]-formula. This is possible in polynomial
time when translating the given regular expression into an NFA (this uses the efficient closure
properties of regular languages) and then into an MSO[A]-formula as described (e.g.) in
[Libog, Theorem 7.21]. Finally, formulas for unions, complements, and products can be
constructed in polynomial time. All in all, we obtain an MSO[o]-formula from a q-rational
expression in polynomial time.

Finally, let T € T(Qq ) be given by an MSO[o]-formula. In Proposition 6.4.31 we trans-
lated this formula into an MSO[ A ]-formula. The most complicated case is the atomic formula
P,(x). Its translation P,(x) can be obtained from Py(x) in time exponential in the num-
ber ¢. The remaining translations are possible in linear time. Finally, the translation of an
MSO[1]-formula into a DFA is not elementary [SM73].

6.5 Conclusion

We have characterized the recognizable languages of the plq and pls monoid. First, we have
proved that most pls monoids have only the trivial recognizable languages: the empty set and
the monoid itself. Only the partially lossy stack monoids with a unary underlying lossiness
alphabet have an infinite number of recognizable languages. These sets are recognized by
finite cyclic groups.

We have also seen that - in contrast to the free monoid [Kles1] - the classes of rational
and recognizable languages in the plq monoid do not coincide. This holds since the class of
recognizable plq languages is not closed under product and iteration. But we have introduced
a modification on the rational expressions - so-called g-rational expressions: starting from
the sets having read or write action sequences from a regular language, we build the closure
under Boolean operations and restricted versions of the product and iteration. We have seen
that the class of recognizable languages in the partially lossy queue monoid is exactly the
class of g-rational languages. However, it is still unknown whether there also is such kind
of expressions with monotonic operations, only (i.e., without the usage of complement and
intersection).

Moreover, we have defined a Biichi-like monadic second-order logic on the positions of
actions (cf. [Biic6o]). This logic describes exactly the recognizable plq languages. Unfortu-
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nately, the signature of this logic is infinite, but elements of the plq monoid are at least finitely
presentable. Until now we do not know whether there also is a monadic second-order logic
with just a finite number of relations.




CHAPTER 7

Aperiodic and Star-Free Languages

7.1 Introduction

Probably the most famous proper subclass of the regular languages is the class of aperiodic
languages (see Definition 5.2.3). This class shares a bunch of properties with the class of regular
languages. So it is closed under Boolean operations, concatenation, and homomorphic
preimages. Though, it is not closed under iteration. One of the most important results
in automata theory is Schiitzenberger’s Theorem [Schés] stating that a word language is
aperiodic if, and only if, it is star-free. However, there are even more characterizations of
the aperiodic word languages. The aperiodic languages are the languages: (1) which have
an aperiodic syntactic monoid, (2) which are accepted by a so-called counter-free finite
automaton (these are NFAs which are unable to count modulo any positive integer) [MP71],
(3) which are described by the first-order fragment of Biichi’s logic on words [MP71], and
(4) which are definable in linear temporal logic [Kam68]. From [GRS91] we also know that
the classes of star-free and aperiodic trace languages coincide. Hence, it is worth to study the
class of aperiodic languages in the transformation monoid of a partially lossy queue or stack.

In the previous chapter we have learned that the class of recognizable languages in the plq
monoid is not closed under the monoid’s product. Since this non-closure property also holds
for the aperiodic plq languages, this class also is not closed under product. Hence, the classes
of aperiodic and star-free languages do not coincide in the partially lossy queue monoid. But
we will see that we can generate the aperiodic plq languages by star-free expressions with
the same restriction to the monoid’s product as in our previous result regarding rational
expressions. Additionally, we learn that the class of aperiodic plq languages can be described
by first-order formulas of our special queue logic.

But before, we will see that the aperiodic subsets of the partially lossy stack monoid are
only the trivial ones and this time this statement holds in any case.

7.2 Partially Lossy Stacks

Recall that the partially lossy stack monoid with an at least binary underlying lossiness
alphabet has exactly two recognizable pls languages: the monoid itself and the empty set.
Since any aperiodic language also is recognizable (recall that this is an explicit requirement in
the definition), it is no surprise that in this case there also are only these two trivial aperiodic
pls languages.

Now, consider a unary lossiness alphabet. Then from Theorem 6.2.2 we know that a pls
language is in this case recognizable if, and only if, it is recognized by a finite cyclic group.
Hence, there is an infinite number of recognizable pls languages. However, with recognizable
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pls languages we are able to count modulo a positive integer in a finite, cyclic group. Since
counting is not possible in aperiodic languages, we will see that almost all recognizable pls
languages are not aperiodic - only the two trivial pls languages are aperiodic. This is the
following theorem:

Theorem 7.2.1. Let T = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and T < T(Pq). Then T is
aperiodic if, and only if, T = @ or T = T(Pq).

Proof. This claim is trivial if A = F u U is an at least binary alphabet by Theorem 6.2.4. So,
from now on, we consider the case |A| = L.

Obviously the languages @ and T(Pq) are aperiodic. Now, let & ¢ T ¢ T(Pq) be
aperiodic. Since T also is recognizable its syntactic monoid S(T) is a finite, cyclic group,
i.e, S(T) = Zj for a positive integer k > 0 due to Theorem 6.2.2. Additionally, since T is
aperiodic, S(T) = Zy is an aperiodic monoid, i.e., there is a number # € N such that for each
¢ € 7y we have €" = ¢**1, This is only possible for k = 1and ¢ = 0. Hence, |S(T)| = 1 holds
implying T =@ or T = T(Py). «

We have seen that in any case the pls monoid has exactly two aperiodic languages. We may
also ask for a characterization of the star-free pls languages. So, we conjecture that this class
of pls languages can be characterized similar to the rational languages (cf. Theorem 5.3.1).
In other words, possibly a language T € T(Pq) is star-free if, and only if there is a star-free
word language L € NFp, = A A* U {1} with T = 5(L).

7.3 Partially Lossy Queues

Now, we consider the aperiodic and star-free languages in the partially lossy queue monoid.
To this end, we recall the proof of Proposition 6.4.16. We have seen in that proof that
[a]*-[a]* is no recognizable plq language. Since [a]* and [a]* are even aperiodic, we learn
that the class of aperiodic plq languages is not closed under product and, hence, does not
coincide with the class of star-free plq languages. To describe the aperiodic plq languages
in terms of star-free expressions, we have to adopt our special restriction to the monoid’s
product from rational expressions. With this restriction we obtain the so-called g-star-free
expressions which are formally defined as follows:

Let Z = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet. A T(Qz)-language is g*-star-free if it can be
constructed by the following rules:

(1*) wrt(e), wrt™'(@) = @, and wrt™!(a) for any a € A are q*-star-free and

(2%) if S, T c T(Qq) are q*-star-free then SU T, S - T, and T(Qq ) \ S are q*-star-free.

Similarly, by replacing wrt™' by rd™" in the rules above, we define the class of g~-star-free
T(Qq )-languages. Finally, a language in T(Qq ) is g-star-free if it can be constructed from
the following rules:

(1) if T € T(Qq) is q*- or q~-star-free it also is q-star-free,
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(2) if S, T c T(Qq) are q-star-free then SU T and T(Qy ) \ S are q-star-free, and

(3) if ScT(Qq) is q*-star-free and T € T(Qq ) is q-star-free such that rd(T) is finite (i.e,
T is obtained without usage of the \-operator) then S - T(Qq) - T is q-star-free.

Hence, the only difference of the rules above in comparison to the ones constructing the
q-rational plq languages is the replacement of the iteration by complement in the definition
of q*-star-free languages. Therefore, T ¢ T(Qq ) is q"-star-free (q~-star-free) if, and only if,
there is an aperiodic language R € A* with T = wrt™!(R) (respectively T = rd™'(R)).

Similarly to Theorems 6.4.1 and 6.4.6, we can state the following result:

Theorem 7.3.1. Let T = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet and T ¢ T(Qq). Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(A) T is aperiodic.

(B) n7(T)nA A*A " is aperiodic.

(C) T is a Boolean combination of plq languages of the form wrt™'(R), rd "' (R), and

Qy for aperiodic languages R ¢ A* and numbers € € N.
(D) T is g-star-free.
(E) T is FO[o]-definable.

Proof. To prove this theorem we recall the proofs of Theorems 6.4.1 and 6.4.6.

At first we show the implication “(A)=>(B)” So, let T ¢ T(Qq ) be aperiodic. Then #7(T)
is aperiodic. Since A" A*A" is aperiodic and the class of aperiodic languages is closed under
intersection we can infer that 771(T) N A A*A’ also is aperiodic.

Next, we prove “(B)=(C)”. We recall the proof of Lemma 6.4.10 and assume that the
recognizing monoid F is aperiodic. All of the arguments of the inverse projections wrt™ and
rd™" are either single words, y#7'(x), % '(x) for any x € T, or products of those languages.
Anyway these plq languages are aperiodic since aperiodicity is preserved under inverse ho-
momorphisms (note that the class of aperiodic word languages is closed under concatenation
according to Schiitzenberger’s Theorem [Schés]). Hence, T is a Boolean combination of
plq languages of the form wrt™'(R), rd ' (R), and Q, for aperiodic languages R ¢ A* and
numbers € € N.

In the proof of Proposition 6.4.22 we see that , is even g-star-free and, hence, the
implication “(C)=(D)” holds.

In the construction of the proof of Proposition 6.4.28 each of the used formulas can be
expressed in first-order logic. Therefore, we have “(D)=(E)”.

Finally, we have to prove “(E)=-(A)”. Each translation of an FO[o]-formula as seen in
Proposition 6.4.31 results in a formula in FO[A]. Therefore, by [MP71] each FO[o0]-definable
plq language is aperiodic. <

There are still several open questions concerning aperiodic and star-free plq languages.
For example, one may ask for a temporal logic describing the aperiodic languages similar to
Kamp’s Theorem [Kam68] stating that the logic LTL describes exactly the aperiodic word
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languages. One could also study subclasses of the star-free and aperiodic plq languages.
For example, one may consider the dot-depth hierarchy or the Straubing-Thérien hierarchy.
Thomas proved in [Tho82] that in the free monoid the n™ level of the former hierarchy
corresponds to the B ,-fragment of Biichi’s logic on words and that the (n — %)t level cor-
responds to the X, -fragment. It is an open question whether there exists also a modification
on this hierarchy such that the named correspondence holds for our queue logic FO[o].
Moreover, it is open whether aperiodicity or star-freeness of a given rational, recognizable,
or star-free language in T(Qq ) is decidable. One may also check whether the undecidable
problems from Section 5.4 still are undecidable if their inputs are star-free plq languages.

7.4 Conclusion

All in all, we have characterized the aperiodic languages in the pls and plq monoids. Con-
cretely, we have seen that the partially lossy stack monoid has no non-trivial aperiodic
languages. Towards the aperiodic plq languages we revisited the proofs of Theorems 6.4.1
and 6.4.6 and found some small modifications such that these theorems also hold for aperi-
odic plq languages.
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CHAPTER 8
Reachability Problems and Temporal
Logics

In this chapter we recall some basic definitions and knowledge about verification of finite- and
infinite-state systems. We will start with simplifying our automata with storage mechanisms.
Concretely, we will remove their input tape and their initial and final states. Afterwards
we introduce multiple reachability problems and some temporal logics like LTL and CTL
on these systems. Finally, we give an idea of the decidability proofs of the model checking
problem for various temporal logics. In the succeeding chapters we will finally show various
decidability results on the named problems.

8.1 Kripke-Structures

First, we introduce so-called Kripke-structures. These are essentially directed graphs with
labels on their nodes. We use them later to define the semantics of the temporal logics.

Definition 8.1.1. Let AP be a finite set of atomic propositions. A Kripke-structure is a
triple M = (V, E, A) where V is a (not necessarily finite) set of nodes, E € V2 is a set of
edges, and A: V — 24P is a labeling.

Now, let M = (V, E, A) be a Kripke-structure. An (infinite) path in M is a sequence (v;);cy
with v; =g v, for each i € N. For a path p = (v;) ey in M and n € N, we denote the subpath
of p starting after n steps by p" := (v;) isp-

Next, we want to obtain Kripke-structures from finite automata having a memory mod-
eled by the data type D. To this end, we have to simplify these automata:

Definition 8.1.2. Let D = (U, X, ©®) be a data type and AP be a set of atomic propositions.
A D-system is a tuple & = (Q, D, A, A) where Q is a finite set of states, A € Q x Z* x Q
is a finite set of transitions, and A: Q — 24P is a labeling.

d

In other words, a D-system is a D-automaton without input tape, initial states, and final
states. Instead of that, systems have an additional labeling of their control states. Later we
will use such labeling to define the semantics of temporal logics.

From these systems we can obtain a Kripke-structure as follows:

Definition 8.1.3. Let D = (U, %, ®) beadatatypeand & = (Q, D, A, A) be a D-system.
The system S induces a (possibly infinite) Kripke-structure M (&) := (V, E, A”) where

V =Confg :=Q x U,
((p,x),(g,y)) € E if, and only if, there is (p, t, q) € A with [t](x) = y, and
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A'((g,x)) = A(q)- )
Hence, the Kripke-structure M (&) induced by a D-system G is essentially the configuration
graph of &. In other words, from a given D-automaton 2 we obtain this Kripke-structure
by removing the edge-labels from its configuration graph Gg.
Similarly, we can define the Kripke-structure induced by a lossy D-system (where D is
a lossy data type). In this case, we have an edge ((p, x), (g, y)) € E if, and only if, there is
either a transition (p, t,q) with y € [¢](x) or p = g and y < x holds.

8.2 Reachability Problems

Now, we want to introduce several verification problems. Some of the most important
questions in verification are listed below. We will see afterwards, that all of these problems
are related to the reachability problem.

So, let M = (V, E, A) be a Kripke-structure.

(1) Reachability Problem. Given two sets I, F € V of nodes. Can we reach F from I in M?

(2) Safety Problem. Given two sets I, F € V of nodes. Can we only reach F from I in M?

(3) Liveness Problem. Given two sets I, F C V of nodes. Can we reach F infinitely often on
an infinite path in M starting in I?

(4) Inevitability Problem. Given two sets I, F € V of nodes. Do all (infinite) paths in M

starting in I stay in I until they eventually reach F once?

A possible approach to solve the aforementioned problems is to compute the set of for-
wards and backwards reachable nodes in our given Kripke-structure and to check afterwards,
whether the respective properties hold. To this end, we first define these sets as follows:

Definition 8.2.1. Let M = (V,E, A) be a Kripke-structure and U ¢ V be a set of
nodes in /M. We inductively define the functions post}, (U) and pre}, (U) as follows:
post), (U) = prel, (U) := U. For i > 0 we set

postiy!(U) = {v e V | post;, (U) >4 v} and
pre;\}I(U) ={veV|v—ypre, (U)}.
The set of forwards and backwards reachable nodes of M wrt. U are

post; (U) := | Jposti, (U) and prej, = Jpre), (U).
ieN ieN 1

Let & be a D-system. To simplify notations we write postg and preg instead of post,, g, or
By definition post;, (U) and prej, (U) are infinite unions. However, we could also write
these sets as follows:

post; (U) ={veV|U-},v} and pre; (U)={veV|v->} U}.

Similarly, we may define postf, (U) and pre;, (U) which are the nodes in M which are
forwards or backwards reachable in at least one step.

Some of the problems listed above can be directly solved by computation of the forwards
or backwards reachable nodes in our Kripke-structure /M. Concretely, possible strategies are
the following:
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(1) To solve the reachability problem, we can compute the set post;, (I) and decide whether
post;, (I) N F # @ holds. Similarly, we could check, whether pre}, (F) n I # @ holds. In
both cases, we require that the emptiness problem for intersections of sets is decidable.

(2) We can check safety by deciding whether post;, (I) < F holds. Here, we need the
decidability of the inclusion problem in V.

However, solving liveness and inevitability are a bit more involved. But we can express these
properties in LTL which we will introduce in the next section.

Before we do this, we want to give an alternative definition of the forwards and backwards
reachable configurations in a D-system &. In this definition we remove the control states of
G and focus only on the contents of the attached data type D. These are the following sets:

Definition 8.2.2. Let D = (U, X, ©) be a data type, L € U be a set of contents of the
data type, and T € X* be a language of action sequences. The set of forwards reachable
contents of D wrt. L is

ReEAcHp(L, T) = [T](L) ~ {1}
and the set of backwards reachable contents of D wrt. L is

BACkREACHp(L, T) ={x e U|[T](x)nL + @} .

d

Using the definition of D’s semantics [.] we can show that REACH and BACKREACH are
compatible with the composition of action sequences:

Observation 8.2.3. Let D = (U, X, ©) be a data type, L U, and S, T € X*. Then we
have the following statements:

(1) ReacH(L,ST) = ReacH(REacH(L, S), T).
(2) BACKREACH(L,ST) = BACKREACH(BACKREACH(L, T), S).

Proof. We first prove (1). Let x € REACH(L, ST). Then there are y € L, s € S, and t € T with
1L #x=[st](y). Setz:=[s](y) # L. Then we have z € REacH(L, S) and [t](z) = [st](y) =
x. This implies x € REacH({z}, T) € REacH(REACH(L, S), T).

Conversely, let x € REACH(REACH(L, S), T). Then there are z € REACH(L,S) and t € T
with 1 # x = [t](z). Additionally, there are y € L and s € S with L # z = [s](y) implying
L#x=[t](z) =[t]([s](»)) = [st] (y). Hence, we infer x € Reacu(L, ST).

Now, we prove (2). To this end, let x € BACKREACH(L, ST). Then we have [ST](x) n
L + @, ie., thereares € S,t € T,and y € L with 1 # y = [st](x). Then there is z €
U~ {1} with [s](x) = z and [t](z) = y. Hence, we infer z € BACKREACH(L, T') and
x € BACKREACH({z}, S) € BACKREACH (BACKREACH(L, T), S).

Towards the converse inclusion, let x € BACKREACH (BACKREACH (L, T'), S). Then there
are s € S and z € BAckREacH(L, T) with [s](x) = z # 1. Additionally, there are y € L
and t € T with [t](z) = y # L. This implies 1 # y = [t](z) = [t]([s](x)) = [st](x), i.e.,
x € BACKREACH(L, ST). <
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We can also find the following connection between postg and REAcH as well as between
pre§ and BACKREACH: we obtain post§ and preg from REacH and BACKREACH, respectively,
by application of all action sequences which lead from an initial control state to a final control
state. Note that the set of action sequences in & is regular. We can see this by understanding
the transition relation of & as one of an extended NFA (recall that this is an NFA having
edges labeled with words from X*).

Observation 8.2.4. Let D be a data type, S = (Q, D, A, A) be a D-system, and C <
Confg = Q x U be a set of configurations of S. Let A = (Q, %, Q, A, Q) be an extended
NFA derived from & (note that A is the transition relation from S). Then we have:

(1) posts(C) = U, reoif} x REACH(1 C, L(2A,1)).
(2) preg(C) = U, reqit} x BACKREACH(f C,L(2A,-¢)). <

8.3 Temporal Logics

Now, we want to recall some temporal logics on our Kripke-structures. With the help of these
logics we are able to formalize properties of paths in our Kripke-structures. In verification
this is used to specify the expected behavior of a given system. So, these logics help to check
whether a system (or at least its formal model) satisfies a set of requirements specified by
formulas from an adequate temporal logic. Possibly the most famous temporal logics are the
linear temporal logic (LTL, for short, in some papers also called propositional temporal logic
or PTL), the computation tree logic (CTL, for short), and their combination CTL". The main
difference between these logics is the set of allowed temporal operators. So, in the following
we want to recall the definitions of some important operators. To this end, let M = (V,E, A)
be a Kripke-structure on the atomic propositions AP. Additionally, let p = (v;);cy be a path
in M and ¢ and y be two formulas. Then we define:

(M, p) = T,

(M, p) = peAPif, and only if, p € A(vy),

(M, p) = =¢ if, and only if, (M, p) ¥ ¢,

(M, p) = ¢vyif,and only if, (M, p) £ ¢ or (M, p) = v,
(M, p) = X ¢ if, and only if, (M, p!) E ¢,

(M, p) £ ¢ Uy if, and only if, there is k € N with (M, p¥) £ v and (M, p*) E ¢ for
each 0 < £ < k, and
(M, p) = E ¢ if, and only if, there is a path 0 = (w;) ey in M with wy = voand (M, 0) =
é.
In this connection we can read the formula “X ¢” as “¢ holds in the neXt step”, “¢ Uy” as “¢
holds Until y holds”, and “E ¢” as “there Exists a path satisfying ¢”.
The definitions of a few more temporal operators can be found in the literature (see, e.g.,

[GKo7]). However, from the operators listed above we also obtain the following well-known
operators:
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F ¢ := T U ¢ which reads as “Eventually (or Finally) ¢ holds”
G ¢ := - F —¢ which reads as “Globally the formula ¢ holds”
A ¢ := - E -~¢ which reads as “¢ holds on All paths”

Then LTL consists of all of those formulas generated by Boolean operators and the temporal
operators X and U (including F and G). The logic CTL consists of the Boolean operators
and the combinations EX, EG, and E U of temporal operators. Finally, CTL" is the set of all
formulas generated by all of the operators listed above.

The model checking problem of these logics is defined as follows:

Input: A Kripke-structure M = (V,E, A),anodev € V, and a formula ¢
Question: Does (M, p) £ ¢ hold for a path p = (v;) ey in M with vy = v?

Note that in the literature the model checking problem of LTL often is the following question:
does (M, p) £ ¢ hold for all paths p in M starting in node v? This is essentially the
complementary problem of the problem defined above since (M, p) = ¢ holds for all paths
p if, and only if, there is no path p with (M, p) = —-¢.

Now, recall the four problems introduced in the previous section. We can see that all
questions correspond to instances of the model checking of LTL:

(1) To solve the reachability problem, we can check whether F ¢ holds for a suitable formula
é.
(2) The safety problem asks whether G ¢ holds for a formula ¢.

(3) We can decide the liveness problem with the help of the formula GF ¢ where ¢ is an
eligible formula.

(4) We can solve the inevitability problem by checking for satisfaction of ¢ Uy for two
formulas ¢ and y.

In the next chapter we want to verify Kripke-structures induced by pushdown automata
with one or more stacks. In other words, our aim is to prove that model checking for Kripke-
structures M (&) is decidable for some (multi-)pushdown systems S. The classical proof
strategy to show the decidability of the model checking problem for LTL-like temporal logics
(see, e.g., [VW86]) is as follows: let ¢ be a formula from a temporal logic, M (&) = (V,E, A)
be a Kripke-structure induced by a D-system &, and v € V be a node. We construct a Biichi-
automaton (this is an NFA with different semantics) 20 = (Q, I, I, A, F) with the following
properties:

I :=299) where cl(¢) is the set of all subformulas of ¢,

Q = F c 29(%) contains exactly the consistent sets of subformulas of ¢,

I ¢ 29(9) contains exactly the consistent sets of subformulas of ¢ which also contain ¢,
and

A is a transition relation according to the semantics of the considered logic. Concretely,
we have (p, a,q) € A if p = a and some further properties holds, e.g., if Xy € p +—
¥ € q holds for any Xy € cl(¢).
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Then we know ¢ is satisfiable by at least one Kripke-structure if the accepted w-language of
2( is not empty (note that 2 does not depend on M), i.e., if

L) == {apaoty... € T | I(v;)ienivo € I, Vi € Niw; Ao Viets 3°jeN:v;eF} + @

holds. Finally, we construct a (Biichi-) D-automaton B which simulates 2 and & in parallel.
This means, the resulting automaton’s states are tuples (p, q) of states from 2 and &, in which
the labeling A(q) of g coincides with the atomic propositions p N AP in p € cl(¢). We have
an edge from one tuple to another one if, and only if, there are such edges in 2 and in &.
Then the formula ¢ holds in M (&) on configuration v if, and only if, B accepts at least one
w-word, i.e., if the following w-language is not empty:

L(B) := {apoaz ... € I’ | 3(c;)ien: €o € Initg, Vi € N: ¢ 8 Civts 3%j e Ni¢; € Finaly }.

We also call the emptiness problem of Biichi-D-automata the recurrent reachability problem
(since such automaton accepts an w-word iff it reaches an accepting state infinitely often).

Theorem 8.3.1 ([VW86]). Let D be a data type. The model checking problem for several
temporal logics (like LTL) on Kripke-structures induced from ‘D-systems can be reduced
to the emptiness problem of Biichi- D-automata. In this reduction we construct a Biichi-
‘D-automaton in time exponential in the size of ¢ and which has exponentially many
states. )

In other words, to decide the model checking problem for LTL and other temporal logics,
we only have to prove that the emptiness problem in Biichi-D-automata is decidable. For
example, the emptiness in Biichi-automata is NL-complete. Hence, we obtain the decidability
of the model checking problem for finite Kripke-structures:

Corollary 8.3.2 ([Pnuy7, VW86]). The model checking problem of LTL is PSPACE-
complete for finite Kripke-structures. “«

Note that we can also show that the model checking problem of CTL for finite Kripke-
structures is in P (however this result does not use the aforementioned reduction [CE82])
and the model checking problem of CTL" also is PSPACE-complete [EH83]. In the next
chapter we will use this reduction to prove the decidability of the model checking problem
for Kripke-structures induced by pushdown automata with one or more stacks.




CHAPTER 9

Verifying Pushdown Automata

9.1 Introduction

In this chapter we want to verify pushdown systems and automata having one or more stacks.
Such systems are often used to model programs in functional programming languages (like
Erlang, Haskell, or Scala), in which one recursively calls a finite number of functions with
finite domains.

It is well-known that the reachability problem in pushdown systems with one such
stack is decidable in polynomial time [BEMgy]. Moreover, in such systems the model
checking problems of several temporal logics are decidable. For example, Bouajjani et
al. proved in [BEMgy] the EXPTIME-completeness of the model checking problem for
LTL. Walukiewicz showed that additionally model checking for CTL and the so-called
propositional u-calculus are EXPTIME-complete while model checking of the EF-fragment of
CTL is PSPACE-complete [Waloo, Walo1]. Moreover, we know that CTL"-model checking
is 2EXPTIME-complete [Bozoy]. Hence, with these results we are able to analyze such
aforementioned functional programs with finite domains towards their correctness and other
interesting properties.

We can also consider pushdown systems having at least two stacks. With the help of
such systems we can model functional programs with finite domains within concurrent or
distributed systems. Indeed, such systems are known to be as powerful as Turing-machines.
Hence, the reachability problem and the model checking problem for any temporal logic
gets undecidable in such pushdown systems. Here, we will consider a special restriction of
such multi-pushdown systems and prove the decidability of the reachability and recurrent
reachability problem implying the decidability of the model checking problem of LTL and
other temporal logics.

But first, we recall the results and constructions for pushdown systems with one stack.

9.2 Reliable Stacks

In this section we consider the reachability problem in pushdown automata having one stack.
It is a very famous result that this problem is decidable in polynomial time. However, we
want to recall some constructions proving this result. Later in this chapter we will generalize
two of these constructions to automata having multiple reliable stacks.

First, we need an appropriate method to store sets of configurations of a PDA. To this
end, let & = (Q, P4, A, A) be a Py-system (we also call these systems pushdown systems).
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An G-NFA is an NFA 2 = (S, A, Q, 8, F) with Q ¢ S. The accepted configurations of the
G-NFA A =(S,A,Q,4,F) are
C(A) = {(a:w) |9 Q,q > F}.

A set of configurations C ¢ Confg is called regular if there is an G-NFA 2 with C(2) = C.

Note that we can see the set of accepted configurations of an G-NFA 2 as a collection
of a finite number of regular languages, each starting from a state of &. In other words, for
G =(Q, P4, A, A)and A = (S, A, Q, J, F) we have the following equation:

C(A) = U{q} x L(Agr) -

q€Q

Hence, the term “regular set of configurations” is eligible.

9.2.1 Reachability

Now, we are able to state the main theorem of this section: the decidability of the reachability
problem in pushdown systems:

Theorem 9.2.1 ((BEM97, FWWo97, Esp+00]). Let A be an alphabet, S be a P 4-system,
C ¢ Confg be regular. Then posts(C) and preg(C) are regular. In particular, we can
compute &-NFAs accepting post’ (C) and pre(C) from & and an G-NFA accepting
C in polynomial time.

We recall multiple constructions proving this result. We also want to visualize the proof
ideas with the help of an example. To this end, consider the following pushdown system &
and G-NFA :

a
b
c @) ) -

Figure 9.1

The first construction we consider is the one introduced by Bouajjani, Esparza, and
Maler [BEMg7]. In this construction we only consider classical pushdown systems having
transitions labeled with actions sequences from AA*, only, i.e., on each step the PDA reads
one letter and afterwards writes a word into the stack. However, as we stated earlier in this
thesis, any pushdown system can be translated into such classical pushdown system.

Proof idea. Let & = (Q, P4, A, A) where for each (p,t,q) € A we have t € AA* and let
C be accepted by 2 = (S, A, Q, §, F). We iteratively add some edges to 2 simulating the
application of a single transition of &. Since 2! is finite, this construction terminates after
several iterations. The number of these iterations is polynomial in the size of 2.

To this end, we define §-NFAs () := (S, A, Q, §(), F) for numbers i € N as follows:
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Set 8(%) := §, i.e., we have 2(®) = 2. Wl.o.g., we assume that §(°) € S x A x S\ Q holds,
i.e., the initial states of 20(®) have no in-edges.

- R
S: : }—»at @ () W
///a

’
’
@/

Figure 9.2. Visualization of the construction. The dashed a-edge is added in step i + 1.

80 == (0 U {(q,a,5) € Qx Ax S | I(g,at,p) € A:p im@ s}. In other words,
whenever there is a transition (g, at, p) in & and a configuration (p, t*w) € C(A())
we also have (g, aw) € prels (C(A(?)) c prex (C(2)). Hence, we add an a-labeled edge
from g in A+ (cf. Figure 9.2).

Let A(=) = (S,A,Q,8(), F) be the “limit” of the sequence (A());.y, i.e., §(=)
Uien 6(). Then we can show preg(C(2)) = C(2(>)). Since we have 6(® ¢ §®) c ... c
8(=) ¢ § x A x S and since the latter set is finite, we have §®) = (1) for k := |S|?|A| and,
therefore 6(K) = §(). Hence, (=) also is constructible from & and 2l in polynomial time.«

al

Example 9.2.2. Consider & and 2 as visualized in Figure 9.1. Then we have C(2) =
{(p1,€)} and we want to compute preg (C(2)). In the first approach we compute an
G-NFA as depicted in Figure 9.3.

|

a

Figure 9.3. The G-NFAs A", 2D, and A?) (from left to right). The sequence (A();cy stabilizes after
the second step. Hence, we have () = (D),

Hence, we have pre’ (C(2()) = C(A®) = ({po} x ba*) u ({p1} x a*). |

Now, we take a closer look at the complexity of this first construction. We see that the
resulting G-NFA 2(=) has still as many states as 2, but more transitions. However, the
number of transitions is bounded by O(|J? - |A|). To add a new transition to 2, we have to
find for any pair of states in S a path of bounded length ¢ := max{|t|| (¢, at,p) € A} in 2.
Hence, each round is possible in time O(¢ - |Q[?) implying a total running time bounded by
O(|SP - [A[* - |A]) (since £, Q] € O(|&])).

However, this approach is not convenient for computing the succeeding configurations
of C(2). This is due to the restriction that each transition of & is labeled with a word from
AA*. Computing the forwards reachable configurations would require to add some states to
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2(. Since we may add new states in each round, the construction will possibly never terminate.
Though, it is possible to modify this construction as follows:

(1) We can translate the pushdown system into a reversible one in which each transition is
labeled with an action sequence of the form a (decrease the stack), ab (modify the top
symbol), or aab (push another symbol onto the stack). This can be done by splitting
transitions as described by Schellmann in [Schig]: a transition labeled with abb, ... b,
(for n > 2) of G can be split into multiple transitions labeled with ab; and b;b;b;,, for
each1<i<n.

For such reversible pushdown system & we can construct the reverse pushdown
system T as follows: replace (p, ab, q) by (g, ba, p), (p,aab, q) is replaced by (g, b, p),
and (p, @, q) is replaced by (g, bba, p). Then we have ¢ —% d if, and onlyif, d -2 c holds
for any two configurations ¢, d € Confg = Confz. Finally, we can apply the construction
from [BEMoy] as described above to compute the forwards reachable configurations (cf.
[Schig]).

(2) An alternative algorithm is described in [Esp+oo0]. In that paper the authors added a
fixed number of states to 2 representing the long tail w of a transition labeled with abw.
Afterwards, we obtain an algorithm which is very similar to the one from [BEMgy].

Another construction suitable for computing the sets of forwards and backwards reach-
able configurations was presented by Finkel, Willems, and Wolper in [FWWg7]:

Proofidea. Let S = (Q, P4, A, A) be a pushdown system such that (p,t,q) € A implies
t € AA* (i.e., & is a classical pushdown system). Suppose there are the following two
transitions (p, atb, q), (g, b, r) € A implying (p,aw) —g (g, bt*w) - (r, tRw) for any
word w € A*. If we add the transition (p, at, r) to A that allows to go from (p, aw) to (r, tfw)
directly, the reachability relation does not change. We keep adding such “shortcuts” and call
the resulting pushdown system &(°) saturated. Then, any run of the original system & can
be simulated by a run of the saturated system G() that first shortens the stack and then
writes onto the stack. It follows that for such saturated pushdown systems the mappings
postg and prey preserve regularity effectively.

The crucial point of this construction is that any run of the system &(*) can be brought
into such “simple form” using the shortcuts. Here, “simple form” means that a run consists
of two phases: the pushdown decreases properly in every step of the first phase and does not
decrease in any step of the second phase.

Note that this result agrees with the fact that any action sequence t € X* of a pushdown

behaves equivalently to an action sequence from A A* (or 1), cf. Theorem 4.3.2. <

Example 9.2.3. Again, we consider the pushdown system & and G-NFA 2 as displayed
in Figure 9.1. Since we have (po, ba, p1), (p1, @ p1) € A, the equivalent saturated push-
down system &(>) also has a transition ( pg, b, p;).

Then we see that pre¥ (C(21)) is the following set:

({po} xba*)u ({p:} x a*),

which is in fact regular (however, the proof idea from above does not describe, how to
construct an accepting 2A-NFA).

d

Finally, we have to consider the complexity of this sketched construction. First, consider
the construction of the equivalent saturated pushdown system &(°). We can compute this
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a

Figure 9.4. The saturated pushdown system &(°°),

system iteratively by adding new transitions having a label shorter than the previously existing
ones. Hence, our algorithm requires at most O(|Q|?|t|) where t € A* is the longest word with
(p,at,q) € A. According to [FWWoy] it is also possible to compute an G-NFA accepting
prei(C(21)) in cubic time.

From Theorem 9.2.1 we finally obtain the following decidability result:

Corollary 9.2.4. The following reachability problem is decidable in polynomial time:

Input: An alphabet A, a Py-system S, and two G-NFAs 2 and *B.
Question: Does C(21) —% C(*B) hold? «

9.2.2 Recurrent Reachability

Using the decidability of the reachability problem in pushdown systems, we can also prove
that repeated reachability is decidable. This repeated reachability problem corresponds to
the emptiness problem of w-languages accepted by Biichi-pushdown automata. Applying
the reduction in Theorem 8.3.1 we obtain the decidability of the model checking problem for

several temporal logics in pushdown systems.

Lemma 9.2.5 ([BEMg7]). Let A be an alphabet, A = (Q,I’, Pa, I, ¢, A, F) be a push-
down automaton. Then we have L°(21) + & if, and only if, there are g € Q and a € A
with

(1) prey({q} x aA*) nInity # & and

(2) (g, a) € prej(Finaly n pre} ({q} x aA¥)). <

Note that both conditions in Lemma 9.2.5 are decidable in polynomial time due to Corol-
lary 9.2.4. Hence, we can see that the emptiness problem for w-languages accepted by
Biichi-PDAs is decidable in polynomial time.

Now, we may consider the model checking problem of LTL and other temporal logics.
We are able to reduce model checking for LTL-like temporal logics to the emptiness problem
of Biichi-automata. Hence, from Lemma 9.2.5 we obtain that the model checking problem is
decidable for Kripke-structures induced by pushdown systems in this case. Concretely, we
know that model checking of LTL is EXPTIME-complete for this kind of Kripke-structures
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[BEMogy]. We also know that CTL-model checking is EXPTIME-complete [Waloo, Walo1]
and CTL"-model checking is 2EXPTIME-complete [Bozo7].

9.3 Partially Lossy Stacks

Next, we want to transfer the results from the previous section to automata having one
partially lossy stack. Recall that we have learned two different semantics of partially lossy
stacks which both have the same computational power. However, in the context of forwards
and backwards reachable configurations we have to differentiate between these two types.
We first show that we obtain the configurations reachable in a partially lossy stack system
with default semantics from one with read-lossy semantics. To this end, we have to extend
the notion of Z-subwords from words to configurations. So, let & = (Q, Py, A, A) be a
Pq-system and (p,v), (g, w) € Confg be two configurations. We write (p,v)ESq(q, w) if,
and only if, p = g and v4 w holds. In other words, we have c =4 d for two configurations
c,d € Confg if c and d agree in their control state and the content in ¢ is an Z-subword of
the one in d. Obviously, the relation ¢ is a partial ordering on Confeg.

Now, let G = (Q, PZS4, A, A) be a partially lossy stack system with default semantics.
From this system we obtain a pls system ¥ = (Q, Pq, A, A) with read-lossy semantics simply
by replacing the underlying data type. Note that this system is still well-defined. Since Py
is only a determinization of PZSy, the Kripke-structure M (%) is a subgraph of M (S).
Hence, each run of ¥ is also a run in &. Conversely, there may be runs in & which are not
allowed in T. However, for each run ¢ »% d in & we can find another run in ¥ ending in a
configuration d’ with d £4 d’, i.e., in which its stack content is an Z-superword of the one in
d. This is the following lemma:

Lemma 9.3.1. Let 7 = (F,U) be a lossiness alphabet, & = (Q, PLSq,A, A) be a
PLSq-system, and T = (Q, Py, A, A) be its read-lossy version. For any pair c,d €
Confg = Confs the following equivalence holds:

c—>&d < thereisd € Confs:dcqd andc -5 d'.

Proof. First we prove the implication “<”. It is easy to see that M (¥) is a subgraph of
M(&). Hence, from ¢ —% d’ we also obtain ¢ % d’. Additionally, from d = d’ we also
obtain an e-edge in M (&) implying ¢ »% d’ —¢ d.

Now, we prove the converse implication. To this end, we prove by induction on the
length n € N of a run ¢ —{ d that there is d’ € Confs with d=; d’ and ¢ —% d’ (note that
this run has not necessarily length #). If n = 0 holds, we have ¢ = d and d £4 d (recall thatc,
is a partial ordering). Hence, setting d’ := d yields our claim in this case. Next, let n > 1. Then
there is e € Confg with ¢ =% e - d. By induction hypothesis there is a configuration
e’ € Confg with ecq e’ and ¢ »% e'. Let e := (p,v), e’ := (p,v'), and d := (g, w). We have
to distinguish two cases:

(1) p=gqandwcqv (ie, e > d only forgets some letters). Then we have dc; ecq e’. By
transitivity of £; we are done with d’ := ¢’.
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(2) Thereis (p,t,q) € A with w € [t]pqs, (v). By Proposition 3.3.4 we have wcq [t]p, (v)
and from Lemma 3.3.3 we learn [t]p, (v) Sq[t]p, (v'). Set d’ := (g, [t]»,(v")). Then
we have d £, d’ by transitivity of ;. We also have e’ -5 d" implying c —% e’ »5 d’. «

¢ =(pV) ——=z (p[H](v)) = d'

\ = =2
« Ul Ui

c

% = (p.v) s (0. [1()
“(pw)=d

Figure 9.5. Visualization of the proof of Lemma 9.3.1.

From this result we learn the following connection between forwards resp. backwards
reachable configurations in a partially lossy stack system with default and read-lossy seman-
tics.

Proposition 9.3.2. Let 7 = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet, S = (Q, PLSq,A, A) be a
PLSy-system, T = (Q, Pqg, A, A) be its read-lossy version, and C ¢ Confg be a set of
configurations. Then the following statements hold:

(1) posty(C) = |, posti(C) and

(2) preg(C) = prex(1e,C).

Proof. Firstwe prove (1). Let d € postg(C). Then thereis ¢ € Cwith ¢ —% d. By Lemma 9.3.1
there is d’ € Confz with d €4 d’ and ¢ - d’. Hence, we have d’ € post;(C) and, therefore,
d e lc,posti(C).

Conversely, let d € |, post%(C). Then there are ¢ € C and d’ € Confs with d =, d’ and
¢ -4 d’. According to Lemma 9.3.1 we learn ¢ —¥ d implying d € post{(C).

Now, we show the second statement. So, let ¢ € preZ(C). Then there is d € C with
¢ »& d. We find a configuration d’ € Confs with d =5 d" and ¢ —% d’ by Lemma 9.3.1. In
other words, we have d’ € 1., C implying ¢ € prex (1, C).

Finally, let ¢ € pre (1<, C). Then thereis d’ € 1., C with ¢ -% d’. Additionally, there is
d € C with d=, d’. Then by Lemma 9.3.1 we obtain ¢ —% d and, hence, ¢ € pre(C). <

Let C c Confg be a regular set of configurations. Then we can compute G-NFAs accept-
ing 1, C and |, C, respectively, in polynomial time and linear space. The constructions are
similar to the ones from Haines [Hai69]. In other words, if we restrict Proposition 9.3.2 to
regular sets of configurations, we obtain the forwards and backwards reachable configura-
tions of a pls system with default semantics from one with read-lossy semantics using these
closure properties, only.

Next, we want to reduce the reachability problem of a partially lossy stack system to one
of a reliable pushdown system. To this end, we construct from a P¢-system & a P4-system
T which reaches the same configurations (and some further configurations not in Confg).
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Proposition 9.3.3. Let 7 = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and S be a Pq-system. Then
we can compute a Py-system T in polynomial time with Confg C Confs such that we
have for each C ¢ Confg:

posts(C) = postz(C) nConfg  and preg(C) = prez(C) n Confe .

Proof idea. Let S = (Qg, Py, A, Ag). Without loss of generality, we can assume that each
transition (p, t,q) € Ag applies at most one basic action (i.e., |¢| < 1 holds). Otherwise, we
are able to split transitions in &.

We construct a pushdown system T which simulates the behavior of &. But whenever
G tries to read a letter, T guesses this letter a € A (and stores its guess in its global state). In
this new state we can read some other forgettable letters from F \ {a}. Finally, we read a
and continue the simulation of &. Then ¥ = (Qg, P4, A, Ag) is defined as follows:

Qz = Qs U (Qs x A),
Az(q) = As(q) and A<((g,a)) = As(q) for each g € Qg and a € A, and
A< consists of the following transitions:

- (p,a,q) € A foreacha e Au{e} and (p, a,q) € Ag (i.e., T inherits the write and
e-transitions of &) and
- (& (p,a)), ((p,a), b, (p,a)), ((p,a),a.q) € As for each (p,a,q) € A and
b e F~ {a} (i.e, T simulates read actions from & in three steps).
Then we can show
c»>gd <= c—-zd
for each pair of configurations ¢, d € Confg of G. This finally implies our claim. <

Combining Propositions 9.3.2 and 9.3.3 with the results concerning (reliable) pushdown
systems from the previous section, we can also compute the forwards and backwards reachable
configurations of a regular set of configurations of a partially lossy stack system with default
or read-lossy semantics. Additionally, we obtain the decidability of the recurrent reachability
problem in these cases:

Theorem 9.3.4. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet. Then the following statements
hold:

(1) Let G be a PLSq- or Py-system and C C Confg be a regular set of configurations.
Then we can compute G-NFAs accepting posty (C) and pre¥(C) in polynomial
time.

(2) Let A be a PLSq- or Pq-automaton. We can decide in polynomial time, whether
Le(A) # @ holds. <

As a corollary we also obtain the decidability of the model checking problem of temporal
logics like LTL in such systems.
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9.4 Intermezzo: Asynchronous Automata

Before verifying the distributed version of pushdown systems, we have to introduce some
acceptors of rational and recognizable trace languages. To this end, we introduce the so-called
asynchronous automata.

Let A = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet and let 2 = (Q, A, I, A, F) be an NFA. The
accepted trace language of 2 is

T() = {[w] | I > F} = {a(L(2A))

Note that by T() = (4(L(2()) we infer that the accepted trace language of 2 is ratio-
nal. Moreover, since {4 is an epimorphism, NFAs accept exactly the class of rational trace
languages.

Until now, NFAs accept a trace A € MI(A) if there is at least one accepting run labeled
with a serialization w € A. Next, we want to introduce restricted NFAs 2 which accept a trace
A € M(A) if they accept all words w € A. In this case, we obtain L(2) = {3/({#(L(2L)))
implying that the accepted trace language T'(2l) is recognizable. This special restriction is
the following one:

Definition 9.4.1. Let A = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet. An asynchronous auto-
maton is an NFA A = (Q, A, I, A, F) where Q = [],.p Q; is the product of some finite
sets Q; of local states and where for each transition (P, a, §) € A we have the following
restrictions:

(1) ﬁrP\aM = ‘-er\aM and

(2) for each # € Q p.,n We have ((Plaai 7)s @ (G lans 7)) € A. |

The first restriction in the definition above ensures that any a-edge of 2 only modifies the
processes from a M while the other processes are left untouched. The second restriction
guarantees that a-edges are independent of the states of the other components in P\ a M. In
this case we can also see A as a collection of (local) transition relations A, (for a € A) where
Aq € Qlaym x Qlyy. From now on, it suffices to specify the sets A, for any a € A whenever
we want to describe the transitions of such asynchronous automaton.

We can see an asynchronous automaton 2l as a collection of | P| many local NFAs ; (for

i € P) with synchronizations in between according to the underlying distributed alphabet A.

> W N . . mi(w)
Consequently, we can also see a run p —y 4 as a finite collection of local runs p; ——=q, ¢q;

(for i € P). We call such collection an asynchronous run of 2 from p to g labeled with the
trace [w]. In this case we also write p ﬂg{ q. For example, we can visualize an asynchronous

[acba]

run p ——y § (if the dependence graph G4 of A is a — b — c) as in Figure 9.6.
We can find in this figure two possible serializations of this run:
a c b a
(1) (Pl,Pz,P3) —>9 (T’h 7’2,1,P3) —>9 (7’1> 215 23) —>9 (7’1, 72,25 %) —>9 (QD 92> %) and
c a b a
(2) (Pbpz,]h) 9 (Pbpz) 1’3) —>9 (7’1, 215 23) -9 (7’1, 72,25 CI3) -9 (Qb q2> Q3)-

In other words, the words acba and caba induce the same asynchronous run. Note that this
also holds for arbitrary pairs of independent letters:
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a a
2! r q

a b a
D2 2,1 12,2 q2

C
p3 — 13 — 3

Figure 9.6. Visualization of an asynchronous run II in an asynchronous automaton.

Observation 9.4.2. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet, A = (Q, A, I, A, F)
be an asynchronous automaton, a,b € Awith a || b, and p, §, 7 € Q with p o § Lo 7.

Set ' = (Flya> Blowm) € Q. Then we have p L q 5o . <

. . . . -> A > .
By induction on the number of commutations we also learn that if p —¢ 4 is an asyn-

chronous run, we find a serialization p “>5 § for each word w € A. This also implies
L(2A) = {5/ (C4(L(21))). Hence, we infer that the accepted trace language T(2A) of an asyn-
chronous automaton % is recognizable. We can also show that each recognizable trace
language can be accepted by a (deterministic) asynchronous automaton (cf. [Zie87]).

. LA,
Now, assume that there is an asynchronous run p —y ¢ of an asynchronous automaton
2 labeled with A € M((A) from p to §. We fix one such asynchronous run IT (we also write

= (p L, q) in this case). Let k € M[(A) be a prefix of A, i.e., A = ky for a trace y € M[(A).
Then there is a uniquely defined state IT, on this run with IT = (p —>g II, Lo q). Note that

II, consists of the states r; reachable via 7;(x) on the local run p; &g{ qi. In particular,
we have II, = p and II) = §. For example, in Figure 9.6 we have II{, = (11,721, 73).

It is well-known that the class of recognizable trace languages is closed under Boolean
operations, concatenation, shuffle, and reversal. Additionally, if L € M(A) is recognizable
and connected then its iteration L* is recognizable as well (cf. [DRgs]). This statement also
holds if we generalize the Kleene closure as follows: let L € M(A) be recognizable and
connected and let S € N be recognizable in N*V. Then LS = UJ,s L" is recognizable. Note
that we have L* = LN, All of the closure properties listed above are effective and for a fixed
distributed alphabet A even efficient (cf. Appendix A).

9.5 Distributed Stacks*"

Now, we want to study the reachability problem and the model checking problem of several
temporal logics in Kripke-structures induced by special P4-systems where 4 is a distributed
alphabet (in the following we call these systems distributed pushdown systems). As we have
already mentioned in Section 3.4.2 we know that in the general case distributed pushdown

*Note that S ¢ N is recognizable in N iff § is semi-linear, i.e., iff the word language {a" | n € S} is regular.
XiThe results in this section stem from an unpublished joint work with Dietrich Kuske [KK22].
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systems having at least two stacks are as powerful as Turing-machines. In the following we
will recall a proof of this statement:

Lemma 9.5.1. Let I be an alphabet and L € I'* be a recursively enumerable language.
There is a distributed alphabet A = (A, P, M) with I € A and |P| = 2 and a distributed
pushdown system S over A such that

L={werl"|c—§(q[wx])}

holds for a configuration ¢ € Confg, a state q of S, and x € (AN T)*.

Proof. Since L is a recursively enumerable language, there is a grammar & = (N, I, R, S) of
Chomsky-type 0 with L(&) = L. We set A = (A, P, M) as follows:

A:=NUT'uN'uI'"u{#,#} where N’ and I'" are disjoint copies of N and I', respectively,
and # and #' are new letters - we denote the corresponding copy of any letter « «
Nulu{#}bya' e NUI'u{#},

P:={1,2},and
M:= ((N'uI'u{#}) < {1})u ((NuTu{#})x{2}).

Now, let k € N be the maximal length of all words ¢, r € I'* with (¢,r) € R. We construct
S =(Q,Pg, A, A) as follows:

Q:={q,|ve(NUI)* |v|<k},
A is arbitrary, and
A consists of the following transitions:

(1) (qv>&'sqay) and (q,, &,y ) forany v e (NUT)* with |v| <kanda e NUT,

2)  (qav f'B'’, q,) and (qya> BB, q,) forany v e (N UT)* with |v| < k,a € NUT,
and fe NuTu {#},and

(3)  (qe-a’a’,q,) and (g, @a, q,) for any production (¢,7) € Rand « € N U T U {#}.

Then for all words u, w € (N U I'*) and states g, € Q we have
(ge> [# S#]) =& (g [u"# w#]) — § =5 UVW

where u’ € (N’ u I")* is the copy of u. In particular, we infer w € L if, and only if,
(ge> [# S#]) =& (ge» [# w#]) holds for any word w € IT'*. «

In other words, the constructed distributed pushdown system is able to copy data from
one stack to the other one with the help of the transitions of types (1) and (2). Additionally,
the system can do a derivation step of & whenever the left-hand side of a rule in & is in the
bounded memory in the control state. Hence, we can see the contents of the stacks as a prefix
and suffix of the non-empty part of a Turing-tape with an infix of bounded length in between
(which is stored in the control state). Note that in the constructed system each transition
modifies only one stack at once.
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Hence, to translate the results from single-pushdown systems to systems having more
than one stack as their memory, we have to weaken the expressiveness of these systems. A
first approach is to consider systems which are asynchronous in the sense of Definition 9.4.1.
This means, for each stack we have an independent “local” control component. Write and
read actions of a letter modify exactly the local control components of the processes which
are able to handle those letters. Additionally, those actions are independent of the local
control components which are unable to handle the associated letter. Unfortunately, such
distributed pushdown systems are still Turing-complete:

Remark 9.5.2. Let M = (Q, T, A, A) be a Turing-system with blank symbol O (note
that this is a system with a Turing-tape, cf. Section 3.2.6). We can assume that any
transition is labeled by BB{L, R, N'}. Then we can construct a distributed pushdown
system © as follows: we have two stacks where stack 1 contains the Turing-tape’s (non-
empty) contents, which are left of the head position, and stack 2 contains the remaining
(non-empty) contents such that the head position is the top of stack 2. To this end,
we have two copies a; and a, of each letter a € B where a; can be handled by stack i.
Then the transitions of our system simulate the Turing-tape’s transformations. Since we
simulate our transitions only on stack 2, the head-movements to the left-hand side are a
bit more tricky since we cannot move stack 1’s top element in just one step. So, we do
this as follows: if stack 2 is in state g it moves into a copy g’ of this state indicating that
this stack waits for a letter from stack 1. Then the first stack reads its top element ¢; and
pushes a marked copy ¢} to stack 2 (note that ¢} indicates that it is new on this stack).
Finally, stack 2 moves from the waiting state g’ to q and converts the marked copy ¢,
into ¢,.
All in all, we construct the following distributed alphabet 4 = (A, P, M):

A:={ay, a5,a} | a € B} U{#,#,} where ay, a,, a), are three distinct copies of 4,
P:={1,2},and
M :={(a1,1),(a2,2),(a5,2) | a € B} u{(#,1), (#2,2)}.

The described distributed pushdown system & = (Q, Py, A’, A") is the following:
Q := Q x Qy where Q;:= {T} and Q, := {g,q’ | g € Q} where ¢’ is a distinct copy
of g,
A'(T,q) =A'(T,q") := A(q) where g € Q, and
A’ consists of the following transitions:

(1) ((T,p),a2b,, (T, q)) for each (p,abN, q) € A,

(2)  ((T,p),a2by,(T,q)) for each (p,abR,q) € A,

) ((T,p),a2bs, (T.9)), ((T,5), i, (T,5)), and ((T, '), ¢h¢a, (T, q)) for each
(p,abL,q) € A,c € B,and s € Q,, and

(4)  ((7,s),##0,,(T,s)) foreachie {1,2} and s € Q,.

Then we have the following equivalence:

pu iy vaw <= 3i,je N:((T,p), [#1 wa,]) =& (T, q), [ROi# w,00,])
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for each u,v,w € B* and p, q € Q. Note that w; means the ih copy of w for each i € {1,2}.
Hence, if we assume ¢, f € Q to be an initial resp. final state of 91 the language

{weB|3i,jeN:((T,0), [#1 wata]) ~& ((T. ). [Of# O3#2]) }

is exactly the set of words the Turing-machine obtained from 97 with initial state  and
final state f would accept.

4

In Lemma 9.5.1 we have seen that distributed pushdown systems are as powerful as
Turing-machines if each transition writes letters at most into those stacks from which we
have read a letter right before. Additionally, Remark 9.5.2 shows that distributed pushdown
systems are Turing-complete if their control components are composed of local components
for each process. Note that in this case we have transitions writing letters into stacks from
which we have not read a letter before (these are the transitions ((T, p), a,b1, (T, q)) and
((7,s),¢1¢}, (T,s)) in the constructed distributed pushdown system). Now, we want to
consider the combination of both restrictions to distributed pushdown systems. This means,
each process has its own local control component and we write only letters into those stacks
from which we have read another one right before. These special systems are given in the
following definition. Afterwards, we will consider the reachability problems of such systems.

Definition 9.5.3. Let 4 = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet. An asynchronous push-
down system is a distributed pushdown system & = (Q, Py, A, A) where Q = [T;.p Q; is
a finite product of finite sets Q; (for any i € P) and where each transition (p, t, §) € A
satisfies the following properties:

(1) t=aswithae Aandse A* suchthatsM c a M,

(2) ﬁrP\aM = qu\aM’ and

(3) foreach # € Qp.um we have ((Plams F) £, (Glans 7)) € A. .

We can also define asynchronous pushdown automata with the same restrictions.

The first condition ensures that we write letters only into those stacks from which we
have read a letter before. The second and third condition in this definition ensure that a
transition (P, at, §) € A of G is independent of the processes in P \ a M. Hence, we can see
A as the union of finitely many finite sets

As € Qla x A" x Qlay

where a € A. From now on, we may also define A with the help of these sets A,.

Recall the constructed systems from the proof of Lemma 9.5.1 and in Remark 9.5.2. The
system in Lemma 9.5.1 only satisfies the first condition in Definition 9.5.3. The system in
Remark 9.5.2 violates this condition, but satisfies the second and third one. Hence, none of
these two constructed systems is asynchronous in the sense of this definition.

To simplify notations, we will introduce a quasi-ordering < on the alphabet A. Concretely,
for a, b € Awe write a < b if, and only if, a M ¢ b M. From this quasi-ordering we also obtain
the following subalphabets of A for any letter a € A:

A, ={beA|b<a} and A_,:={beA|a<bb<a}.

Hence, the alphabets A_, are exactly the equivalence classes induced by < and, therefore, form
a partition of A. The alphabets A., also have a natural meaning in terms of asynchronous




142 CHAPTER 9. VERIFYING PUSHDOWN AUTOMATA

pushdown systems: whenever we read a letter a € A from the stack’s top, we can only write
letters at most on the processes from a M. In other words, for a transition (p, at, §) of an
asynchronous pushdown system we know that t € A%, holds. We can also extend the quasi-
ordering < to words on A. So, we write v < w if, and only if, v M € w M holds. Consequently,
we also have t < a for any transition (p, at, §) of an asynchronous pushdown system.

Example 9.5.4. Let 4 = ({a,b,c},{1,2},{(a,1),(a,2),(b,1),(c,2)}) be a distributed
alphabet. Then we have b, ¢ < a. Now, consider the distributed pushdown system &
from Figure 9.7. The set of control states of & is the product {0,1} x {0,1}. Additionally,
b-edges depend only on process 1 and ¢-edges depend on process 2. Since b, ¢ < a holds,
we finally see that G is asynchronous.

4

Figure 9.7. The asynchronous pushdown system &.

Now, let 4 = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet. If P is a singleton, then any distributed
pushdown system over 4 is obviously asynchronous. In this case, a distributed pushdown
system is a reliable (single-)pushdown system as considered in Section 9.2.

Next, let P be an arbitrary set of processes. Consider an asynchronous pushdown system
S over A with a configuration (p,[v]) € Confs. If & is in this configuration, we can
only read the top letters from the stacks in v M and write letters to at most these stacks.
Additionally, the local states of the processes in P \ v M remain untouched. After multiple
transitions we have still touched at most the stacks from v M. This is formalized in the
following observation:

Observation 9.5.5. Let A = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet, S = (Q, Py, A, A) be
an asynchronous pushdown system, and (p, [v]), (g, [w]) € Confg with (P, [v]) =&
(4, [w]). Then we have

(1) w<vand

(2) i; rP\vM = érP\vM'

Proof. We prove this by induction on the length k € N of the path (g, [v]) =& (4, [w]).
The case k = 0 is obvious since (p, [v]) = (¢, [w]) holds.
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Now, let k > 0. From (p, [v]) &7 (4, [w]) we infer the existence of (7, [u]) € Confg
with

(B:[v]) =& (7 [u]) »& (3, [w]) -

By induction hypothesis we have u < v and plp.,\ = 71p.,m. Additionally, by definition
of > there are a € A and t,x € A* with (¥,at,§) € A, u ~g4 ax, and w ~4 tRx (ie,
[at]([u]) = [w]). Since & is asynchronous, we have t < a implying

wM=tMuxMcaMuxM=uMCcvM,

i.e., w < v. Additionally, from the asynchronism of & we have #p. , = §lp.am- Due to
aM c uM c v M we finally infer

N
pr\szFfpr:‘-ﬂpr- <

Let 4 = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet and & = (Q, P4, A, A) be an asynchronous
pushdown system. For an edge (p,«) —s (g, A) in the configuration graph M (&) we can
also specify the action sequence t € X* we have executed in the corresponding transition.
Concretely, we write (P, k) L (4, A) if we have (P, t, §) € A with [¢](x) = A. We can also
extend this notion to arbitrary sequences of actions. In other words, we write (B, k) ¢
(4, A) if there is an s-labeled path from (p, ) to (g, A) in the configuration graph.

Recall that in asynchronous automata we are able to commute independent letters
according to Observation 9.4.2. We are in a similar situation in asynchronous pushdown
systems: for example, consider the transitions ((1,0), b, (1,0)) and ((1,0),%, (1,1)) of the
asynchronous pushdown system & in Figure 9.7. Note that we have b || ¢ in this case. Since
the former transition only modifies process 1 and the latter one modifies only process 2, it
does not matter whether we first read b and then ¢ or vice versa. In both cases, we end up in
the same configuration. This is depicted in Figure 9.8.

((1,0), [be])

b -
((1,0), [bbe]) R(CN1)
\ /

((1,1), [bb])

Figure 9.8. Two possible computations of the asynchronous pushdown system & in Figure 9.7.

This fact can also be generalized to arbitrary transition sequences s, t € X* in any asyn-
chronous pushdown system:

Observation 9.5.6. Let A = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet, S be an asynchronous
pushdown system, s, t € 2%, and c,d, e € Confg with s || t and c Sed —t>€, e. Then
there is d’ € Confg with ¢ —t>6 d s e. <
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Next, we need an automaton model which accepts sets of configurations of distributed
pushdown systems. For non-distributed pushdown systems & we used NFAs 2( having the
states from G as their initial states and we have (g, w) € C(2l) if there is an accepting run in
2 starting in g and labeled with w. Since C(2l) can be seen as a finite collection of regular
languages we also called C(2() regular.

Now, let & be a distributed pushdown system. Then we represent the distributed stack’s
contents by traces. Recall that the class of rational trace languages does not coincide with the
class of recognizable ones in most trace monoids. For example, the trace language (ab)* is
rational but not recognizable if a, b € A are two independent letters (i.e., if we have a || ).
Those two classes are accepted by two different automaton models. So, the rational trace
languages are accepted by NFAs while the recognizable ones are accepted by restricted NFAs
- the so-called asynchronous automata. Accordingly, to translate G-NFAs to the distributed
case we also have two automaton models with different expressibility:

Definition 9.5.7. Let 4 = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet and & = (Q, P4, A4, A)
be an asynchronous pushdown system. An G-NFA is an NFA 2L = (S, A, Q, §, F) with
Q ¢ S. Ais called an G-asynchronous automaton if it is asynchronous.

The G-NFA 2 accepts the following set of configurations of &

C)={(§ 1) |G Q.4 >uF}.

A set of configurations C ¢ Confg is called rational if there is an &-NFA 2 with C(2l) =
C. It is called recognizable if there is an G-asynchronous automaton with C(21) = C.

J

We can see the transition relation 8 of an G-asynchronous automaton 2l = (S, 4, Q, 8, F)
as a finite collection of sets 8, € § P X S I .M Where a € A is a letter.

Note that the notion of an G-NFA is similar to the one-stack case. The only difference is
the underlying system which is now asynchronous and the accepted configurations which
contain traces instead of words. Again, we can understand C(2() of an G-NFA 2 as a
collection of a finite number of rational trace languages. Similarly, if 2 is asynchronous,
C(21) is a finite collection of recognizable trace languages. This is formalized in the following
fact:

Fact 9.5.8. Let 7 = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet and & = (Q, P4, A, A) be an
asynchronous pushdown system. Then the following statements hold:

(1) Let 2 be an G-NFA and § € Q. Then § C() is rational in MI(A). If A is asynchro
nous then § C(21) is even recognizable.
(2) Let L ¢ M(A) be rational. Then there is an &-NFA 2 and § € Q with L = § C(2).

(3) Let L ¢ MI(A) be recognizable. Then there is an S-asynchronous automaton A and
GeQwithL=gC(2). “«

Now, we want to consider the sets of forwards and backwards reachable configurations
of a given asynchronous pushdown system. In contrast to the non-distributed case, we have
to consider backwards reachability and forwards reachability separately. Concretely, we
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will see that the map pre: 2Confe — 2Confs preserves recognizability effectively and even
efficiently. We will see, that our construction is a generalization of the already mentioned
construction from [BEMg7], where we computed pref in the non-distributed case. On
the other hand, we will show that forwards reachability does not preserve recognizability.
Concretely, for any rational trace language L ¢ M(A) we will find an asynchronous pushdown
system &, a configuration ¢ € Confg, and a control state § of G such that L is the set of
all configurations with control state § which are (forwards) reachable from c (i.e., we have
L = g post¥(c)). However, we can prove that for any asynchronous pushdown system & the
map post: 2Confe — 2Confe preserves rationality effectively.

9.5.1 Backwards Reachability

First, we consider backwards reachability in asynchronous pushdown automata. We will
prove now that pre* efficiently preserves recognizability:

Theorem 9.5.9. Let A = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet, S be an asynchronous Py-
system, and C € Confg be recognizable. Then pre¥ (C) is recognizable. We can compute
an S-asynchronous automaton accepting pre(C) from & and an S-asynchronous
automaton accepting C in polynomial time.

We generalize the construction from [BEMg7] to G-asynchronous automata. So, let
S =(Q, Py, 4,A)andAO = (8, A, Q, 5, F) be an G-asynchronous automaton accepting
C. We can assume that 8,(10) c 8§t m x T1,y holds for each a € A where T := [Ticp Si ™ Q;.
In other words, no local state q; € Q; has an in-edge in 2((%). This is no restriction since we
can construct such restricted G-asynchronous automaton in polynomial time: for each local
state q; € Q; (where i € P) we can add a copy ¢; to S; \ Q;. Then g} has the same out-edges
as g; and each in-edge of g; is replaced by one pointing to g} instead.

We inductively compute G-asynchronous automata A®) = (8§, 4, Q, 8®), F) as follows:
for k e Nand a € A we set

> > > 2 > 3 > =< > > > [tR] >
08 = 88 U {(Blaws$hans) | e Q3¢ 8,34 € Qs (Blas tilan) € Ag & ——auw 3}

We can understand this construction as follows: whenever we have a transition (p, at, §)
in & and a configuration (g, [f*w]) € pre%(C) we also have (p, [aw]) € pre(C) since
[at]([aw]) = [t*w] holds. This construction is depicted in Figure 9.9. Note that the

R
transition (P, at,q) € A as well as the run ¢ Qm(k) § operates on components from
aM 2 tM, only. Additionally, both do not depend on the components from P \ a M.
Therefore, the same applies to the new transition (P, a,3) € §:+1) ensuring that A*+) also is
asynchronous. We should also note that this argument requires t < a and would therefore
not work for arbitrary distributed pushdown systems.

Let A(=) = (§, Py, Q, 8=, F) be the “limit” of the sequence (AK)) o satisfying (=) =
Uker 6(F). Since all A are asynchronous, 21(=) also is asynchronous. Our next aim is, to
prove that C(2(<)) = pre% (C((©)) holds. Afterwards we will also show that (=) can also
be constructed from the G-asynchronous automaton 2(%) in polynomial time. But before,
we want to visualize the algorithm with the help of the following example:
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_ tR
O~ ORTIONS

Figure 9.9. Visualization of the construction of 8(**)), We add the dashed a-edge in step k + 1.

Example 9.5.10. Recall the asynchronous pushdown system & from Example 9.5.4. In
Figure 9.10 we depict our algorithm on input S and the configuration ((1,1), ¢). We
obtain an G-asynchronous automaton () accepting

({(0,0)} x a{b,c}*) U ({(1,0)} x b*{a,c}{b, c}*) U ({(1, 1)} x {b,c}*)
which is exactly pre¥ ({((1,1),€)}).

| (©0)(00) | (o)
@D | @G | o) (@)
i b b, c i b b,c

Figure 9.10. The G-asynchronous automata (), A1), and 2A?) (from left to right). We can show that
A2 =) = A*) = | holds. Hence, we have A(>) = 9((2),
In the first step we only copy edges from & which do not write any letter, since 21(*) has no edges (i.e., the
stacks are empty at this point). In the second step we are able to add the a-edge from (0, 0) to (1,1) due to the
thick, red-colored path and the transition ((0,0), aba, (1,0)). Note that every node in this figure is initial -
we omitted the corresponding arrows for better readability.

Now, we show C(2((>)) = pre% (C(2(())) with the help of the following two lemmas
each stating one inclusion. Note that the proofs of these lemmas are close to (but a bit more
involved than) the ones known from [BEMg7].

Lemma 9.5.11. Let k € N. Then we have prek& (C(2A(©)) ¢ C(2A®). In particular, we
have prel, (C(2A(©))) c C(A)).

Proof. We prove the first statement by induction on k € N. The case k = 0 is obvious by
definition of pre. Now, let k > 0 and (g, [v]) € prek!(C(A(®)). Then there is (p, [u]) €
prek (C(A®)) with (§,[v]) »e (P, [u]). There exists (p,at,q) € A and x € A* with




9.5. DISTRIBUTED STACKS 147

v ~g ax and u ~g4 tRx (ie., we have [at]([v]) = [u]). By the induction hypothesis we have
(P, [tRx]) = (P, [u]) € C(AX). Hence, there are § € § and f ¢ F with

L [N IEY =
P —am § —qw f.

R
By (p.at,q4) € Aand p Qm(k) § we obtain (4, a, §) € 6(**1) and, hence,

o [a] S [x] e
q — g9 (k+1) § —>g9((k) f

Since §(K) ¢ §(k+1) we finally obtain (q, [ax]) = (g, [v]) € C(AK+D),
Towards the second statement recall that we have §(°) ¢ §1) c §®) c ... ¢ §(=) implying

CRO)cc@AW)cc(AP) c...c C(A).

Then we have

preg(C(A®)) = ICL%PYG'%@@“"’)) c U c@®)cc@a=).

keN <

Lemma 9.5.12. We have C(A(>)) c pre (C(A(®)).

Proof. We prove this lemma with the help of the following statement:

> Claim. Letk e N, we A*, e Q, and e S with § m)ﬂ(k) §. There are a state p € Q and a
word v € A* with the following properties:

(1) (g [w]) »& (p,[v]) and

S [v] 5
(2) p—qo §.

L ] .. . S o . 2.
Proof. From § —>g«) § we infer the existence of a;, a5, ..., a, € Aand 8§, 5}, . ..,s, € S with
> > a > a2 an > _ 2
q = S0 k) 81 k) « .. T>k) Sp =S

and w = aya, . .. a,. We prove the properties (1) and (2) by induction on k € N and the size of
I'={1<j<n|(si1,a),$;) € AN

Let k = 0. Then we obtain our claim with (P, [v]) := (¢, [w]). So, from now on assume k > 1.

If I = & we have ¢4 M@l(;ﬂ) §. Then by application of the induction hypothesis we are done.
We now assume |I| > 1. Then there are w;, w; € A*, a € A, and p, 7 € S with

w =wiaw,, (9-1)

(P, a,¥) € 8 < §(k-D) and g —[@n[(k) P Sgm ¥ mg(k_l) §. By induction hypothesis there
are ¢’ € Q and v € A* with

(4, [w1]) =& (4’5 [v]) (9.2)
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[wi] ., a 2 [w:] 2

(Induction hypothesis)

(Definition of §(K))

(Induction hypothesis)

<

T
q

Figure 9.11. Visualization of the induction step of the claim’s proof. Here, red-colored (thick) edges
represent paths in 2A(¥), blue (thin) ones represent paths in 2", and orange (dashed) ones represent paths
in A©),

and (i’ m>Q‘(o) I_;

Additionally, by (B, a,7) € §&) \ §¢-D and the definition of §*) we know p . € Q law-
Since 6£0) c Sty x Tty (recall T = [Ticp Si ™ Q;) we obtain 7;(v) = ¢ for each i € a M.
Hence, we have ¢’y = Plam and va ~4 av. This also implies vaw, ~5; avw,. Using
P Sow ¥ we infer the following:

- a > -> [V] >

‘i’ = (ﬁraM> q, rP\aM) k) (rraM> ‘1' rP\aM) —>9(0) (?raM’PrP\uM) =

=f

(note that £ and this av-labeled run from ¢’ to # exist since A is asynchronous). Due to

Plam = q' Tan and 1,y = 71 We have (¢, a, F) € 8%, Hence, there is g” € § with

(é)l raM’u’ q-7, raM) € Aa’ (9-3)

R
q” E>Q[(k .y f,and q"t.um € Q.M. Byasynchronism of G and by Observation 9.5.5 we obtain

[uvaz] _)
also u < aand 4" | pum = 4 1 p-anm. Hence, we know g € Q Since we have q// —— -1 §

we can apply our induction hypothesis yielding a state g’ € Q and a word x € A* with
(g, [utvw,]) =& (3, [x]) (9.4)

and g E)Q[(O) §. Then we finally infer

(@ [w]) % (4 [maws]) 225 (4, [vaws]) = (', [avw.])

[
O3, (@, [uhvws]) E5 5 (g7, [x]) .

Due to g ﬂ@[(o) $ we are done. <
Now, let (g, [w]) € C(2A(=)). By C(A(>)) = Ugey C(AKR)) there is k € N with (g, [w]) €
C(()). Then we have § ﬂ)m(k) f for a final state f ¢ F. By the claim from above there

are p € Q and v € A* with (4, [w]) =% (p,[v]) and p ﬂm(o) f. In other words, we

have (g, [w]) € pre5({(p,[v])}) and (P, [v]) € C(A®). This finally implies (4, [w]) €
pre5 (C(A)), <
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All in all, we have seen that C((*)) = pre} (C(2(?))) holds, i.e., this set of configu-
rations is recognizable. So, we only have to show that (=) can be constructed from 21(*).
To this end, recall that (0 ¢ 0 ¢ §@ c ... c §(=*) ¢ § x A x § holds. Since § x A x §
is a finite set, the sequence (), stabilizes after at most £ := |S|? - |A| steps. Hence, we
have (&) = (=) which can be constructed as described above. This construction takes
time O(|S|? - [2A(®]2 - |A]) (similar to the construction from [BEMogy]) and results in an
GS-asynchronous automaton having the same set of states as 2(®) (however, there are possibly
more transitions).

Remark 9.5.13. The inductive construction of 2(*) as described above is not possible
if A9 is not asynchronous. To this end, let (g, at, p) € A be a transition of S and
b € A with a || b. Now, assume that (P, [tRbw]) is accepted by an G-NFA 9. Then we
have (g, [abw]) € pre,(C(B)). Suppose that the only [tRbw] accepting run of ‘B is the
following one:

> [0l o 1] [w]

p—>gsl—>%§—>gF.

Then we have to add a new path from 4 to § labeled with ab. To this end, we have to
introduce one new state. Hence, the number of states of ‘B may increase in each iteration
and, therefore, the aforementioned termination criterion is invalid.

In contrast, runs starting with some independent letters are not a problem if B is

asynchronous: since b-edges only modify the processes in b M and the [ R ]-labeled run

L5 [R 5 [b
only affects the processes in t M C a M, there would be another run p u@ s” !xB

s ﬂ% F starting with [R].

d

Finally, from Theorem 9.5.9 we obtain the following decidability result:

Corollary 9.5.14. The following reachability problem is decidable in polynomial time:

Input: A distributed alphabet A, an asynchronous pushdown system & over 4,
and two S-asynchronous automata 2L and 8.
Question: Does C(21) —% C(B) hold? <

9.5.2 Forwards Reachability

Next, we consider the sets of forwards reachable configurations in an asynchronous pushdown
system. In the non-distributed case we know that, whenever we start from a regular set of
configurations, we always reach another regular set of configurations (cf. Theorem 9.2.1).
Unfortunately, this does not hold for systems having at least two (independent) processes.
Actually, any rational trace language is forwards reachable in an asynchronous pushdown
system starting from a very simple set of configurations. We prove this result in the following
proposition:
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Proposition 9.5.15. Let A = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet and L ¢ M(A) be
rational. Then there are a distributed alphabet B = (B, P,N) with A€ Band NNAxP =
M, an asynchronous pushdown system & = (Q, Pg, A, A) over B, ¢ € Confe, and § € Q
such that g posty ({c}) nM(A) = L.

Proof. Since L is rational there isan NFA 2( = (S, A, I, §, F) with T(2() = L. W.lo.g., we can
assume that S N A = & holds. We want to simulate the runs of 2 with the help of a (stateless)
asynchronous pushdown system & in inverse direction. To this end, our system initially
writes a final state f € F on top of each stack of &. Then we simulate an edge (p,a,q) € §
by reading the state g from all stacks and pushing an a to each stack i € a M associated to a.
Afterwards, we also push a p to all stacks. We are done, if 2l is in an initial state. In this case,
we simply remove such state 1 € I from all stacks.

For this construction we first have to extend our distributed alphabet 4 to B = (B, P,N)
as follows:

B:=AuSu{#} where# ¢ AuS and
N:=Mu((Qu{#})xP).

Then we construct an asynchronous pushdown system & = (Q, P, A, A) with:

Q= {7},
A: Q — 24P is arbitrary, and
A consists of the following transitions:
- (T,#f,T)foreach f € F,
- (T,qap,T) for each transition (p, a,q) € 8, and

> - =

- (7,5,T)foreachi el

As mentioned before, G simulates backwards computations of 2(. Underneath the top symbol
q € S of our stacks, we find a trace A such that 2 has a w-labeled run (with w € 1) from ¢ to
F. Formally, we have (T,[p]) =% (T,[qw]) if, and only if, we have q “>4 p for each p,q € S
and w € A*. This implies

(T.[#]) =& (T, [w]) < [w]eT()

for each w € A*. Hence, we have T post ({(T, [#])}) n M(A) = T(2) = L. «

Let 4 = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet with two distinct letters a, b € A satisfying
a || b, ie., a and b are independent. Then the trace language L := (ab)* is rational, but
not recognizable. Due to Proposition 9.5.15 we can find an asynchronous pushdown system
G, a configuration ¢ € Confg, and a state § € Q such that the set of configurations with
control state § which are reachable from ¢ have exactly the stack contents from L. Hence,
the mapping postg does not preserve recognizability. So, a natural question is to ask, to
which class of configurations post¥ (C) belongs for any recognizable set of configurations
Cc COIlfg.
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We can see that the membership problem of post¥ (C) is decidable in polynomial time
for any recognizable set C: let ¢ € Confg. To check, whether ¢ € postg (C) holds, we can
compute an G-asynchronous automaton 2 accepting pre ({c}). Finally, we only have to
check whether C(2() n C is not empty. This is decidable in polynomial time due to the
efficient closure properties of the class of recognizable trace languages. In other words, the
membership problem of post¥(C) is in P.

We will see now that P is no optimal characterization of post¥ (C). Concretely, we will
see in the following theorem that the mapping posty: 2°°nfe — 2Cenfs effectively preserves
rationality. Note that this is an even stronger result than Theorem 9.5.9 since we also char-
acterize the reachable configurations from a proper superclass of the recognizable trace
languages.

Theorem 9.5.16. Let A = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet, & be an asynchronous
pushdown system, and C ¢ Confg be rational. Then post(C) is rational. In particular,
we can compute an S-NFA accepting postg (C) from & and an &-NFA accepting C. If
A is fixed, this construction is possible in polynomial time.

Let & = (Q, P4, A, A) be an asynchronous pushdown system and C € Confg be rational.
Our construction of an G-NFA accepting post (C) is inspired by the one by Finkel et al.
[FWWgy7]. Concretely, the construction consists of the following three steps:

1. First, we construct from & an equivalent saturated asynchronous pushdown system S(=).
Such system satisfies the following condition: if (p, at, §), (§, b, ¥) € A with t ~4 t'b, then
we also have (g, as, ¥) € A for some s ~4 t’. This means, whenever we have a transition
writing a letter b on top and another transition reading this letter afterwards, we can also
apply both transitions at once.

Now, consider a run of S from p to § removing the letter a from the stacks’ tops in
a finite number of steps (i.e., (P, [a]) =& (g [€])). Then with the help of the described
“shortcut” transitions we infer the existence of a transition (p,a, ) € A.

From such saturated asynchronous pushdown system we also obtain an asynchronous

automaton € simulating the read-only transitions*"i'. Hence, we obtain p ﬂ@ q if, and
only if, (4, [e]) € posts ({(, [w])}).

2. Next, we consider an arbitrary run of our saturated system &. Then this run alternates
between phases in which we decrease the distributed stack’s height and phases in which
we increase this height. Concretely, an increasing phase consists of transitions applying at
least one write action while the decreasing phases consist of read-only transitions. We
will prove that the effect of each such phase preserves rationality of the considered set of
configurations efficiently.

3. Finally, we prove that the number of such phases of a run can be uniformly bounded. Note
that in contrast to the non-distributed case this number is not necessarily 2. However,
it only depends on the size of A. Hence, we obtain an &-NFA accepting post¥ (C) in
polynomial time (if we consider 4 to be fixed).

WiiThe letter ¢ indicates that this automaton accepts those traces which we are able to Erase from the top of
G’s stacks.
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Step 1. Saturate the System &

First, we want to saturate the asynchronous pushdown system & by addition of several special
“shortcut” transitions. For a non-distributed pushdown system, the idea was very simple: if
there are two transitions (p, atb, q) and (g, b, r) we simply add a new transition (p, at, r).
The addition of this new transition does not change the behavior of the pushdown system
and transforms the system closer to a saturated one. In asynchronous pushdown systems, the
technicalities are a bit more involved: suppose we have the two transitions (p, atbc, §) and
(4, b, #) with b || c. Then we have tbc ~4 tcb, i.e., after doing the first transition the stacks
from b M have the letter b on top and, hence, we can apply the second transition (eliminating
b) immediately. Therefore, also in this situation, the addition of the transition (p, atc, )
helps to get closer to a saturated one.

Unfortunately, iterated elimination of letters from a transition may lead to an exponential
blowup of our system. For example, let a, b € A be two independent letters (i.e., we have a || b)
and A, := [(ab)"] for n € N. The set of word suffixes of 1,, is {w € {a, b}*:|w|,, |w|, < n}. This
language has size exponential in 7. In contrast, the set of trace suffixes is {[a*b¢] | k, € < n}
which has only quadratic size. In the general case, a trace A € M(A) has at most O(|A|*)
many trace suffixes where « is the size of the maximal independent set in the dependence
graph G4 [BMS82].

Hence, for a transition (P, at, §) we should ensure to include for each trace suffix of [¢]
at most one new transition. This can be done with the lexicographic normal form of the
trace [¢]:

Definition 9.5.17. Let D = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet, <., be a lexicographic
ordering on A*, and u € A* be a word. Then the lexicographic normal form Inf(u) is the
minimal word v € [u] wrt. <jey.

Jd

So, in the following we always ensure that for each transition (p, at, §) we have ¢ = Inf(¢).
Concretely, we will now construct asynchronous pushdown systems &%) := (Q, Py, AK), A)
for any k € N as follows:

we set A :={(p,a Inf(u),q) | (P, au,§) € A}.

to obtain Ak*D, we add to the set A(K) all transitions (p, @ Inf(uv), #) for which there
are a letter b € A and a state # € Q with (B, aubv, ), (#,b,§) € A® and b || v (i.e., we
have ubv ~ 4 uvb and, therefore, after application of the former transition there is a b on
top of all stacks from b M).

First, we want to check whether &) is really asynchronous. This can be done by
induction on k € N. Let k = 0. For a transition (p, av, §) € A there is another transition
(p,au,q) € Awithv =1Inf(u), i.e., u »4 v. Since & is asynchronous, we have aM 2 u M =
vM, ie., v < a. Therefore, §(%) also is asynchronous.

Now, assume that &(¥) is asynchronous. Let (p, aubv, ), (7, b, §) € A% be two tran-
sitions with b || v. Then from asynchronism of G*) we know ubv < a (recall that x < y
holds iff x M ¢ y M). Additionally, we know uv < ubv implying uv < a by transitivity of the
quasi-ordering <. Hence, auv is a legal labeling of a transition. Since uv ~4 Inf(uv) and,
hence, [uv] = [Inf(uv)] holds, also auv is a legal labeling of a transition. Additionally, since
the former transitions are independent of the processes from P \ a M, the constructed ones
are also independent of P \ a M. Hence, S*+1) also is asynchronous.
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Let 3(>) = (Q, Py, Q(>), A) be the “limit” of our construction with A(®) = Uy A®).
Then &(*) is saturated and still asynchronous. By construction we have A(®) ¢ A c A(2) ¢
- € A(®) Since each A is finite (by finiteness of |A| = |A(®)|) and since we only add
transitions having a smaller number of write actions, this monotonically increasing sequence
stabilizes. Hence, there is a number k € N with §®) = &(=). This number is O(|u - |A|)
where u € A* is the longest word with (p, au, §) € A (for p,§ € Q and a € A) and « is the
maximal size of an independent set in the dependence graph G4 (by [BMS82]). Hence, the
number k is polynomial in the size of &, but exponential in the size of D. Therefore, if D is
fixed, we can compute AR = (=) in polynomial time.

Example 9.5.18. Recall the asynchronous pushdown system & from Example 9.5.4. In

Figure 9.12 we depict our construction of G().
c
—((o.

ab,a

d

aba,b b,c

Q
S
Q

Figure 9.12. The asynchronous pushdown automata & = G(©), 81, and &? (from left to right). The
construction terminates after the second step. Hence, we obtain G(2) = &(*) in this case.

Now, we want to show that the original asynchronous pushdown system & and the
constructed saturated system agree in their reachability relation. In other words, we prove
that postg (D) = posty .., (D) holds for any set D ¢ Confg = Confg(~) of configurations.
In particular, we will see that we have a read-only transition (p,a, §) in A(>) whenever we

are able to remove an a from the top of the distributed stack on a run from p to 4.

Lemma 9.5.19. Let p,§ € Q,acAte A%, and k € N. Then the following two
statements hold:

(1) If (P, at, q) € A® holds, we also have (P, [a]) =& (4, [t}]).
(2) If (P, [a]) =& (4, [€]) holds, we also have (P, a, q) € A(>).

Proof.

(1) We prove this statement by induction on k € N. First, let k = 0. Assume (p, at, §) € A©).
Then by definition of A() thereis s € A* with ¢ = Inf(s) (i.e., [s] = [¢]) and (P, as, §) € A.
Therefore, by definition of M (&), we infer (P, [a]) »s (4, [sR]) = (4, [t}]).
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(2)

Now, let k > 0. We know A=) ¢ A(K)_ S, if (P, at, §) € A*-D holds, we are done
by the induction hypothesis. We assume now that (P, at, §) € A% \ A1) holds. Then
there are (p, aubv, ¥), (#,b,§) € A®D with b | v and t = Inf(uv) (ie., [t] = [uv]).
By induction hypothesis we know (p, [a]) =% (7, [(ubv)"]) and (7, [b]) —& (4, [€]).
Then we infer

(P*.[a]) =& (B [(bov)"]) = (7 [b(u)"]) =& (& [(u)"]) = (& ["]).

For each transition (P, at, §) € A there is another transition (P, as, §) € A(®) of G
with s = Inf(¢) and, hence, [s] = [t]. Therefore, from (p,[a]) —% (4,[e]) we
learn (P, [a]) =%« (4.[e]). Since additionally A(® ¢ A(=) holds, we also have
(p.[a]) =% (4 [e]). Hence, there is a run in &() from (p, [a]) to (4, [¢]). We
consider a shortest run IT in &(=) from (p, [a]) to (4, [e]). We show next that this
shortest run has length 1 implying (p, a, ) € A(®).

Towards a contradiction, suppose the run IT has length at least 2. Then we apply at
least one transition of the form (7, bs, 2) with s # € (i.e., we write at least one letter).
We consider now the application of the last such transition writing at least one letter in
I1. So, I1 is the following run:

(B [a]) > o) (P [m]) Boesimr (B [W2]) Srecor (@ [€])

where b € A, s,t € A*, and (#,, bs, 75) € A(®), Since s # ¢ there is ¢ € A and s’ € A* with
s = s'c. Then there is v € A* with [w;] = [bv] and [w,] = [s®v] = [cs'® v]. Additionally,
by (7, [w2]) —e (G, [€]) we know t € [w,] = [cs’®v]. Hence, there are f;, t, € A*
with ¢ = fict, (in the free monoid A*) and |#;|. = 0 such that IT contains the following
subrun

(2 [12]) Do (B [W3]) Semr (Fis [wa]) B (@ [€]).

Since tict, = t mq wy vgq cs8v and ||, = 0 we have #; || ¢ in this case. Then, due to
asynchronism of G() there is also a run labeled as follows

(7 [W2]) St (7 [WA]) Br (Fa W) acor (& [€])

and this modified run has the same length as I1. Hence, we have (7, ¢, rZ) € A=), By
(7, bs, 75) € A®), s = §'c, and by construction of &(*) we also know (7, b Inf(s'), ) €
A(*)_ In other words, we can shorten IT by one edge as follows:

(B:[a]) = &) (71 [m]) »er (75 [W5]) =&y (d [€]) -

However, this is impossible since IT was a shortest run in G(*). Hence, IT has length 1
implying (p,a, §) € A=), <

Assumption 9.5.20. From now on, we assume that & is saturated, i.e., that & = G()
holds (and, hence, A = A(>)). This is possible by post (D) = posty..,(D) foreach D ¢
Confgs (by Lemma 9.5.19) and since our construction is efficient (for a fixed distributed
alphabet 4).

d
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From this assumption and from Lemma 9.5.19 we also learn that & is able to remove a
letter a from the top of its stack on a run from p to § if, and only if, S can do this in exactly
one step. From this fact we obtain an asynchronous automaton € which simulates exactly the
read-only transitions of &. Concretely, this asynchronous automaton is € = (Q, 4, Q, J;, Q)
with

O = {(P,a,q) [ (P a,q) € A}.
Hence, we learn that the sequences of read-only transitions form a recognizable trace lan-

guage.
The following statement sums up the semantics of the asynchronous automaton ¢:

Corollary 9.5.21. Let p, G € Q and w € A*. Then we have p ﬂ@ q if, and only if, we
have (5, [w]) ~& (4, [¢]) )

Example 9.5.22. Recall Example 9.5.4. Then the asynchronous automaton ¢ of all read-
only transitions in & is depicted in Figure 9.13. For example, we see that ((0,0), [w]) =&
((1,1), [€]) holds if, and only if, w € a{b, c}* holds.

4

@
b b,c

Figure 9.13. The asynchronous automaton & derived from &.

Step 2. Analyzing the Phases of Runs in &

As previously announced we want to find an alternation of two types of phases in each run in
the saturated asynchronous pushdown system &. Concretely, either & decreases the height
of its distributed stack or it increases this height. We consider these two kinds of phases
separately.

To this end, we will partition the transition relation A of & into multiple sets of transitions
resulting in some “homogeneous” asynchronous pushdown subsystems of &:

AS = A N (Q X ZX é). Set 68 = (é; q)ﬂ)AsaA)'
Ay =An(QxA_A*xQ)foracA. SetS_, = (Q, Py, Ay, A).
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First we consider the effect of &, which simulates the decreasing phases of the runs in
&. So, for a set D ¢ Confg = Confg, of configurations we first define the following set of
configurations with decreased stack heights:

R(D) = {ceConfg | D >, c} = postg (D).

We should note here, that the asynchronous pushdown system &, corresponds to our
asynchronous automaton & which we have constructed in the previous step. Concretely,

we have p ﬂ@ 4 if, and only if, (p, [w]) —&_ (4, [¢]) holds. Hence, when computing the
reachable configurations via S, we will use € instead. Since € is asynchronous, its accepted
trace language is recognizable in M((A). Therefore, we obtain the rationality of R(D) from a
rational set D € Confg of configurations using the efficient closure properties of rational
and recognizable trace languages (cf. Appendix A).

Lemma 9.5.23. Let D € Confg be a rational set of configurations. Then the set R(D)
is rational. In particular, we can compute an &-NFA accepting R(D) from S and an
&-NFA accepting D. If A is fixed, this construction is possible in polynomial time.

Proof. Let 2 = (S, A, Q, 8, F) be an G-NFA with C(2) = D. We show that R(D) is es-
sentially a left-quotient of D wrt. recognizable trace languages of read action sequences.
Concretely, we show that

R(D) = U {q} X T(@ﬁaq)\T(Q’lﬁﬁF)
p.4<Q

holds. Since the class of rational trace languages is efficiently closed under union and left-quo-
tients wrt. recognizable trace languages (cf. Theorem A.2, recall that € is an asynchronous
automaton), the right-hand side of this equation is efficiently rational (for a fixed A). For
better readability we denote this big union by X.

First, we prove the inclusion “c”. To this end, let (§,A) € R(D). Then by definition

there are (p,«) € D (i.e., k € T(j.r)) and r € A* with (P, k) —e, (§,1). We know, by
the semantics of 7, that « = [r] - A holds. In particular, we have (p,[r]) >e, (4, [¢]). By
Corollary 9.5.21 we obtain p i@ g, ie., [r] € T(€;_5). This implies

(@ 4) = (4, \x) € {q} > e, )\ T(Ajor) € X

Towards the converse inclusion, let (§, 1) € X. Then there exists a control state p € Q
with A € r(¢; )\T(A5-r). There are [r] € T(€;.5) and k € T(A;.5) (i.e, (P, k) € D) with

A = [\k, i.e, & = [r] - A. From Corollary 9.5.21 we infer (p, [r]) i’eg (4, [€])- Hence,

D> (pox) = (B, [r]- 1) D, (4 [e] 1) = (4, 1)

holds implying (g, 1) € R(D). <
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Next, we consider the effect of the asynchronous pushdown systems &_, where a € A.
These systems simulate the increasing phases of the runs in &. For a set D ¢ Confg of
configurations we define the set of configurations with increased stack heights as follows:

W(D):={ceConfg|JaecA:D—§_ c}=|Jposts_ (D).
acA

Now, we want to proof that the W-operation preserves rationality efficiently. Since
the class of rational trace languages is closed under finite union, it suffices to show that
postg (D) is rational for any a € A. So, let a € A. By definition all transitions of &_,
read only letters from A_,, i.e., letters associated to exactly the processes a M. So, we can
understand these read actions as some kind of synchronization of the involved processes.
Therefore, we can also see G_, as a (non-distributed) single-pushdown system. Additionally,
by definition no transition of G_, ever decreases the height of the distributed stack (since we
require that each transition writes at least one letter). Hence, to compute postg_ (D) it suffices
to consider only the case where the distributed stack contains exactly one letter b € A_,. By
Theorem 9.2.1 we already know for such systems how to compute postg_ ({(p,b)}) (where
the stack contents are seen as words). Then we obtain W (D) by removing the top letter b
(this corresponds to taking a left quotient) and prepending n(postg_ ({(p,b)})).

Lemma 9.5.24. Let D € Confg be a rational set of configurations. Then the set W (D) is
rational. We can construct an S-NFA accepting W (D) from & and an G-NFA accepting
D. In particular, this construction is possible in polynomial time.

Proof. Let 2 = (S,A,Q, 6, F) be an G-NFA with C(2) = D. Let a ¢ A be an arbitrary
letter. We can understand the asynchronous pushdown system &_, = (Q, P, A_,, A) asa
(non-distributed) single-pushdown system T_, = (Q, P4, A4, A) (note that S_, and T_,
only differ in their underlying data type). Then from a state p € Q, and T_, we can compute
a T_,-NFA B4 = (Sha, A, Q, 6P, FP4) accepting post: ({(p,a)}) < Q x A* according
to Theorem 9.2.1. Note that for any § € Q the language L(%Zf Fiw) is regular and, hence,
T(’Bgfﬁ,u) = q(L(’Bngﬁ,u)) is rational in M((A4).
We prove next that the following equation holds:

w(D)=U U (@} < (T(B2,.) - AT(%55))

acA ﬁ)qeé

Since the rational trace languages are efficiently closed under union, concatenation, and left-
quotients wrt. recognizable trace languages, the right-hand side of this equation is efficiently
rational. For better readability we denote this big union by X.

First, we assume that (g, 1) € W(D) holds. Then there is a € A and (p, x) € D with
(p.x) =&, (§,A) and k = [a] - «" € T(™U3_5) (where &’ € M(A)). Since &_, only reads
letters from A_, and never decreases the stack’s height, it will never touch a letter below the a
on top. Hence, ' also is a suffix of A. So, there is a trace u € M((A) with (p, [a]) »&_ (4, u)
and A = px'. Then there also is a word w € y with (p,a) »% (4, w) implying (§,w) €
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post: ({(p,a)})=C(BP*)andw e L(%gfpﬂﬂ)' Then we infer y = [w] € T(%Z’“ ) and,

—>Fﬁ)“

finally,
A= = Ak T(BP ) A\ T (),

ie, (4,1) € X.
Towards the converse inclusion, let (§,1) € X. Then thereisa € Aand p € Q with A ¢
T(‘Bg’“ ) -\T(25_F). So, we can factorize A as follows: A = A;A, where A, € T(%gfﬁa)

—>Ff7)“

and [a] - A, € T(Up_ ). From the latter statement we learn (p, [a]A,) € D. From the former

one we obtain a word w € A; with w € L(%gf Fﬁ:“) implying

(4. w) € C(BP) = posty_ ({(p.a)}).

Hence, we also have (4, A1) = (§,[w]) € posts_ ({(p,[a])}). But this also implies

D> (p,[a] - A2) »&., (d:hi-A2) = (4, 1)
and, therefore, (4, 1) € postg_ (D) € W(D). «

It is a simple task to prove that any run of G only consists of a finite number of phases in
which we either decrease or increase the distributed stack’s height. Moreover, since we allow
these phases to be empty, we can assume that each run alternates between these two phases.
Hence, we obtain postg (C) by any number of alternations of the R- and W-operations:

Proposition 9.5.25. Let D ¢ Confg be a set of configurations. Then the following
statements hold:

(1) For each c € post¥ (D) there exists £ € N with ¢ € (RW)¢(D).
(2) For each € € N we have (RW)¢(D) ¢ post¥ (D).

In particular, we have post, (D) = (RW)*(D). <

Step 3. Uniformly Bounding the Number of Phases

By Proposition 9.5.25 we know that each run of G can be split into a finite number of phases
alternating between decreasing and increasing the stack’s height. If our system & has only one
pushdown, we know that each reachable configuration can be reached via a run having at most
two of such phases [FWWg7]. However, as the following example shows, for multi-pushdown
systems we cannot bound the number of phases to two:

Example 9.5.26. Let 4 = (A, P, M) be the distributed alphabet with A = {a, b, ¢,d, e}
and P = {1,2,3} whereaM = P, bM = {1,2},cM = {3}, dM = {1}, and eM = {2}.
Further let & = (Q, P4, A, A) be the asynchronous pushdown system from Figure 9.14.
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acba bedb

Figure 9.14. The asynchronous pushdown system from Example 9.5.26.

One can check that & is saturated. The following is the only run from the configuration

((0,0,0),[a]) to ((3,0,0),[c*e*]):

((0,0,0), [a]) =& ((0,0,0), [ab’c’]) »& ((1,0,0), [b°c*])
~& ((2,0,0), [bc*])
=& ((2,0,0), [bc'd’e’]) —6 ((3,0,0), [c*d’e’])
~& ((3,0,0), [c*¢*]).

Note that this run splits into four phases (that correspond to the four lines above). It
increases its pushdowns in the first and third and decreases them in the second and
fourth line.

d

However, we will prove now that there is still a uniform bound of the number of alter-
nations between decreasing and increasing phases for any run of a saturated asynchronous
pushdown system &. This means, there is a number € (which is linear in the size of ) such
that for any given forwards reachable configuration there is a run in & from C alternating at
most ¢ times between decreasing and increasing phases.

For technical reasons we have to introduce the following notations:

(1) Let D < Confg be a set of configurations and a € A be a letter. We write RW_,(D) for
the set of configurations postg_ (postg (D)). Note that we require the phase increasing
the distributed stack’s height to be non-empty.

(2) Let D c Confg be a set of configurations, w € A* be a word, and a € A be a letter. Then
we inductively define the following sets of configurations:
RW_(D):=D and  RW_,, := RW_,(RW_,(D)).
It is easy to see that the following two equations hold:
RW(D) = R(D) u UARW:a(D) and (RW)*(D) = |J RW_, R(D)
ac weA*

for any D ¢ Confg. Until now postg (D) = (RW)*(D) is still an infinite union of rational
sets of configurations. However, the next lemma states that the sets RW_,, (D) for long words
w € A* are also included in sets RW_, (D) for shorter words v € A*.

Lemma 9.5.27. Let D € Confg be a set of configurations and ay, ..., a,, a1 € A be
some letters with the following properties a, < a,.; and ay £ a,., for each 1 < k < n.
Then we have:

RW:alaz,..ana,,H (D) < RW:uz...unanH (D) .
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Proof. Let c,d € Confg be two configurations with d € RW_, 4, 4.4,.,(¢). Consider a run
from c to d of & which can be split into such phases as described by RW_,4,.. 4,a,..,- We first
show that the number of &_,, -transitions in this run can be reduced by one. Afterwards,

induction on the number of &_,, -transition yields our claim.
t

> Claim1. Leta € A, x € A*, and t € [[}*3 A" (A, A*)* with (P, [u]) LN (4,[v]) —s
(#,[w]). Then there is another action sequence s € [[}*3A (AL, A*)* with (P, [u]) >
(# [w]).

Proof. We show this statement by induction on the length |x| of x (the word we push onto the
distributed stack in the first transition). If x = & holds, we can set s := at € [['*1 A" (A, AT)*.

Then we are done since (B, [u]) s (, [w]) holds by assumption. Now, let x = x’b for
aword x’ € A* and b € A, i.e., we have an b on top of the stacks with indices in b M after
application of the first transition. Note that b < a and, therefore, b < a < a; < a,,; by
asynchronism of &.

Let g € Q,creA, V> 2k € A* (for 0 < k < £) such that

(4 [v]) = (4o, [€020])s
(qk> Ck Vx> Gk+1) € A implying (g, [ckzk]) = (qrs1> [VkR2k]) foreach 0 < k < ¢,
[Vk-1Rzk-1] = [ckzx] foreach 1< k < ¢,

(7,[w]) = (de> [yeR2¢]), and
t= C_O)/Oc_lyl v C_e)/g

In particular, we have ¢, € A_,, ,, by the definition of t. Hence, we learn

bMcxMcaM=gMca, ,M=c,M.

Consequently, there is 0 < k < € with b < ¢,. We choose this number k minimal with b < ¢.
Next, we show the following two properties:

(1) b=cy.
From b < ¢, we obtain bMn¢y M # @ implying the existence of 0 < j < k with
bMnc¢;M # @. We choose j minimal with this property. Then (§;,¢;y;, ) € A is the
first transition of this run touching any of the stacks with index in b M. Hence, the stacks
from b M in configuration (4, [¢;z;]) coincide with those in (g, [v]) = (4o, [co20]) and,
therefore, still have the letter b on their top position. On the other hand, all stacks from
a;M have the letter a; on top since the transition (g, ¢jy;,qj.1) € A can be applied.
Then from b Mn¢;M # @ we learn b = ¢; implying in particular b < ¢;. Since 0 < k < ¢
was minimal with b < ¢, we get j = k and, hence, b = ¢;.

(2) b cjforeach0< j<k.

The choice of jabove implies that, forall 0 < j < k, we have @ = b M n ¢; M and, therefore,

Now, we have to distinguish two cases, namely whether the word y; is empty or not.
First, suppose y = €. By asynchronism we know y; < ¢; implying b || y; for each 0 < j < k.
Therefore, we learn ¢ = b | Coyociyi ... Ck1yk-1- So, according to Observation 9.5.6 we are
able to reorder the transitions of our run from (p, [u]) to (7, [w]) as follows:

first apply the global transition (p, ax, §),
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then do the local transition (qk ', s> Ck> Gk+1 e, M)

then follow the local transitions (§;I'c, m> ¢j¥;qjs I, m) for each 0 < j < k, and

finally follow the original run from (g1, [ck+12x41]) to (7, [w]).
Hence, we have reordered the run from (p,[u]) to (7 [w]) such that the second local
transition (starting in (§, [v])) is (§k tym> 0> Gk+115m)- Note that this reordered run still has

the same properties as the original path labeled with axt. So, without loss of generality, we
can assume that k = 0 holds. Then we have the following two consecutive transitions:

(B.ax,4) and (§,b.4y)

in the saturated system &. Then saturation implies the existence of the transition (p, ax’, ;) €
A. Hence, we have

(. [v]) Soe (4 [az]) RN (e [yeze]) = (7 [w])

which is a run omitting the configuration (g, [v]) = (4, [c020]). Note that the first transition
of this run replaces a by x’ which is shorter than x. Hence, the induction hypothesis yields
an action sequence s € [[{1 A (A, A)* with (B, [u]) >e (F,[w]).

Now, suppose y; # €. Since this transition writes at least one letter, there must be an
1< m < n+1with ¢ M = a,, M. If we have m < n, we get

amzM=ccM=bMcaysMCa, M,
i.e., a,, < a,,; which contradicts a,, £ a,,;. Hence, we have m = n + 1, i.e.,
bMcagyMca, M=bM .

In other words, we have b, ay € A
our transitions as follows:

Since b || ¢; for each 0 < j < k we can again reorder

an+1*

first apply the local transitions (g1, m> ¢jyj> € M I i) for each 0 < j < k,
then apply the local transition (P4, m> G0%, G 14, m)> and

finally follow the original run from (g, [cxzk]) to (%, [w]).

Note that the transitions of the third part of this run always read letters from A_,, . Hence,
we infer

n+l
§ 1= CoYoCiY1 - - - CkoVko1 GoX CkVk---Ceye € [ [A (A AT)Y
k=2
and (P, [u]) >s (¥, [w]) which proves our claim for the second case. <

Finally, by iterated application of our claim we can reduce the number of transitions in the
first increase phase to 0. Since R is idempotent, we infer the statement of this lemma.  «

From Lemma 9.5.27 we infer the existence of a bound 71 € N such that for each w € A>"
there is a word f(w) € A" with RW_, (D) ¢ RW_g,,)(D) for any set D ¢ Confg of
configurations. This finally implies

posts (D) = (RW)*(D) = |J RW_,(D).

weASH
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Hence, if D is rational, then post% (D) is a finite union of rational sets implying the rationality
of postg (D). The following proposition summarizes this observation and shows that the
bound # equals |A| + 1.

Proposition 9.5.28. Let D € Confg be a set of configurations. Then we have

(RW)*(D) = (RW)“*(D).

«—_» « . —»

Proof. The inclusion “2” is obvious. So, we only have to show the converse inclusion “C”.
To this end, let ¢ € (RW)*(D) = U,ear RW_,, R(D). Hence, there is a word w € A* with
c € RW_,, R(D). We choose such word w € A* with minimal length. If |w| < |A| holds, we
are done. So, assume |w| > |A|. Let w = aya, ... ay with aj, a,,...,a; € Aand k > |A|.

Since the number of equivalence classes induced by the quasi ordering < is at most |A|,
there are two indices 1 < m < n < k with a,, < a, according to the pigeon hole principle.
We choose m and n with this property such that the distance n — m is minimal. Hence, we

obtain a1, A2, - - - > Ap-1 £ a,. Then by Lemma 9.5.27 we learn
cE RW:W R(D) = RW:al.,,am,lamamﬂ...un...ak R(D) = RW:al...am,lamﬂ...an,..ak R(D) .

However, the word w' := ay...a,, 14,41 .. ay ... a is shorter than w and satisfies the prop-
erty ¢ € RW,, R(D). This is a contradiction to the choice of w being a word of minimal
length. <

According to Proposition 9.5.28 we find for any run of the saturated system & another run,
which alternates at most |A| + 1 times between increase and decrease phases. From the proof
of this statement we obtain a possibly tighter upper bound for the number of alternations:
N +1where N is the number of equivalence classes induced by the quasi-ordering <. For
example, if A = {a,b} = A_, (i.e., & is a single-pushdown system), Proposition 9.5.28 yields
3 alternations while we have only one equivalence class implying that 2 is a tighter bound
(note that according to [FWWg7] 1 is also an upper bound in this case).

Finally, we can prove Theorem 9.5.16 by bringing together all of the previously described
steps:

Proof (of Theorem 9.5.16). From & we compute the asynchronous pushdown system &(=)
by adding shortcuts as described in Step 1. Then we know postg(C) = posty .., (C) by
Lemma 9.5.19. From Propositions 9.5.25 and 9.5.28 we learn that

posts (C) = posts ., (C) = (RW)*(C) = (RW) " (C)

holds. Finally, iterated application of Lemmata 9.5.23 and 9.5.24 yields an G-NFA accepting
(RW)IA+1(C) = postg (C). If we assume that 4 is fixed, this automaton can be computed in
time polynomial in the size of G and an G-NFA accepting C. «

Now, let 4 be a distributed alphabet and & be an asynchronous pushdown system over
A. A relation R ¢ Confg x Confy is called rational if for each pair of control states p and g

of G the relation
{(Lx) [ (P A)R(§,x)} (95)
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is rational in M((A)2. Note that the relation in (9.5) is a projection to the distributed stack’s
contents of the configurations in R with control states p and 4.

As a corollary of Theorem 9.5.16 we infer that the relation of all configurations ¢, d €
Confg of G satistying ¢ - d is efficiently rational:

Theorem 9.5.29. Let A = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet, S = (Q, P4, A, A) be
an asynchronous pushdown system. Then the relation

{(c,d) € Confg x Confg | c =& d}

is rational. In particular, from & we can compute a representation of this relation. If A
is fixed, this construction is possible in polynomial time.

Proof. Before we show the correctness of this theorem we want to sketch the idea of the
proof. To this end, recall that tuples of traces from M(A) are essentially traces from another
trace monoid M(A") where A’ consists of two independent copies of 4. In other words, we
can see the relation R := {(c,d) | ¢ =% d} as a set of configurations of another asynchronous
pushdown system &’ over the modified distributed alphabet A’. This system simulates &
on one component of the tuples from R and leaves the other one untouched. Then starting
from the identity relation on Conf (this is a rational set of configurations of G’) the set of
forwards reachable configurations in & is R. Finally, we can compute an &’-NFA accepting
R according to Theorem 9.5.16.
First, our modified distributed alphabet A’ = (A’, P', M) is the following one:

A’:= AU Awhere A:= {4 aec A} is a disjoint copy of A,
P’ := Pu P where P:= {i|iec P} isa disjoint copy of P, and
M’ :={(a,i)|aMi}UM.

Then we construct an asynchronous pushdown system &’ = (Q’, Py, A’, A’) over the
modified distributed alphabet A’ as follows:

Q' := Q x Q (we assume that the first copy of Q represents the processes P and the
second one represents P),

A= {((B $2), a8t (1 @) | (Frat,4) € 4), and

A’ is arbitrary.

Note that &’ is asynchronous since we only simulate the transitions of & and do not touch
the processes from P. Finally, we set

C:={(4.4) |4 Q) x{[aa]|acA}* c Confe.

In other words, the set of initial configurations is essentially the identity relation on Confg.
Note that this set of configurations of & is efficiently rational.

By Theorem 9.5.16 we can construct an &’-NFA 2l accepting the set post?,(C) in time
polynomial in the size of &’ and an &’-NFA accepting C. Then for p, § € Q the set

Ljq={A e M(A) [ {((p.§), 1)} e C(A)}
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is rational in M[(AA"). Note that this set contains exactly those traces A € M(A') satisfying
(P, d(1)) =% (§,ma(A)) where ¢: M(A") - M(A) first projects a trace to the alphabet A
and afterwards suppresses the hats from each letter.

Finally, using the homomorphism y:M(A’) -~ M(A)? induced by w(a) = (¢, a) and
v(a) = (a, ¢) for each a € A (note that this homomorphism is well-defined), we obtain the
efficient rationality of

¥(Lsg) = {(x, 1) [ (P, %) & (4, 1)}
implying that {(c, d) € Confg x Confg | ¢ =% d} is efficiently rational. <

Note that it is decidable whether a given rational trace language is contained in a given
recognizable trace language. Hence, our results, Theorems 9.5.9 and 9.5.16, allow to decide the
following problems for a given asynchronous pushdown system &, a rational set C € Confg
of configurations, and a recognizable set D ¢ Confg of configurations:

(1) Reachability Problem. Can we reach D from C, or equivalently, does posty(C) n D # &
(resp. C npreg (D) # @) hold?

(2) Safety Problem. Can we only reach D from C, or equivalently, does post¥ (C) < D hold?

(3) Liveness Problem. Can we reach D from any reachable configuration of C, or equivalently,
does postg (C) ¢ preg (D) hold?

Note that until now we cannot decide the Inevitability Problem (do we stay in C until we
eventually reach D?). To solve this problem we should first decide the Recurrent Reachability
Problem of asynchronous pushdown systems.

9.5.3 Recurrent Reachability

Towards the recurrent reachability problem we should recall that this problem is equiva-
lent to asking whether an asynchronous Biichi-pushdown automaton accepts at least one
infinite word. With the help of Theorem 9.5.9 we will see that this problem is decidable in
polynomial time. We will use the recurrent reachability problem to prove the decidability of
special temporal logics. Concretely, we will obtain that the model checking problem of an
LTL-like logic for traces is decidable in exponential time for Kripke-structures induced by
asynchronous pushdown systems.

Lemma 9.5.30. Let A = (A,P,M) be a distributed alphabet and let A =
(Q,T,Pg,1,c, A, F) be an asynchronous pushdown automaton (without e-transitions).
Then we have L*(21) # @ if, and only if, there are § € Q and a € A with

(1) prey({q} x ([a] -M(A))) nInity #* & and
(2) (@ [a]) € pre (Finaly  pre ({1} x ([a] -M(1))) )

Proof. First, we assume that (1) and (2) hold. Then, there are u e I'*, v,w € I'*, x, y,z € A*,
(7, ¢) € Inity, and (f, [x]) € Finaly with
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(7.¢) =u (§,[az]) and
(4.[a]) S (f [x]) Sa (4. [ay]).

From these properties we obtain the following infinite run:

(2, ¢) = (4 [az]) = (f, [x2]) D (4. [ay2]) o (F [xp2]) Su (4. [ay2]) Sa -

This run visits infinitely often f € F, i.e., we have u(vw)® € L*(2) # @.
Conversely, we assume L®(2() # @. Then there are ap, ay,--- € I', o, §1,- - € Q, and
X0, X1, " € A* with Ko Xy -+ - € L“’(Ql), (q_)(), [XO]) € Initm,

(4%

(qo> [x0]) —ogm (qu [x1]) gm (42 [%2]) =2 -+

and infinitely many j € N with (4, [x;]) € Finaly. Since this is a run of 2, there are transitions
(dj>«j>ajtj, qja) € Awith [a;t;]([x;]) = [xj1] for each je N.
> Idea. Since the run (g, [xk])ken does not necessarily satisfy the two conditions of our
lemma, we will construct another accepting run of 2 which actually satisfies these conditions.
To this end, we want to find a letter a € A which is read infinitely often from the stacks. We
choose this letter maximal with this property wrt. the well-quasi-ordering <. We show then
that each infinitely often occurring letter is either independent or smaller than a wrt. <.
Now, we obtain our new run from the original one as follows: both runs agree in
their (sufficiently long) beginning. Afterwards, we remove all transitions reading letters
independent of a. So, after this long beginning the run acts like a single-pushdown system
on the processes a M. Hence, the rest of this proof will generalize the idea known from
[BEMo7].

For k e Nweset Ay := {a; | j > k} € A, i.e, Ay is the set of all letters we read on our
infinite run starting from the k™ step. By definition we have A 2 A; 2 A, 2 ..., i.e, the
sequence (A )ken is monotonically decreasing. Since C is well-quasi-ordered on finite sets,
there is an integer k € N such that Ay = A, for each € > k holds. It is easy to see that each
letter a € Ay is read infinitely often on our run. Note that our run also visits infinitely often
an accepting state after the k™ step. In particular, by the pigeon hole principle there is a state
f € F which appears infinitely often on our run. W.l.o.g., we can assume that g = f holds.

Recall the quasi-ordering < on A with a < b iff aM ¢ b M. Since A is finite, < is even a
well-quasi-ordering. We choose a letter a € Ay which is maximal wrt. <. Then we can show
that each letter b € Ay is either smaller than a wrt. < or is independent of a.
> Claim 1. Let b € Ay. Then we have eitherb<aorb | a.

4

Proof idea. Towards a contradiction, assume thereis b € Ay with b £ aand b { a. Wlo.g., b
also is maximal wrt. <. Let i € a M n b M be a common process. Note that due to maximality
of a and b we have aM\bM # @ and bM~aM # g, i.e., by asynchronism of 2 it is
impossible that we read a (resp., b) and write b (resp., a) in the same transition.

Now let j; > k with 7;(x;,) € aA7 (this index j; exists since we read a € A infinitely
often). Since we have b € A there is another computation step k, > j; in which we read b,
i.e., we have 7;(xy,) € bA}.

Then, in order to reach the content 7;(xy, ) after step j;, we first have to remove the letter
a and any other letter from A, N A; which we have pushed onto stack i between the j and
k& step. This is due to the restriction of asynchronous pushdown automata writing at most
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letters onto stacks from which we have read a letter before (cf. Observation 9.5.5). In other
words, there is a step ji < i, < k; with 7;(x;,) = ami(x;,).

Since we have the letter b € Ay on top of stack i in the k{* computation step, there was
a letter ¢ € A_;, in stack i’s content at step i, which is either exactly this b we read in step
k, or which (transitively) writes b onto stack i. This means, we have 7;(x;,) € AjcA} and
mi(xj) € aAicA}. Hence, there is a computation step i, < j, < k, with m;(x;,) € cA} and,
therefore

LACINIRALACTNIRIuACTNIE

By exchanging the roles of a and b we similarly find computation steps k, < i3 < j3 < k3

with the following properties:

mi(xj,) = ami(xs,),
mi(Xk,) € cA%, and
mi(xj,) € dA7 for aletter d € A_, with 71;(x;,) € cATdA3.

We could similarly infer |7;(x;,)| < |m:(x;,)]-
By induction we finally obtain an infinite sequence j; < j, < j3 < js < ... with

|7Ti(xj1)| > |7Ti(sz)| > |7Ti(xj3)| > |7Ti(xj4)| >,

i.e., stack i’s height is monotonically decreasing. However, this is impossible since (N, <) is a

well-quasi-ordering. <
a Agu / i
| L TS— EIR
€] €] ¢ A Ay
- L | > —
d d d d d d| Asa
J i J2 ks i3 J3 ks

Figure 9.15. The proof of Claim 1. We visualize the contents of stack i over time. In this connection, the
red (thick) line marks the height of stack i. The gray shaded areas mark the letters (transitively) written by a, c,
resp. d.

Now we want to construct another infinite run of 2 which only reads letters from A,
after the k' computation step. We do this by deletion of all other transitions.
> Claim 2. There are Py, P1, P2, € Q, Vo> V1> Y2, -+ € A%, and o, P, -+ € I such that the
following properties hold:

() (qk> [xx]) = (Po, [y0]),
(ii) for each j € N thereisb € A., N A and t € A* such that (ﬁj,[}j,gt,p;l) € A and
[6t]([y;]) = [yja), and
(iii) there are infinitely many j € N with (p;,[y;]) € Finalg.
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Proof. We inductively construct global states q} q;; € Q, stack contents x}, x/ -+ € A*,

and letters a}, & ,,,--- € I'U {&} as follows: we set ql = gk and x; := x;. Now let j > k. Then
we distinguish two cases:

3 I . ? o ->I !/ o /
ifaj¢ A, weset a)i= g, 4., =4 and x7,, = x.

T = (qiritams> G tpam) and xj, € A* with [x7,] =

[a;t;]([x}]). Note that x;,, arises from x;,; and x; by combining the stacks in a M of
xj+1 with the stacks in P\ a M of xi. Hence, x7,, is well-defined.

3 I .
if aj € Ag, we set o) = aj, q

In other words, whenever we read a letter b € A which is independent from a in the original
run, we remove the effect of this step in our new run. Whenever we read a letter b € A, we
also apply this transition in our new run. Note that this is possible due to the asynchronism
of 2. Since q; = g = f € F holds and since f occurs infinitely often in our original run, f
also occurs infinitely often in our new run.

Finally, removing q;ﬂ, x%,;> and af from these sequences whenever a; ¢ A<, holds and
re-indexing yields the sought run. <

Next, we consider a subsequence of our new run where the height of our stacks is not
decreasing. To this end, we set I := {j > k | V€ > j:|yj| < [ye|}. Since the natural ordering
on N is a well-ordering, this sequence is infinite. Using the pigeon hole principle we can
restrict this subsequence to those configurations having the same control state and the same
top of our stacks. Formally, there are p € Q and b € Ay n A, suchthat J:= {jeI|p=
Pj»[y;] € [b]-M(A)} is infinite. We can also assume that b € A_, holds, i.e., b is on top of
all considered stacks i € a M in infinitely many configurations with minimal stack heights.
Finally, we can prove that (1) and (2) hold:

Let j € J. Then by definition we have (gy, [xo]) € prey ({(P;> [¥;])}) N Inity (recall that
[y;] € [b] - M[(A) holds). Towards the second property, let £ > j with p, = f € F. This
number exists, since we visit infinitely often. Additionally, since ] is infinite, there is m € J
with m > € > j, i.e, wehave p,, = pand [y,,] € [b]-M(A). Since j € ] ¢ I we have |y;| <|y,|
for each n > j. Since b € A_, affects all processes from a M and since we do not touch the
other processes anymore, we also have |y;[4, < |ya|a, for each n > jand i € P. Hence, for

[y;] = [bz] (where z € A*) we also have [y, ] € M(A) - [z]. This finally implies
(P, [b]) € pre(Finaly 0 preg ({p} x ([b] - M(A)))). «

From Lemma 9.5.30 we learn that the recurrent reachability problem resp. the emptiness
problem of asynchronous Biichi-pushdown automata is decidable. However, we cannot
apply the reduction from Theorem 8.3.1 to solve the model checking problem of LTL for
the Kripke-structures induced by asynchronous pushdown systems. This is due to the fact
that the constructed Biichi-automaton 2l for an LTL-formula ¢ (as described in the previous
chapter) is not necessarily asynchronous. Therefore, the Biichi-pushdown automaton B
simulating %A and the given asynchronous pushdown system & in parallel is not necessarily
asynchronous.

We can circumvent this problem with a more specialized version of LTL. Concretely, we
replace the temporal operators X and U by local ones. So, we introduce two local operators
X; and U; for any process i € P. In this connection, “X; ¢” means “¢ holds on the next step of
process i” and “¢ U; y” means “¢ holds on process i until y holds”. This is essentially the logic
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TrPTL (PTL resp. LTL for traces) introduced by Thiagaranjan in [Thig4]. We also require
that the labeling A of an asynchronous pushdown system & = (Q, P4, A, A) consists of
local labelings A;. In other words, we have pairwise disjoint sets AP; of atomic propositions
and functions A;: Q; — 2APi such that A((g;)icp) = Uiep Ai(q;) for each i € P holds. In this
case, we call & an asynchronous pushdown system with local labeling.

Now consider the formula ¢ = G;F;a A G;F;b where a || b, aM i, and b M j holds.
Then ¢ states that on a run of a given asynchronous pushdown system & (with local labeling)
we read a and b infinitely often. In other words, ¢ states a special fairness property of the
processes i and j. Unfortunately, we cannot check whether ¢ holds using Lemma 9.5.30. This
is due to the fact that our proof of Lemma 9.5.30 considers runs only affecting a connected
set of processes of &.

Hence, towards the proof strategy sketched in Section 8.3 we also require a local accepting
condition of asynchronous Biichi-pushdown automata. Such conditions were introduced by
Muscholl in [Musg4]: concretely, we require the Biichi-automata on traces to visit all states
of a given set of local states infinitely often for any process i € P. To this end, we first have to
determine the local states an automaton visits infinitely often on a given run:

Let A = (Q,T,Pg,1,c, A, F) be an asynchronous pushdown automaton with Q =
[Ticp Qi and p = ((gi,j) iep> [W}]) jen be an infinite run of 2 reading the letters a;, a5, --- € A
from its distributed stack. For a process i € P we denote the set of all local states from Q;
occurring infinitely often in p by inf;(p) = {g € Q; | 3°j € N: q; ; = q} if there are infinitely
many j € N with a; M i. Otherwise we set inf;(p) := & (in this case the run on process i is
finite). A table is a set T C [];.p 2. Then the accepted w-language of 2 wrt. a table T is the
following one:

LE(A) == {(xo(xl--- er”

3 infinite run p labeled with apet; ... in 2, (T;)cp € T:
Vie P:T; Cinf;(p) '
Next, we want to prove the decidability of the emptiness problem of w-languages accepted
by asynchronous Biichi-pushdown automata with local accepting conditions. We will see
that the proof of this statement is close to the proof of Lemma 9.5.30, but a bit more involved.
We should also note that we only consider tables T of cardinality 1. However, we obtain the
general case easily by splitting T into |7 singletons.

Lemma 9.5.31. Let 4 = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet, 2 = (Q, I,Pgq,1,¢c,AF)
be an asynchronous pushdown automaton (without e-transitions), and let T; =
{fitr- s fin,} € Qi foreach i € P. Set T = {(T;)icp}. Then we have L4() # &
if. and only if, there are § € Q and w € APl with
(1) prej({g} x ([w]-M(A))) nInity # @ and

(2) foreachie Pandl< j<n; wehave

(4> [w]) € preg ((Qlpogay, {fis}) x M(A) N preg ({} x ([w] - M(A)))).

Proof. This proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 9.5.30 with some generalizations.
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Again, we first assume that the properties (1) and (2) hold. Then there are (finite) words
uel* vi,wijel" andx,y;;,z;;€ A, iel,and p; ;€ (Q Ppgits {fij}) (for each i € P and
1< j < n;) with

(7.¢) =u (4, [wx]) and
(4 [wx]) —>a (P yii]) = (4, [wzi]).
With the help of these properties we obtain an infinite run with the following labeling:

:”(H [ Vi,jWi,j) >

ieP 1<j<n;

which satisfies the accepting conditions of the table T in 2, i.e., we have y € L% () # @.
Conversely, let L9 (2A) # @. Hence, there are ag, a1, az,--- € I, qo, 1, € Q, and
X0, X1, " € A* with Ko Xy -+ - € L#(Ql), ((i(), [XO]) € Initg[,

0‘2

(o> [xO]) —>y (4, [Xl]) —a (@2 [x2]) = ...

and for each i € P and 1 < j < n; there are infinitely many h € N with g3, ; = f; ;. Since this is
arun of 2, there are transitions (qy,, an, antn, qiv) € A with [ant,] ([xh]) [xp41] for each
heN.

> Idea. To prove that the two conditions of our lemma hold, we first construct multiple new
runs of 2{ as described in the proof of Lemma 9.5.30. Concretely, here we take all maximal
letters a € A wrt. < from the set of all letters occurring infinitely often in this run. For each of
these maximal letters a we repeat the construction from above. Afterwards we merge these
new runs together. This is possible since all of our new runs only modify the local states from
a M after some steps. For this merged run, we can show the conditions as in the proof of
Lemma 9.5.30. .

Again, we define Ay = {ay, | h > k} € A as the set of letters we read after the k™ step (for
k € N). Then there is a number k € N, such that each letter a € Ay is read infinitely often
on the infinite run from above. Due to the pigeon hole principle we can also choose k such
that the subrun starting from the k" step visits each state gy, infinitely often (for h > k). We
already know that for each pair a, b € Ay of distinct letters, where a is maximal wrt. the
well-quasi-ordering <, we have b < a or a || b. Hence, we can partition A into alphabets
BO) BM) . B(m c Asuch that B(O) := A\ A, and for each 1 < n < m there is a maximal
a € Ay such that B(" := A; n A_,. Note that this definition implies a || b for each a € B(™)
and b € B(m) with1< n; < n, < m.

Now, let 1 < n < m and a € B(") be maximal wrt. <. Similar to the proof of Lemma 9.5.30
we can construct a new run p(") := (pi") , [yh ') pery in A which starts in (i, [xx]), simulates
2’s computations on the stacks in a M and leaves the stacks from P \ a M untouched. Then
there is an infinite sequence I(") := {h > k ‘ V€ > h,iecaM: |y§l")|Ai < ]ygn)\Ai} of steps
having minimal stack heights in p("). We also find p(") €eQand b e BM = A, nA,CA
such that J := {h ¢ 1) | pn) = p(") ("] € [b™]-M(A)} is infinite. Let hy € J®
be arbitrary. Additionally, let i € a M and 1 < j < n;. Since the path (qy, [x1])nen Visits f;;
infinitely often and by construction of p("), there are also 1nﬁn1tely many h € N such that

the ith component ofph is f; ;. Hence, there is h, > h; where ph e (Qtpg v>{fij}). Since
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J(") is infinite, there is h; € J(") with h3 > h,. Then we can prove (similar to the proof of
Lemma 9.5.30) R
preg ({p™} x ([6™]-M(A))) N Inity * @ (9-6)

and
(p™, [b(M]) € preg ((Qlpogiy> {fij}) x M(A) n Preﬁ({P?")} x ([b™]-M(A)))). (9.7)

Note that these equations also hold if we replace p?”) by any global state § € Q with g,y =
P o and G o an = G puan with 72 > k.

Finally, we set ¢ € O such that 4o = gkl po and §lgm) = p?") Mgy foreach 1< n < m.
Additionally, we set w := bMb® . b(m), Then we obtain our claim by combining the
equations (9.6) and (9.7) since 2l is asynchronous and B(") and B("2) are independent for
eachl1<n <n,<m. <

Now, we want to take a closer look at the complexity of the emptiness problem: to
solve this problem we can check for each state § € Q and each word w € A<IPl whether the
properties of Lemma 9.5.31 hold. If we consider the underlying alphabet 4 as fixed, there are
only a constant number of such words in A<"l. Hence, we have to check a constant number
of properties linearly often. Any of these properties is decidable in polynomial time due to
Theorem 9.5.9. This means that the emptiness problem is decidable in polynomial time in
this case.

Next, we assume that the distributed alphabet 4 is part of the input of our considered
emptiness problem. Then A</l contains exponentially many words of length polynomial in
the size of A. In this case our algorithm needs exponential time. However, due to the proof
of Lemma 9.5.31 we do not have to check the properties of this lemma for all words from
A=IPI, Tt suffices to consider those words w € A</l containing at most one letter from each
process, i.e., those words with |w|,, <1 for each i € P. Though, in the worst case we still have
to check |2P| many words implying an exponential running time.

Theorem 9.5.32. The emptiness problem for w-languages accepted by asynchronous
Biichi-pushdown automata with global or local accepting conditions is decidable in
polynomial time (if the underlying distributed alphabet is fixed). «

Now, let ¢ be a TrPTL-formula and & be an asynchronous pushdown system with
local labeling. Then the constructed Biichi-automaton 2 accepting all runs satisfying ¢
(cf. Chapter 8) is asynchronous. Therefore, the resulting Biichi-pushdown automaton ‘B
simulating 2l and & in parallel also is asynchronous. If the underlying distributed alphabet A
is fixed, we can check in polynomial time whether B accepts at least one w-word according to
Theorem 9.5.32. Since the computation of 2 takes exponential time, we can check M(S) = ¢
in exponential time. Hence, the model checking problem of TrPTL is decidable in EXPTIME.

Note that with TrPTL we can only state local properties of a run in an asynchronous
pushdown system. One may also ask for global properties of such a run. It is well-known that
global LTL for traces is decidable, but has non-elementary complexity [Walg8]. However,
until now it is still an open problem, whether this result can be generalized to runs of
asynchronous pushdown systems. Also the decidability of the model checking problem of
the various temporal logics presented in [GKo7] is unknown.
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9.6 Conclusion

In this chapter we considered the reachability problem of pushdown automata having one
or more stacks as their memory. We started with recalling the results from Bouajjani et al.
[BEMgy7] and Finkel et al. [FWWg7] proving that the reachability problem and the recurrent
reachability problem is decidable in polynomial time in pushdown automata having one stack.
Afterwards we considered automata having at least two stacks as their memory. Since these
automata are known to be as powerful as Turing-machines, we considered a special kind of
multi-pushdown automata, so-called asynchronous pushdown automata. We have translated
the construction from [BEMgy] from single-pushdown automata to the asynchronous ones
and proved that in this case the reachability problem is still efficiently decidable. Additionally,
we have presented a new construction considering the forwards reachable configurations.
We have also seen that recurrent reachability with local or global restrictions is decidable in
polynomial time (at least for a fixed underlying distributed alphabet). This finally implies the
decidability of the model checking problem of a local LTL for traces in Kripke-structures
induced by such asynchronous pushdown automata. So, we obtain that model checking of
LTL-formulas for such Kripke-structures with local properties is in EXPTIME. For Kripke-
structures with global properties it is still open whether the model checking problem is
decidable.







CHAPTER 10

Verifying Queue Automata

10.1 Introduction

Our aim in this chapter is to verify automata having one or more queues as their memory.
We can use such systems to model finite computer networks communicating through several
channels. Unfortunately, an automaton having at least one reliable, unbounded queue is
as powerful as a Turing-machine (cf. [BZ83]). This also holds for any partially lossy queue
except for the fully lossy ones (cf. Theorem 3.3.7). This implies the undecidability of all
non-trivial questions on verification like reachability or LTL model checking. In contrast,
the reachability problem in lossy queue automata is decidable, but of very bad complexity.
Concretely, given regular languages K, L € A* and T ¢ 2*, we can decide whether we can
reach from an initial queue content in L another queue content in K after application of T,
i.e., whether REAcH(L, T') n K # @ holds. Since REacH(L, T) is downwards-closed under
the subword relation, we know that this language is regular [Hai6g]. However, in general we
cannot compute an NFA accepting REAcCH(L, T') from L and T [Mayo3]. Surprisingly, from
L and T we can compute an NFA accepting BACKREACH(L, T') [AJ96a], even though this
construction is not primitive recursive [Schoz, CSo8]. Note that the recurrent reachability
problem and the LTL model checking problem still are undecidable for lossy queue automata
[AJo6b].

Due to the undecidability or inefficiency of the reachability problem in automata having
at least one partially lossy queue, it is worth to approximate this problem. A first, very trivial
approach is to simulate the computation of a queue automaton step-by-step. This means,
starting with L, we iteratively compute the set of all queue contents which are reachable from
L after application of at most # transitions. Formally, for the set T, € X* of prefixes of length
at most n of T we compute L, = REacH(L, T,,) for increasing numbers n € N. This can be
done by applying single basic actions « € X to L,_; which corresponds to concatenation
or taking a left-quotient. So, if L is accepted by a finite automaton (in literature these are
often called queue decision diagrams or QDDs, for short, cf. [Boi+97, BGg9g, KM21]), all
languages L, € A* are regular and automata accepting these languages can be computed
in polynomial time using the classical constructions from automata theory. However, this
algorithm is not very efficient: consider L = {¢} and T = a* for an a € A. Then we obtain
L, = REAcH(L, a*") = a=" which is still finite for each n € N. In other words, after a finite
number of steps we can only explore a finite extension of the state space L.

Boigelot et al. [Boi+97, BGgg] and Abdulla et al. [Abd+o4] improved this trivial approx-
imation by the introduction of so-called meta-transformations. These are certain regular
languages S € 2 such that the sets REaAcH(L, S) are effectively regular for any regular lan-
guage L ¢ A*. Then the trivial approximation can be modified as follows: whenever we
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compute L, from L, we search for such meta-transformation in the queue automaton’s con-
trol component starting from T, and apply them to L,. In [Boi+97] the authors considered
meta-transformations of the form S = {¢t} and S = {t}* where t € X*. In fact, this approach
is more efficient than the trivial one, since we can explore an infinite state space in just one
step of the algorithm.

From these results we obtain the decidability of the reachability problem in so-called
flat (or flattable) queue automata. These are plq automata where each control state belongs
to at most one loop. In this case, the algorithm from Boigelot et al. terminates after a
finite number of steps and REAcH (L, T) is regular whenever L and T are regular languages.
Moreover, due to [FP20, Sch2o] the membership problem of REAcH (L, T') is NP-complete
in flat reliable and lossy queue automata. Bollig et al. proposed to extend this class to so-
called input-boundable queue automata [BFS20]. A regular language T € 2* of queue action
sequences is input-bounded if wrt(T) € wiw; ...w; and rd(T) contains only prefixes of
wiws ... w) where wy,...,w, € A* are non-empty words. In that paper, the authors reduced
the reachability problem to reachability in n-counter automata. The result is that membership
of REacH({¢e}, T) is decidable, but it is not known whether there is a primitive recursive
algorithm solving this problem (recall that the reachability problem of #n-counter automata
has non-primitive recursive complexity [CO22, Ler22]). Note that this decidability is still
true for automata having more than one queue.

In the next section we present some more meta-transformations in reliable queue auto-
mata having exactly one queue. Afterwards, we translate these results to arbitrary partially
lossy queue automata and to distributed queue automata.

10.2 Reliable Queues*i

In this section we want to consider the reachability problem of automata having only one
reliable and unbounded queue as their memory. First, we show that the mappings REACH and
BAckREACH are dual. Due to this duality it will suffice later in this section to only consider
forwards reachability. Using this duality will finally yield similar results for the backwards
reachability problem. Before we state this duality, we first should recall the duality function
d: 2* — X*. This function is defined as follows:

d(e) =¢, d(at)=d(t)a, and d(at)=d(t)a

for each a € A and t € X*. We already know that [¢](v) = w holds if, and only if,
[d(t)](wR) = vR holds for each v,w € A* and t € X* according to Proposition 4.6.1. This
equivalence turns out to be very helpful when proving the duality of the forwards and
backwards reachability in queue systems:

Theorem 10.2.1. Let A be an alphabet, L € A*, and T € X*. Then we have

BackReacH (L, T) = Reacu (L}, d(T))".

WiiliThe results of this section are published in [Koc19, Koc21].
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Proof. First, let w € BACKREACH(L, T). By definition there are t € T and v € L with
v = [t](w). By Proposition 4.6.1(1) we infer that [d(¢)](vR) = wR holds. This implies
wR € REacH (LR, d(T)) and, hence, w € Reacu (LR, d(T))".

Conversely, let w € Reacu (LR, d(T))", i.e, wR € Reacu(LR,d(T)). Then there are
veLandte T with [d(#)](vR) = wR. Due to Proposition 4.6.1(1) we have [¢](w) =v € L.
By definition we have w € BACKREACH (L, T). <

In the following we always consider sets of queue contents which are forwards or back-
wards reachable from a given regular language of queue contents via a regular language
of action sequences. Since the regular languages are closed under reversal and duality d
and since forwards and backwards reachability are dual, it suffices to consider the forwards
reachable queue contents, only.

Now, let L € A* be a recursively enumerable language of queue contents and T € 2* be
a regular language of queue action sequences. Then the language REacH(L, T) is effectively
recursively enumerable. However, since queue systems can simulate Turing-machines, the
language REACH (L, T') can be any recursively enumerable language - even if L and T are
somewhat “simple” languages:

Remark 10.2.2. Let K € I'* be a recursively enumerable language. Then there is a (type-
o) grammar & = (N, I, P,S) with K = L(®). Let # ¢ N U I be a new letter. We set our
alphabet A := N U T u {#} (this will be the set of possible entries in our queue). We
construct the set of action sequences T € X* as follows:

T:=({¢r|(¢,r) eP}u{aa| aeA})*-ﬁ,

i.e., the queue system can apply any rule from & and move any letter from the head to
its tail. Then we have
REACH({S#},T)nI* =L(&) =K. .
In other words, REACH(L, T') can be any recursively enumerable language K even if L is a
singleton and T is essentially the Kleene-closure of a finite set of action sequences. Hence,
ReAcH(L, T) can be undecidable even for such simple languages L and T. Therefore, we
need the approximation of REACH(L, T) using meta-transformations as mentioned above.
In the following proposition we consider a first class of simple meta-transformations.
Concretely, we consider the case that T contains only sequences of write actions or only
sequences of read actions:

Proposition 10.2.3. Let A be an alphabet and L, T € A*. Then the following statements
hold:

(1) ReacH(L, T) = LT and
(2) REacH(L, T) = 7\L.

Note that this proposition is a generalization of Theorems 1 and 2 in [BGgg]. Con-
cretely, in these two theorems Boigelot and Godefroid have proven the effective regularity of
ReacH(L, t) and REacH(L, t) where L ¢ A* is regular and t € A* is a single action sequence.
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Proof. First, consider equation (1): let w € REacH(L, T) = [T](L) ~ {L}. Then there
are v € Land t € T with [¢t](v) = w. Since t € T € A* we have, by Observation 3.2.2,
w = [t](v) = vt € LT. Conversely, let w € LT. Then there is v € L and t € T with vt = w. By
iterated application of the definition of [a] (for a € A) we obtain w = vt = [t](v) € [T](L).
Since L, T € A*and w # L we obtainw € [T](L) ~ {1} = ReacH(L, T).

Similarly, we can prove equation (2) using the definition of [a] for a € A. <

Combining Theorem 10.2.1 and Proposition 10.2.3 we obtain the following two equations:

—_RrR.R
BackReacH (L, T) = REacH(L}, T') = (TR\LR)R =L/r and
BackReAcH (L, T) = Reacu (LR, TR)" = (LRTR)R =TL

for each pair of languages L, T € A*.

Now, let L, T ¢ A* be two regular languages accepted by the NFAs £ and T, respectively.
Then, using the classical constructions, we can construct an NFA accepting ReacH (L, T') =
LT in quadratic time. An NFA accepting REacH(L, T) = 7\L can be constructed in cubic
time. The number of states of these two NFAs is linear in the number of states in £ and ¥.

If we require these languages to be accepted by DFAs, then we additionally need to deter-
minize the given NFAs resulting in exponential time and size. The complexities regarding
BACKREACH are similar to the ones regarding REacH. Though, if £ is a DFA, we still can
compute a DFA accepting BACKREACH (L, T) = L/r in cubic time having a linear number of
states (in this case we only modify the accepting states of £).

Next, we consider some more complicated types of meta-transformations 7T having map-
pings L = REACH(L, T) and L — BAckREACH (L, T)) which preserve regularity efficiently.

10.2.1 Recognizability

The first type of meta-transformations we want to consider are languages that are regular
and closed under the behavioral equivalence =. In other words, we consider pre-images of
recognizable languages in the queue monoid.

Let t € X* be an action sequence. From Corollary 4.7.15 we know that there is a “simple”
sequence s € A A*A” with s = t. In particular, we have ¢ = rd;(t)wrt(t)rd,(¢). Hence,
we can compute this “simple” action sequence in polynomial time. To this end, we have
to compute the normal form nf(¢) of t. From this normal form we finally can extract the
words rd, (), wrt(t), and rd,(¢). Note that, even if this algorithm computes a unique simple
word from its input ¢, there are action sequences having multiple such simple, equivalently

behaving action sequences s € A A*A~ as the following example shows:

Example 10.2.4. Let a,b € A be two distinct letters and t = aaba. Then from Corol-
lary 4.7.15 we obtain abaa = t, but we also have aaab = aaab = t.

d

Now, let L ¢ A* and T ¢ X* be two regular languages such that T is closed under
behavioral equivalence. In other words, we have T = #7!(S) for a recognizable queue
language (for characterizations of these languages see Section 6.4). As we have mentioned,
for each t € T there is another action sequence s € T which is “simple” (i.e., s € A A*A") and
behaves equivalently to t. Since T is closed under = we also have s € T in this case. Hence, to
compute REacH(L, T) it suffices to consider the simple action sequences, only. Therefore,
we obtain the following result:
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Theorem 10.2.5. Let A be an alphabet, L € A*, and T € X* be regular languages
where T is closed under = (i.e., we have T = n7(S) for a recognizable queue language
S € T(Qq4)). Then REacH(L, T') and BACKREACH(L, T') are regular. In particular, we
can construct NFAs accepting REACH (L, T') and BACKREACH (L, T), respectively, from
NFAs accepting L and T in polynomial time.

Proof. First, we prove the following equation:
> Claim. We have ReacH (L, T) = Reacu(L, TnA A*A ).

[{ge})

Proof. The inclusion “2” is trivial since T' n A"A*A" ¢ T and Reacu(L,.) is monotonic.
Towards the converse inclusion, let w € REACH(L, T'). Then there are v € L and t € T with
[t](v) = w. Due to Corollary 4.7.15 thereis s € A" A*A” with s = t, i.e., we have s € T. Since
seTnA A*A weobtainw = [t](v) = [s](v) € Reacu(L, TnA A*A") by the definition
of =. <

Next, we compute REAcH(L, T N A A*A"). To this end, let T = (Q, 2,1, A, F) be an
NFA with L(T) = T. We partition Tn A" A*A " as follows: let p, g € Q be any pair of states
of T. Then we can compute the following three regular languages in polynomial time:

(1) KM= L(T.,)n A,
(2) KP?:=L(T,.,) nA*,and
3) @ = L(%4-F) nA .

Itis easy tosee that TN A A*A" = U, 4eq KPIKD K2 holds. Hence, we have

Reacu(L, T) :REACH(L, U K{”qu"ng”‘f) - U REACH(L,Kf’ ’qu’qu’q)-
P>q€Q p-9€Q

So, let p,q € Q. By Proposition 10.2.3 reading from the queue corresponds to taking the
left-quotient and writing into the queue corresponds to concatenation. Therefore, we have:

Reach(L, KPTKPTKDT) = ool ((p\L) - KE).

Hence, due to the closure properties of the class of regular languages, REacH(L, T) is ef-
fectively regular. Since all of the needed closure properties are also efficient and since we
are considering only O(|Q[?) many languages K%, an NFA accepting ReacH (L, T) can be
computed in polynomial time. This NFA has a cubic number of states.

Finally, we have to show that BACKREACH (L, T) is efficiently regular. Recall that, by The-
orem 10.2.1, we have BACKREACH (L, T) = Reacu (LR, d(T))". Due to Proposition 4.6.1(2)
the language d(T) is still closed under behavioral equivalence. Additionally, d(T) is effec-
tively regular since we only have to replace a by a and vice versa and to invert the edges of
the NFA accepting T'. Since the class of regular languages is efficiently closed under reversal,
we can compute an NFA accepting BACKREACH (L, T') in polynomial time which has a cubic
number of states. «
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Note that for a given regular language T ¢ 2* it is decidable, whether T is closed under
behavioral equivalence (cf. Theorem 5.4.8). However, there are regular languages T' € 2* such
that the closure under behavioral equivalence is not regular. According to Theorem 5.4.7(2)
it is not even decidable whether the closure under behavioral equivalence of a given regular
language T C X* is regular again.

Example 10.2.6. Let a € A. Then the closure T of (aa)* under behavioral equivalence

is not regular since

TnA A*A ={a"a" | neN}

is no regular language.

d

Due to the proof of Theorem 10.2.5 the map L — ReacH(L, T) preserves regularity also
for each regular language T € A" A*A’. Tt is also possible to extend the result to context-free
languages of queue contents:

Theorem 10.2.7. Let A be an alphabet, L ¢ A* be context-free, and T C X* be regular
and closed under =. Then REACH(L, T') and BACKREACH (L, T') are context-free. In
particular, we can construct PDAs accepting REACH(L, T') and BAckREAcH (L, T),
respectively, from a PDA accepting L and an NFA accepting T in polynomial time.

Proof idea. This is similar to the proof of Theorem 10.2.5 due to the efficient closure proper-
ties of context-free languages (recall that the left or right quotient of a context-free language
wrt. a regular language is context-free, again). <

10.2.2 Alternations

Now, we want to consider another kind of meta-transformations: cyclic regular languages.
In other words, given two regular languages L € A* and T € X*, we want to compute an NFA
accepting REACH (L, T*). The case, where T is a singleton, was first considered by Boigelot
et al. in [Boi+97, BGgg] (and similarly by Abdulla et al. in [Abd+o4] for lossy queues). In
those papers the authors proved that REacH(L, T*) is effectively regular in this case. So, a
natural question would be to ask, whether this result also holds if T' contains more than only
one action sequence. In practice, this is relevant for transactional systems consisting of a
single database server and multiple clients. Then the set T' € X* consists of finite sequences
of tasks a client sends to the server (this corresponds to write actions into the server’s task
queue) and finite sequences of tasks the server executes (these are read actions from its task
queue).

Unfortunately, we have seen in Remark 10.2.2 that REAcH(L, T*) can be undecidable
even if T is a finite language. The following example proves that REacH(L, T*) is not
necessarily regular anymore even if T consists of only two action sequences:

Example 10.2.8. Let A be an alphabet and a, b € A be two distinct letters. Then we have
Reacu({a}, {abb,ba}*)na* = {a* | neN}

which is not even context-free.
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In both cases, Remark 10.2.2 and Example 10.2.8, the write actions of any sequence ¢t € T
depend on the read actions in t. So, we are able to copy data from the head of the queue into
its tail. Then we can see the queue as a Turing-tape and we are able to move the head on
this tape in any direction. Hence, to find languages T € X* such that L — ReacH(L, T*)
preserves regularity, we should consider those regular languages T' ¢ 2* of action sequences
in which the write actions do not depend on the read actions. This means, we have for any
pair s, t € T another action sequence r € T consisting of the write actions from s and the
read actions from ¢. Then, independently of the word from wrt(T) we write into the queue,
we can read any word from rd(T'). Formally, we are considering the following sets of action
sequences:

Definition 10.2.9. Let A be an alphabet. A language T € X* is read-write independent if,
for each s, t € T, we have wrt(s)rd(¢) € T. In other words, T is read-write independent

if, and only if, wrt(T)rd(T) ¢ T holds.

d

We may see a read-write independent language T as some kind of a Cartesian product of a
set of sequences of write actions W € A* with a set of read action sequences RS A" where
for each pair (w,7) € W x R we have the action sequence w7 € T. Some simple read-write
independent languages are given in the following example:

Example 10.2.10. Let W, R ¢ A*. Then WR and W LU R are read-write independent.

Since the class of regular languages is closed under projections and concatenation and due to
the decidability of the inclusion problem, we can decide whether a given regular language
T c X* is read-write independent.

For our further considerations of read-write independent languages we need the follow-
ing lemma. It states that we can “de-shuffle” those languages:

Lemma 10.2.11. Let A be an alphabet, L € A*, and T € X* be read-write independent.
Then we have

ReAcH(L, T) = REacH(L, wrt(T)rd(T)).

W«

Proof. The inclusion “2” is obvious since wrt(T)rd(T) € T and REacH(L, .) is monotonic.
Towards the converse inclusion, let w € REACH(L, T) = [T](L) ~ {L1}. Then thereare t € T
and v € L with [t](v) = w # L. By Lemma 4.73 we have 1 # w = [t](v) = [wrt(t)rd(¢)](v)
implying w € REACH (L, wrt(T)rd(T)). <

Note that Lemma 10.2.11 does not hold for arbitrary languages T € X*. For example,
consider L = {¢} and T = {aa}. Then we know [aa](¢) = 1 and [aa](¢) = € resulting
in ReacH({e},{aa}) = @ ¢ {e} = ReacH({¢}, {aa}). However, due to Lemma 4.7.3 the
following inequation holds for any language T' ¢ 2* - even if T is not read-write independent:

ReacH(L, T) € ReacH (L, wrt(T)rd(T)).

Now, consider the language T := wrt(¢) LU rd(¢) for an action sequence t € X*. This
language is read-write independent. Due to Theorem 4.7.8 T is also closed under behav-
ioral equivalence, i.e., we can compute REACH(L, T) in polynomial time by Theorem 10.2.5.
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However, T* is not necessarily closed under =. Hence, we cannot apply Theorem 10.2.5 to
compute REACH (L, T*). But from Lemma 10.2.11, wrt(T) = wrt(t), and rd(T) = rd(t) we
learn

ReacH (L, T*) = Reacu(L, (wrt(T)rd(T))*) = Reacu(L, (wrt(t)rd(t))*).

Since wrt(¢)rd(t) € =* holds, the map L — ReacH (L, T*) preserves regularity effectively
by [Boi+97].

In the following, we will prove that, provided T is any regular and read-write independent
language, the mapping L — REACH (L, T*) preserves regularity effectively and even efficiently
(cf. Theorem 10.2.18). By Lemma 10.2.11 it suffices to consider languages of the form T = WR
where W, R ¢ A* are two regular languages. But before we show this general case, we make
some additional assumptions on these languages W and R. Afterwards we derive the general
case from this particular case. Concretely, we consider regular languages WR ¢ A*A~ where
A is an alphabet having a distinguished letter $ which marks the beginning of each word
from W and is used for synchronization between write and read actions. In this connection,
we have to ensure that the $ can be read whenever it occurs on the queue’s head position. We
do this by insertion of arbitrarily many §'s at any position in T. In other words, we require
R=¢* LR,

Theorem 10.2.12. Let A be an alphabet and $ € A be a letter. Additionally, let L <
(AN {s})*, Wcs(AN{s})*, and R c A* be regular languages such that R = $* LU R
holds. Then ReacH(L,(WR)*) is regular. In particular, we can construct an NFA
accepting REacH (L, (WR)*) from NFAs accepting L, W, and R in polynomial time.

The correctness proof of this theorem is based on two ideas:

(1) We delay decisions: instead of deciding which word w € W we write into the queue in
each round, we just keep one token per round meaning that we have written a word.
This token is represented by the letter $ at the first position of the word w. When reading
aword r € R, we remove such tokens and decide in this moment, which word we have
written into the queue before.

(2) Since we keep only tokens (of which we have only one type $), our queue alphabet
consists of only one letter. As we already know, such unary queue is equivalent to a
counter or a unary pushdown. For technical reasons we see this storage mechanism as a
unary pushdown.

Hence, our queue system applying (WR)* to its queue contents L can be simulated by a
pushdown automaton 9. For such automata the map posty: Confyy — Confy effectively
preserves regularity (in polynomial time) according to Theorem 9.2.1. This will finally yield
the efficient regularity of REAcH(L, (WR)*).

In the following we first describe the construction of the pushdown automaton. After-
wards, on Page 183, we prove the correctness of this theorem.
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The Reduction to Pushdown Automata

Towards the simulation of our queue system with the help of a (unary) pushdown automaton,
we first need an abstract presentation of the queue system’s configurations. To this end, we
consider a non-failing computation ¢t € (WR)* of the queue system with initial content
v e L, ie, [t](v) # L. So, there are intermediate queue contents vy, ..., v, € A* and
basic actions ay, ..., a,, € X with vy = v, viy; = [a;](v;) # L for each 0 < i < m, and
a...0, =t e (WR)*. By vy =[] (v;) we obtain v; wrt(a;,;) = rd(a;,;) v;s, for each
0 < i < m (by Observation 3.2.2). Hence, we have

vowrt(t) = rd(t) vy, .

Since t € (WR)* holds, we have wrt(t) ¢ W* and, therefore, vowrt(t) € LW*. Let €¥x be
an NFA accepting the regular language LW*. Then there is an accepting run p, ..., pin €
labeled with v, wrt(t).
Due to closure properties, the language (WR)* is regular. Let T be an NFA accepting
this language. Then there is an accepting run s, . .., s,, in T labeled with ¢ = a; ... a,,.
Now, we want to abstract the configurations (s;,v;) of our queue system with the help of
the following information:

(1) the state s; from T which is the control state of our queue system,
(2) two states p,, and p,, from € such that p,, ..., p,, is a run of ¢ labeled with v;, and

(3) the natural number |v;|; representing the number of words from W to be contained
in v;.

Initially, we abstract (so, vo) by (S0, po» pjvj»0) since po, ..., pjy is a run in € labeled with
vo = vand |vls = [v[s = 0byv € L € (A~ {$})*. Next, we can obtain the abstraction of
(Sis1> Vis1) from (s;,v;) as follows: let (s;, p,» py,» i) be the abstraction of (s;,v;). By the
choice of our run in ¥ we have an edge s; mg s;+1. Additionally, we have to distinguish the
following two cases:

(1) If @iy = a € Ais awrite action, there is an edge p,, i@ Pyi+1- Since therun p,, ..., p,, is
labeled by v;, we can extend it to an v;a = v;,;-labeled run p,, ..., p,,, py, 1. Additionally,
if a = ¢ then the number of $’s in v; will be increased. Hence, we abstract (51, V1) by

(5i+1,Px,-:Py,-+1, ni +|als).

(2) If ;) = a € Ais a read action, we have v; = av;;; implying that the run p,,,..., p,,
labeled with v; starts with the edge p,, i>¢ Px,+1- Hence, py 115 ..., py, is a viyy-labeled
run of €. If a = $ then the number of $’s in v; decreases. The resulting abstraction of
(Si+1> Vis1) in this case is (Sii15 Px,+15 Py i — |a]s)-

Allin all, (s;, px,, py,» ;) is an abstraction of the queue system’s configuration (s;, v;).
These information can be simulated with the help of a pushdown automaton ‘3. In this case,
the control states of 3 are composed of the states s;, p,,, and p,, and the stack contains
$"i. Note that this PDA is essentially a (partially blind) one-counter automaton, but due to
technical reasons we will utilize this more powerful automata model.

XiXThe letter ¢ indicates that this NFA accepts all possible queue Contents.
**The letter T indicates that this NFA accepts all possible Transformations our queue system can apply.
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sufix of Lu W prefix of W

Figure 10.1. A run labeled with v; from p,, to p,, in €.

Now, let € = (Qq, A, I, A¢, Fe) be an NFA accepting LW~ and ¥ = (Qx, 2, Is, Ag, Fx)
be an NFA accepting (WR)*. W.lo.g., we can assume that both NFAs, € and ¥, are trim
in the sense that each state is reachable from their initial states and can reach a final state.
Additionally, we assume that € and T have exactly one final state called fy and f«, respectively.
Note that we can compute these two automata in polynomial time from NFAs accepting L,
W, and R.

Recall that the queue system’s configurations are abstracted by states from € and T and
by a natural number. This can be simulated by the PDA B = (Qg, Z, Pysy, Iy, & Aqs, Fyp)
which is defined as follows:

Qp = Qg x Q¢ x Q¢. Here, the first component represents the control state of the queue
system. The second and third component represent two states characterizing the queue’s
content as described above.

Iy i=Ig x Ig x Qp where Qp := {q € Q¢ | Iv e L: I¢ L q}.
Fy := Fx x Q¢ x Fg.
Ag consists of the following transitions for a € A, s, s’ € Qg, and p, p’, q,q’ € Qq:

(W)  Simulate writing of the letter a into the queue:
((s, P> 9), a,715(a), (s, p,q')) € Ay if (5, a,5") € Acand (¢, 4, ¢') € A
(R)  Simulate reading of the letter a from the queue:
((s,p>q),a,ms(a), (s, p',q)) € Ay if (s, a,s") € Az and (p, a, p') € Ae.

In other words, we have the following four cases:

1) ((s:p>9)>$") =5 (s, p,q'),$") if, and only if, a € A\ {8}, 5 S5 s,and q >¢ q'.
(2) ((s,p-9)- $") =3 ((s',p,q'),$"1) if, and only if, s 3¢5’ and q 2 q'.

() ((s,p>q),s") = —>c43 ((s',p',q),$") if, and only if, a € A\ {s}, s Lesand p S p.
(4) ((s,p>q)>$") > (s, p'sq)>$") if, and only if, 1 > 0, s Se s, and p >¢ p.

Now, we assign to the configuration ((s, p, q), $") the set of all words being the labeling of
arun from p to g in € and containing n appearances of the letter $ (which marks the beginning
of each word from W). Formally, our assignment is the mapping [.]y: Confy — 24" with

[((s: 2, q)>8") I = L(€pog) N7 (87)
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for each s € Qx, p, g € Q¢, and n € N. This language represents the contents of all configura-
tions (s, v) whose abstraction (as explained above) is (s, p, g, ).

Next, we state that the set of reachable queue contents coincides with the semantics of
the reachable, accepting configurations of the PDA ‘3.

Proposition 10.2.13. We have Reacu (L, (WR)*) = Ugepost%(lnitm)m:inalm o).

With the help of Proposition 10.2.13 we are able to prove Theorem 10.2.12. So, we will first
prove this theorem and afterwards we show the correctness of the PDA ‘3 and its semantics.

Proof (of Theorem 10.2.12). Due to Theorem 9.2.1 we can compute a 3-NFA accepting the
configurations from post;;(Inity) in polynomial time. Let A = (Qu, {8}, Ia, An, Fa) be
this B-NFA with C(2) = posty,(Inity). Then, we have $” € L(2(;,,9)-ry ) if, and only if,
((s»p>q),$") € Confy is reachable from an initial configuration of *B.

The following language is regular as well:

K= U (L&eg) n i (L @&epgyora)) -

(s,p-q)eFp

Later we will see K = REacH (L, (WR)*). But before, we want to give an intuition of the
definition of K. This language contains all words v € A* such that:

v is the label of a run in € from p to g, where g is accepting in € (note that p is not
necessarily initial) and

there is a number n € N such that v contains 7 $’s and $" € L(2(, 5 4)-r, ) holds. This
implies that the (accepting) configuration ((s, p,q), $") is reachable in 3 from an initial
configuration.

> Claim. We have K = ReacH(L, (WR)*).
Proof. Due to Proposition 10.2.13 it suffices to show K = Uoeposts, (1nitss ) Finalg o]y
First, let v € [0 ]y for a configuration o = ((s, p, q),$") € posty,(Inity) N Finaly. Then
we have (s, p,q) € Fyand $" € L(;,p,q)~Fy ). Hence, we have
velolp = L(€pq) N (s")
€ L(Cpoag) N7 (L(A (o gy )) (since 8" € L(A(s,p.q)~ry )
cK. (since (s, p,q) € Fy)
Conversely, let v € K. Then there is (s, p, q) € Fy with

v e L(€pg) N (L(A (s pig)—ra)) -
Set 1 := |v|s. Then we have for o := ((s, p, q), $") € Confy:
Ve L(€yy) N (s") = [0

Now we have to show that o € posty, (Inity ) NFinaly holds. First, we know $" € L((5,.q)ry)
implying that o is reachable from an initial configuration of 3. Additionally, this configu-
ration is final since (s, p, q) € Fy holds. In other words, we have o € posty; (Inity ) N Finaly.

« —»

This finishes the inclusion “C”, <
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Since each intermediate step of our computation is possible in polynomial time, we can
compute an NFA accepting K in polynomial time as well. <

The Correctness of Proposition 10.2.13

Next, we want to prove the correctness of Proposition 10.2.13. We prove this with the help of
two lemmas each proving one inclusion. First, we show that each reachable queue content
belongs to the semantics of a reachable configuration of *3. To this end, we consider an
initial queue content v € L and an action sequence t € (WR)* with [t](v) # L. We construct
a t-labeled run of 3 such that the i intermediate result v; on computation of [¢](v) is
covered by the semantics of the i configuration in our constructed run.

Concretely, we have runs py, ..., peand s, ..., s, in € and T labeled with v wrt(¢) and
t, respectively, from an initial state to an accepting state. The i configuration o; on our run
B consists of s;, two states p,, and p,, (where 0 < x; < y; < £), and the number of $’s on
the subrun p,,,..., p,, in €. Then we will see that v; € [0; ]y holds, which finally implies

[£](v) = vim € [om]3-
Example 10.2.14. Consider L := {e}, W := {$a,$b},and R := $* L1 b = $*bs*. Then the
languages LW* and (WR)* are accepted by the NFAs € and T depicted in Figure 10.2.
Let t = $bsb € (WR)*. Then we have
[sbsb] () = [b3b](s) = [$b](sb) =[] (b) =e# L.

. . $ b $ b $ b .
Consider the accepting runs p; —¢ p» —¢ p1and s; =< s, =z 53 =g 53 =< 54 in Cand

T labeled with ewrt(t) = $b and ¢, respectively. Then we construct the following run in

B
Tnitys 3 ((s1, p1s P15 0) a (52, P p2)>1) = (53 p1s p1)s 1)

S (53,2 21),0) 2 (54, p1, p1), 0) € Finalys.
Then we can see [t] () = € € [((s4> p1> P1)>0) |p. .

$
e~ (r) =
a,b

Figure 10.2. NFAs € and T accepting LW* and (WR)*, respectively, from Example 10.2.14.

Lemma 10.2.15. Lett € (WR)* andv € L with [t](v) # L. Then there is a configuration
o € posty,(Inity) N Finaly with [t](v) € [o]y.
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Proof. Let t = wr;... wiry withwy,...,wr € Wand r,...,r. € R. We have vw,...wy €
LW* = L(€). Hence, there is a run py, ..., p, labeled with vw; ... wy in € from p, € I to
pe € Fe. Additionally, we have t € (WR)* = L(T) and therefore a run sq, . . ., s, in ¥ labeled
with t from s, € Iz to s, € Fz.

By t € 2™ there are basic actions «;, ..., &, € Ewith t = a; ... a,. Since [¢](v) # L there
are intermediate queue contents vy, ..., v, € A* with vg = v and v;;; = [a;.1] (v;) for each
0 < i < m. This implies v; = [ ... «;](vy) and, hence, vwrt(e; ... «;) = rd(ey ... ;) v; by
Observation 3.2.2. Since v wrt(a; ... ;) is a prefix of vwrt(a ... &) = vwy ... wy we infer
that v; is a factor of the word vw . .. wy. Therefore, v; is the labeling of a fragment of the run
Pos-..»pein €.

Now, we want to construct a run oy, . . ., 0, in *3 from an initial configuration to a final
configuration with labeling ¢. To this end, we define

xi=rd(ag...o0)] = |og. .. ailg
yi= v+ wrt(ey ... ;)| = |v| +|oq ... ai|a, and

n;:=|vils > 0.

By definition we have 0 < x; < [rd(¢)| < m and |v| < y; < [vwrt(t)| = € for each 0 < i < m.
Set 0; := ((Si» Px;» Py;)»$") € Confy for each 0 < i < m. We will prove later that o, ..., o,
is a run of *P with labeling ¢ from Inity to Finaly. But first, we have to show the following
statement:

> Claim 1. Foreach 0 <i<mwehaven; =|o;...als—|og... ails

Proof. We show this by induction on i. The case i = 0 is obvious since ng = 0by vy =v e L C
(A~ {s})*and a;...ap = &. Now, let i > 0. The induction hypothesis holds for i and we
prove the equation for i + 1. Then we have to distinguish two cases:

(1) a;; = a € A. Then we have v;;; = [a](v;) = v;a and therefore

i-h.
Niv1 = [Vinls = [Vils + |als = ni + |als = |og .. ails — |og . .. aifs + |als

=lag...aqals—|og...aials =g .. aials — o ... aials-

(2) ;. =ae€A Thenby [a](v;) = vy # L we have v; = av,,,. Hence, we have
i = Vials = vils = [@ls = ni - [l 2 o als = o als = [als

=lay...oals—|ay...azals = |y ... ails — |ar ... a5 <

Next, we prove that our run in ‘B starts in an initial configuration:
> Claim 2. We have 0, € Inity and v = vy € [0y .
Proof. We have xy = ny = 0 and y, = |v|. Due to the choice of the run p,, ..., p, we have
po € I and py >¢ pyv and therefore pj,j € {q € Q¢ | Ju € L: I¢ Seq) = QL. Additionally,
by the choice of sy, . .., s,, we have sy € Iz. Hence, we have gy = ((s0, po> Ppv|), €) € Inity. B
veLc (AN {s})* wecanalsoinferve L(&p,., )nn(s°) = [oo]y- a
Now, we show that oy, ..., 0,, is a run in 3 labeled with ¢ such that the semantics of o;
contains v;:
> Claim 3. For each 0 < i < m we have o0; gm Oiv1 and vz € [Oi1 -
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Proof. We prove this statement by induction on i. By Claim 2 we know that vy € [0 ]y.
Hence, we only have to prove the induction step. To this end, let i > 0. By the choice of the
run So, ..., S, in ¥ we have (s;, @1, Si+1) € Az. Now, we have to distinguish two cases:

(W) a1 = a € A. Then we have x;,; = x;, yiy1 = ¥;i + 1, and n;4; = n; + |als (by Claim 1). By
the choice of the run p, ..., pe there is an edge (p,,, a, py,.,) € Ac. Hence, there is a
transition

((si> Pxi» Py )> @5 715(@), (Sivts P> Pyicy)) € Dy
and, therefore, o; i"IB 0is1. Furthermore, we have by induction hypothesis v; € [0; ]y
implying

Vi = [vi](a) =via€loi]yp-a
=(L(e oy, ) N ' ($")) - a
€ (L(€py,op,) 7151 (5")) - (L(Cp, oy, ) NS (519))
€ (L(Cp,p, )L(€p, oy, )) N (878170)
S L(Q:pxi_’Pyi+1) n ”;1($ni+|a‘$) = [oin]yp-

(R) @i, =a € A. Here, we have x;,; = x; + 1, y;,1 = y;, and n,,, = n; — [als > 0 (by Claim 1).
Dueto L # iy = [a](v;) we have v; = av;,;. Since py,, ..., p,, is a run labeled with v;
and a is a prefix of v;, this run begins with an a-edge. Hence, we have (p,,, a, py.,,) € Ae¢
and, therefore,

((Sis px,-’Py,-)>E’ 7T§(a)’ (Si+1’pxi+1’ p}’i)) € Agp

implying o; iqg 041 By the induction hypothesis we have v; € [0; ]y = L(€,, ., ) N
mgt($"). Since v; = av;,y and (py,, a, Px,,,) € Ae we know that

avi,g =Vv;€a- (L(meﬁpyi) N ﬂ;1($""“a|§)) =a- o]y
which implies v;1; = \v; € [0i41]p. <
Finally, we have to show that our run in 3 ends up in an accepting configuration:
> Claim 4. We have o0,, € Finaly.
Proof. Wehave y, = |[v|+|wrt(ay ... a.)| = [vwrt(t)| = €implying p, = pe € Fe. Additionally,
by the choice of our run in ¥ we have s, € Fz. Hence, 0, = ((Sm> Px,> Pe)> $"") € Finalg. <

All in all, from the Claims 2 to 4 we obtain [t](v) = v,, € [0, ]y and 0, is an accepting
configuration which is reachable from an initial configuration. <

From Lemma 10.2.15 we learn the inclusion “c” of Proposition 10.2.13, i.e.,

REACH (L’ ( WR) *) = UGEPOStQ(Initm)ﬁFinalm [[O.}]‘B :

Recall that we have proven this by combining a run in € labeled with v wrt(t) with another run
in ¥ labeled with t. The result was a new run of °3 labeled with ¢ simulating the computation
[t](v) # L.

Now, we want to prove the converse implication. A first approach to prove this statement
would be the following: let o € posty, (Inity) N Finaly and w € [0 ]. Then there is a run in 3
from Inity to o labeled with t € L(T) = (WR)*. Unfortunately, it is possible that [¢t](v) # w
holds for any initial queue content v € L as the following example proves:
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Example 10.2.16. We continue Example 10.2.14. Consider the following accepting run

of P:
Inity 3 ((s1, 1 p1)>0) g ((52, 1 2),1) > ((53, p1o p1)>1)
im ((53,P2>P1)> 0) ﬁ’ﬁp ((54, pl,Pl), 0) =10 € Finalm .

Then we have [o ]y = {€} and, indeed, & € REacH (L, (WR)*). However, ¢ = $a$b is no
valid computation of our queue system since

[sasb](e) = [asb](s) = [sb](sa) = [b](a) = L. ,

The reason of this problem is the lack of memory of our pushdown automaton 3 caused
by the abstraction of the configurations. Recall that the PDA ‘3 stores neither the whole
content of the queue nor the applied action sequence - it only stores three states and the
number of $’s. This allows that the subsequences of write and read actions the PDA applies
do not match (recall that, if [¢](v) # L holds, rd(¢) is a prefix of vwrt(¢) according to
Observation 3.2.2). However, we can avoid this problem by a modification of the write actions
in our run labeled with t. Since the application of a read action in *J3 always requires a step
in @, we can obtain an action sequence t' € (WR)* in which we write the letters that will be
read from the queue afterwards. This will finally result in w = [#'](v) € REacH(L, (WR)*).

Lemma 10.2.17. Let o € posty,(Inity) N Finaly. Then we have

[o]p € ReacH(L, (WR)*).

Proof. Let o = ((s,p,q),$") € posty(Inity) N Finaly and v € [o]y. Since v € [o]y =
L(Cpq) nmg(s"), L(C) = LW*, and q € Fg there are a suffix y of a word from L u W and
$21,...,%2, € W such that v = y$z1$2,...$2,. Hence, we have y € L(C,. 7, ) n (AN {s$})*.
Furthermore, there is a word ¢t € X* which is the labeling of a run from Inity to ¢ in
B. Since every transition of the PDA I3 simulates a transition of the NFA ¥, we obtain
t € L(T) = (WR)*. Hence, there are k > 0, $wy,...,$w; € W, and ry,...,rx € R with
t=$WIr$wWars ... $Wir.

The PDA B lacks a memory of the concrete runs in € and ¥ and, hence, lacks a memory
of the letters that our queue system has written into the queue before. Therefore, it is
possible that the transformation [#] cannot be applied to any initial queue content in L (i.e.,
[t](L) = {L}). But due to this lack of memory we can obtain another run of } from Inity to
o which is labeled by ¢ from which we have replaced the infixes $wy, . .., $wj by other write
sequences from W. In other words, we construct a new action sequence ' € L(¥) = (WR)*
with rd(#') = rd(t). This sequence t' is the labeling of another run in *B from Inity to o
which corresponds to a valid computation of the queue system resulting in v (i.e., we have
ve[t'](L)).

Recall that $-transitions in 3 push another $ to the stack (i.e., the number of $’s increases)
and $-transitions in %3 remove one from the stack (i.e., the number of $’s decreases). Therefore,
since ¢ is the labeling of a run in ‘P starting with an empty stack, each prefix of ¢ contains at
least as many $’s as $’s. Hence, we have |ry...r]s < [$wy...$w;|s = i foreach 1< i < k.
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Dueto ry,...,r¢ € R € A* there are a number ¢ € N and words xo, ..., x, € (AN {$})*
with 7;... 7, = x0$x$ . . . $x¢. Hence, since |r;...r|s < i we know that ry...r; is a prefix of
Xo$...$x; for each 1 < i < £. In particular, we have k = |t| and € = |t[s implying n = k — ¢
(recall that 7 is the number of $s in v € [0 ]sp).

Now, we have to distinguish two cases: € = 0 and ¢ > 0. We consider these two cases in
the following two claims.
> Claim 1. €= 0 implies v = y$21$2, . ..$2, = [$z171$ .. . $2,7,] (x0y) € REacH(L, (WR)*).
Proof. From £ =0weinfer k =nandr ...rx =x0 € (A~ {$})*. Therefore, a run in *J with
labeling t from Inity to o requires a $-free run in € labeled with ;... 7, from I¢ to p € Q¢
(this path is represented in the second component of ¥’s control states). Due to L(€) = LW*,
Lc(A~{s})*,and W c $(A~ {s})*, the word r;...r is a prefix of a word from L. Hence,
we have xo = r1...7¢ € L(€1,np) N (AN {s})*and y € L(€,.f,) n (A~ {$})* implying
xoy € LW*n (A~ {s})* = L. Then we obtain the following equations:

[sziri$2277 - .. $zi7k | (%0y) = [$2171$2272 - . - $2k7k | (1172 - . . Tk Y)

= [sz,72. .. $zk7k | (72 . . Tk Y$21)
=[$zinTin ... 8217k | (Tisy - . - Tk Y$2182, . . . $2;)

= V80182, ... 82 = V.

Since $z,...,$zx € Wandr,...,r, € Rwehave $zi71... $247% € (WR)*. Then from x,y € L
we can infer v € REAcH(L, (WR)*). <

> Claim 2. If € > 0 we have
V= 9821825 ... 82, = [$XITI$X,T7 . . . $XeVTe8Z1T a1 - - - $247% ] (%0) € REACH (L, (WR)*).

Proof. Since t is the labeling of a run from Inity to o in *J3 we can prove (by observing the
second component of *B’s control state) that there is a run in € from I to p labeled with
r1...Tk = Xo$ ... $x,. By definition of L(€) = LW*, L € (A~ {$})*,and W € $(A~ {s})*
we have xy € L, $x1, ..., $x,-; € W, and $x, is a prefix of a word in W.

Since x¢$...$x, € L(€},p) and v = y$21$2, ... $2, € L(€).p, ) € [0 ]y we have

Xo$...$XY$21$...$2, € L(€) = LW*

implying $x,y € W. From $x;, ..., $X,1, $X¢,$21,...,$2, € W, ..., 1€ R,andn =k - ¢
we can also infer

$X1T1$X2T7 . . . $XpYVTe$Z1Tp11 - - - $2,Tk € (WR)™ .
Now, we prove v = [$x,71$X277 . . . $XeVTe$Z1Tp11 - - - $2,7% | (%0). This will finish our proof

since xy € L holds. We verify this equation in two steps. First, we prove by induction on
1< i< £that

[sxim1$x275 . .. $x,7; ] (%0) = riryr \(X0$X18X . . . $X;) (10.1)

holds. To this end, let i = 1. Then we have

[$xa71] (x0) = [11] (x08x1) = 1\ (x0821)
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which is defined since r; is a prefix of xo$x; as mentioned above. Now, let 1 < i < £. Then we
have

[sxi7182x272 . .. $x,7; ] (x0) = [$x:77] (rlrz...r,-,l\(x0$xl$x2 e $xi—l)) (byih.)
=[] Grraors \(X08218%5 ... $x121) - $;)
= [7] (,lrz'llrifl\(x0$x1$x2 e $xi_1$x,-))
= ri\(rlrz...ri_1\(x0$x1$x2 e $xi))
= e\ (X0$X18X2 . .. $X;) .

The last two equations hold since ;. .. r; is a prefix of x¢$ . . . $x; as we have mentioned above.
Next, we can prove the following equations:

[$X1718X,77 . . . $XeYTe$ZiTory - - - $2nTx ] (X0)
= [$xeyTe$21T 041 - - - $207% ] (rlrz.__,éfl\(x0$x1$x2 . $Xg_1)) (by Equation (10.1))
= [FesziTen - - - $2uTk]) (nrare \(X0$218X2 . . . $2p18%,Y) )
=[TesziTert - .. $2,7k] (rlrz,,,re,l\(rl ... rky))
=[resziTosr .. - 827k | (Telesr - . TkY)
=[szi7e1 ... $2a 7k | (Fes1 ... 1Y)
=[$2270s2 - - - $207% | (Tesz - . . Tk Y$21)

=Y$251$...$2, = V. <

Hence, v € REACH(L, (| WR)*) holds in any case. Since v € [0 ]y was arbitrary, we obtain
[o]p € REacH(L, (WR)*). <

The Main Result

Until now we have seen the effective preservation of regularity if the read-write independent
language T C X* satisfies a special condition, namely, T = WR where W € $(A\ {s})* and
R = $* LI R. We will use this very special case to obtain our main theorem: the map L ~
ReACH(L, T*) effectively preserves regularity for arbitrary regular, read-write independent
languages T C X*.

Theorem 10.2.18. Let A be an alphabet, L € A* be regular, and T € X* be read-write
independent and regular. Then REACH (L, T*) and BACKREACH (L, T*) are regular. In
particular, we can compute NFAs accepting REACH(L, T*) and BACKREACH (L, T*),
respectively, from NFAs accepting L and T in polynomial time.

We first consider the effective and even efficient regularity of REacH (L, T*). Recall that we
are able to de-shuffle T by Lemma 10.2.13, i.e., we have

ReEACH(L, T) = REAcH (L, wrt(T)rd(T)).
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By induction on the number of iterations we can also prove
ReacH(L, T*) = ReacH(L, (wrt(T)rd(T))*).

So, when computing REacH(L, T*) it suffices to only consider the de-shuftled words in T.
Now, we will insert the begin marker $ ¢ A into the de-shuffled words. Then we compute the
reachable contents of our modified queue system. Finally, using a projection we remove the
$’s and obtain the reachable queue contents of the original queue system.

We first show that the last step of this construction is valid, i.e., that the insertion of the
begin marker $ at the appropriate positions into the de-shuffled action sequences does not
change the behavior of the queue system.

Lemma 10.2.19. Let A be an alphabet, $ ¢ A be another symbol, and L, W,R € A*. Set
W' :=$W and R’ := $* LI R. Then we have

ReacH(L, WR) = ms(Reacu (L, W'R')).

Proof. First,let x ¢ REACH(L, WR). Then thereare v € L, w € W, and r € R with [w7](v) =
x # 1. Then by Observation 3.2.2 we have rx = vw. We can construct r’ € $*LLr C $*LLIR = R’
and x’ € $* LU x satisfying 'x’ = v$w, i.e., we have x’ = /\v$w. Hence, the following holds:

L#x" = \vsw = [r'](vsw) = [swr'](v) e Reacu (L, W'R’)
implying x = m4(x") € ms(REACH(L, W'R")). o
Now, let x € m4(REACH(L, W'R")). Then thereis x’ € REACH(L, W'R’) with x = 74 (x’),

ie,wefindv e L, w € W/, and v € R" with [w'r’](v) = x’ # 1. Again, application of
Observation 3.2.2 yields 'x” = vw’. Since 7, is a homomorphism, we can infer

Ta(r)x = ma(r)ma(x") = ma(r'x") = ma(vw') = ma(v) ma(w') = vima(w') .

Therefore, we obtain x = ,,()\va(w’) implying

L#x =g o\vra(w') = [ma(w)ma(r)](v).

Since we know ms(w) € ma(W’') = W and 7a(r’) € ma(R’) = R, we can finally infer
x € REAcH(L, WR). «

By iterated application of Lemma 10.2.19 we can also infer the following equation:
ReacH(L, (WR)*) = ma(REacH(L, (W'R")")).

Hence, we are now able to prove our main theorem in this section:

Proof (of Theorem 10.2.18). Let W := wrt(T) and R := rd(T) which are both regular lan-
guages by the closure properties of the class of regular languages. We introduce a begin marker
$ ¢ A for words in W. Then we can compute NFAs accepting W’ := $W and R’ := $* LUR. By
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Theorem 10.2.12 we know that REacH (L, (W'R’)*) is effectively and even efficiently regular
as well. Then by iterated application of the Lemmata 10.2.11 and 10.2.19 we can infer that

ReacH (L, T*) = REacH (L, (WR)*) = my(ReacH(L, (W'R")"))

holds. Hence, due to the closure properties of regular languages, REacH (L, T*) is effectively
regular. Note that the modifications of W and R as well as the projection to A are possible
in linear time and space. Hence, an NFA accepting REACH(L, T*) can be computed still in
polynomial time.

Finally, we have to consider BACKREACH(L, T*). Due to Lemma 10.2.11 and Theo-
rem 10.2.1 we have

BACKREACH(L, T*) = BACKREACH (L, (WR)*) = ReacH (LR, (RRWR)* )R :

By the closure properties and the statement above we obtain the effective and even efficient
regularity of BAckREACH(L, T*). «

We can use Theorem 10.2.18 to prove the effective preservation of regularity of several
further language classes. The following corollary lists some of them. In particular, we can see
that the main result from Boigelot et al. in [Boi+97] follows from Theorem 10.2.18. Concretely,
we will see that L — REACH(L, t*) preserves regularity for any action sequence t € X*.

Corollary 10.2.20. Let A be an alphabet and L ¢ A* and T C X* be two regular lan-
guages. Then REACH(L, T*) and BACKREACH (L, T*) are regular if

(1) T = R{WR, for three regular languages W, R,, R, € A*,

(2) T = W,RW, for three regular languages Wy, Wy, R € A*,

(3) T = {t} for an action sequence t € £* (cf. [Boi+97]), or

(4) TCA*UA .

In all of these cases the computation of NFAs accepting ReacH(L,T*) and

BACKREACH(L, T*), respectively, from NFAs accepting L and T is possible in polynomial
time.

Proof. First, we prove (1). Then we have
(RiWR,)* = {e} UR,(WR,R,)*WR,.

Then due to Proposition 10.2.3 and Theorem 10.2.18 REacH (L, (R,WR,)*) is efficiently
regular. The proof of (2) is very similar to the first one.

Next, we consider (3). Due to Corollary 4.7.15 we can compute a “simple” action sequence
se A A*A" with s = ¢ (in polynomial time). Statement (1) implies the efficient regularity of
ReAcH(L, s*). Hence, REACH (L, t*) has this property as well.

Finally, we consider (4). Let W,Rc A* with T = W UR (note that we can compute NFAs
accepting W and R from T). Then we have T* = (W*R)*. Hence, due to Theorem 10.2.18
ReacH(L, T*) is effectively regular. <
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As we have seen, Theorem 10.2.18 implies the efficient preservation of regularity for a
large class of languages of action sequences. However, we think our result can be generalized
to an even larger class of languages. Recall that T € X* is read-write independent if for each
pair s, t of action sequences from T there is a particular de-shuftled combination wrt(s)m
of these sequences in T. A possible generalization is to drop the requirement that this

combination is de-shuffled:

Conjecture 10.2.21. Let A be an alphabet, L € A* be regular, and T C X* be regular such
that for each s, t € T thereis r € T with wrt(r) = wrt(s) and rd(r) = rd(t). We conjecture
that in this case REACH (L, T*) is effectively regular.

The proof of Theorem 10.2.18 does not work in this case. At least the utilization of
Lemma 10.2.11 where we de-shuffle the words from T, is impossible in certain cases. For
example, we have

REAcH (¢, (aaa)*) = {e} # a* = REacH(¢, (aaa)*).

However, possibly the construction of our PDA ‘B in the proof of Theorem 10.2.12 can be
slightly modified to match this more general case.

10.3 Partially Lossy Queues

Until now we have only considered the reachability problem of reliable queues. Now, we also
want to consider (partially) lossy queues. We know that the reachability problem of automata
with a partially lossy queue is either undecidable (if the underlying alphabet is at least binary
and contains at least one unforgettable letter, cf. Theorem 3.3.7) or very inefficient (if the
underlying alphabet is at least binary and contains only forgettable letters, cf. [Scho2, CSo8]).
Hence, it is also reasonable to under-approximate the reachability problem in partially
lossy queue systems with the help of meta-transformations as in [Boi+97, Abd+o4]. In this
section we want to study several types of such meta-transformations. Concretely, we want to
generalize the results from the previous section to partially lossy queue systems.

Note that we have to distinguish the two semantics of partial lossiness in this case: the
default semantics (represented by the lossy data type PZQ , ) and the read-lossy semantics
(represented by the data type Q). However, we can see the following connection between
these two semantics:

Theorem 10.3.1. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet, L € A*, and T ¢ X*. Then we
have the following statements:

(1) REACHpgg, (L, T) = |c,REACHY, (L, T)
(2) BACKREACHpqg, (L, T) = BACKREACHY, (1¢, L, T)

Note that this statement is very similar to Proposition 9.3.2 stating the connection of pre and
post in partially lossy stack systems with default and read-lossy semantics.
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Proof. Similar to Proposition 3.3.4 we can show the following equivalence:

w € [t]prg, (v) <= wEq[t]o, (v) (10.2)

(for a proof cf. [KKP18, Theorem 3.5]). We use this equivalence multiple times across this
proof.

We first prove statement (1). Let w € REACHp1o, (L, T). Then there are v € L and
t € T withw € [t]peg, (v). By (10.2) we know that wcy[t]e, (v) holds implying w €
e, REACHY, (L, T).

Conversely, letw € |-, REACHg, (L, T). Thentherearev € Land t € T withwE4[t]o, (v)
implying w € [t]pgg, (v) according to (10.2). Hence, we infer w € REACHpqg, (L, T).

Now, we prove (2). Let v € BACKREACHrp(LQ{L(L, T). Then therearew ¢ Land t € T
such that w € [t]pzg, (v). Due to (10.2) we know w4 [t]o, (v). Hence, we have [t]o, (v) €
T, w € 1, L resulting in v € BACKREACH,, (1, L, T).

Towards the converse inclusion, let v € BACKREACH, (1, L, T), i.e., wehave [ T[g, (v)n
te,L # @. Thereis t € T with [t]o,(v) € 1c,L implying the existence of w € L with
wEq[t]g, (v). Then the application of (10.2) yields w € [t]pqq, (v) which finally implies
v € BACKREACHp1g, (L, T). “«

Let Z = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and L ¢ A* be regular. Then the languages |- L and
1c, L are effectively and even efficiently regular. So, we are able to compute the forwards and
backwards reachable sets of queue contents of a partially lossy queue with default semantics
from their correspondences of partially lossy queues with read-lossy semantics. Hence,
whenever we consider the reachability problem of a partially lossy queue system we only
consider their read-lossy semantics. So from now on in this section, we use the data type Qg
and omit the index Q; whenever the situation is clear.

Now, let Z = (&, U) be a lossiness alphabet. Then we know Qg = Q4, i.e., a partially
lossy queue with lossiness alphabet 7 is reliable. Hence, we know REACHg, = REACHg,
and BACKREACH(, = BACKREACHg,. Due to Theorem 10.2.1 we have a strong duality
between forwards and backwards reachability in this reliable case. However, this duality
does not hold for arbitrary lossiness alphabets: if Z = (F, U) is a lossiness alphabet with
a € Aand F # &, we have REAcHg, ({¢},{a}) = {a}, which cannot be transformed into
BACkREACHg, ({¢},{a}) = (F \ {a})*a using the reversal operation, only. Hence, we have
to consider forwards and backwards reachability separately in this case. Anyway, we will see
later in this section that we can reduce forwards and backwards reachability for arbitrary
partially lossy queues to the reachability problems in reliable queues.

Before we consider several meta-transformations, we have to analyze the effect of lossy
reading of some letters. To this end, we recall that

redsup, (w) = {wiaiwa,...wya, | V1<i<mw; e (F~{a;})*}

is the set of all reduced Z-superwords of w = aja,...a, with a;,a,,...,a, € A. For a
language L ¢ A* we set redsup, (L) := U, redsup, (w).

The following lemma proves that the map redsup,:24" — 24" efficiently preserves
regularity:
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Lemma 10.3.2. Let Z = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and L € A* be regular. Then the
language redsup, (L) is regular. An NFA accepting redsup, (L) can be computed from
an NFA accepting L in polynomial time.

Proof idea. We construct an NFA B accepting redsupl(L)R from an NFA 2( accepting LR.
Since the class of regular languages is closed under reversal, we also obtain regularity of
redsup, (L).

Let 2 = (Qu, A, Iy, Agi, Fy) be an NFA accepting LR. Our NFA B accepting redsup,, (L)"
does the following: while 25 simulates the computation of the NFA %, it always stores the
letter it has read on the previous step of 2. After such simulation transition, B is able to read
some other forgettable letters.

Formally, we compute the following NFA B = (Qsg, A, Is, A, F3):

Qy = Qu x (Au{e}),

I := Iy x {¢},

Fy := Fy x (Au{e}), and

Ag = {((p,a),b,(q,b)) | (p,a,q) € Au} v {((p,a), b, (p.a)) |a+ebeF~{a}}.
Finally, we can prove L(B) = redsup, (L)". <

Now we can state the connection between partially lossy computations [ ¢] and reduced
7L-superwords:

Lemma 10.3.3. Let Z = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and v, w, t € A*. Then we have
[t](v) = w if, and only if, there is s € redsup, (t) with v = sw.

Proof. We prove this by induction on the length of ¢. First, assume t = ¢. Then we have
v=[e](v) =w, e eredsup, (¢),and v = ew = w.

Next, let t = at’ foran a € A and ¢’ € A*. Assume [¢](v) = w. Then we have w =
[¢']([a](v)). By definition of [a] there are v, € (F \ {a})* and v, € A* with v = vjav,,
[@](v) = vy, and [#] (v2) = w. By induction hypothesis there is s’ € redsup, (') with v, =
s'w. Set s := vias’. Then we have s € redsup, (at’) = redsup, (¢) and v = viav, = vias'w = sw.

Conversely, let s € redsup, (¢) with v = sw. Then by definition thereis s; € (F \ {a})*,
s, € A* with s = sjas, and s, € redsup, (t'). By v = sw there is v, € A* with v = sw = sjas,w =
s1avy, i.e., v, = s,w. By induction hypothesis we have ['](v,) = w. We also have [a](v) = v,

implying _ B ~
w=[t'](v2) = [¢']([a](v)) = [(] (v). «

Let Z = (@, U) be a lossiness alphabet without forgettable letters, t € X*, and v, w € A*
with [t]g,(v) = w # L. According to Observation 3.2.2 v wrt(¢) = rd(¢) w holds. With the
help of Lemma 10.3.3 we can generalize this observation to arbitrary lossiness alphabets.
To this end, let Z = (F, U) now be an arbitrary lossiness alphabet, t € *, and v, w € A*
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with [t]o,(v) = w # L. By Lemma 4.7.3 we can de-shuffle ¢ in this case implying w =
[t]o,(v) = [[wrt(t)m]]Ql (v). Then by Lemma 10.3.3 there is a word r € redsup, (rd(t))
with vwrt(t) = rw.

Additionally, with the help of Lemma 10.3.3 we can also prove the following reductions
from reachability in plq automata to their correspondences in reliable queue systems:

Proposition 10.3.4. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet and L, T < A*. Then the
following statements hold:

(1) REACHg, (L, T)) = REACHg, (L, T)

(2) REacHg, (L, T) = REACHg, (L, redsup, (T))

(3) BACKREACH,, (L, T') = BACKREACH,, (L, T)

(4) BACKREACH, (L, T) = BACKREACHy, (L, redsup, (T))

Proof. First, we prove (1). By definition we know [t]o, = [t]o, for each t € A*. This implies
REACHg, (L, T) = [T]g, (L) ~ {1} = [T]o, (L) ~ {L} = REACH, (L, T).

To prove (2), let w € REACHg, (L, T). Then there are v € L and t € T with [£]g, (v) = w.
By Lemma 10.3.3 there is s € redsup, (t) € redsup,(T) with v = sw. Then we have w =
[5]g,(v) € [redsup, (T)]o,(L) implying w € REACH, (L, redsup, (T)).

Now, let w € REACHy, (L, redsup, (T)). Then there are v € L and s € redsup, (T) with
[5]g,(v) = w and, therefore, v = sw. By s € redsup, (T) there is t € T with s € redsup, ().
By Lemma 10.3.3 we obtain w = [t]q, (v) € [T]o, (L) implying w € REacH,, (L, T).

Equation (3) holds due to the following equations:

BackREACH, (L, T) = {x ¢ A" | [T]q,(x) n L #+ &}
={xeA"[[T]g,(x)n L+ @} = BACKREACH,, (L, T) .

We can prove (4) similar to (2). <

As a corollary of Proposition 10.3.4 we can obtain that the results from the previous
section also hold for arbitrary partially lossy queue systems:

Theorem 10.3.5. Let L = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet, L € A* be regular, and T € X*
be regular and closed under = (i.e., T = n7(S) for a recognizable plq language S
T(Q4)). Then REACHg, (L, T') and BACKREACH,, (L, T) are efficiently regular. <
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Theorem 10.3.6. Let 7 = (F, U) be a lossiness alphabet, L € A* be regular, and T ¢ X*
be regular. Then REACHg, (L, T*) and BACKREACHy, (L, T*) are efficiently regular if
(1) T is read-write independent,

(2) T = R{WR, for three regular languages W, R}, R, € A*,

(3) T = WiRW, for three regular languages Wy, Wy, R C A*,

(4) T = {t} for an action sequence t € X* (cf. [Abd+o04, Boi+97]), or

(5) TCA*UA . P

10.4 Distributed Queues

Finally, we want to consider the reachability problem of automata having multiple reliable
queues. With the help of such systems we are able to model distributed systems commu-
nicating through several reliable channels. Since such systems contain at least one queue,
multi-queue systems are still as powerful as Turing-machines. Hence, their reachability
problem is undecidable. Similar to the single-queue case, we can under-approximate this
problem with the help of meta-transformations. To this end, we want to generalize the results
from Section 10.2 in which we considered the reachability problem in reliable single-queue
systems. Concretely, we check whether it is possible to compute asynchronous automata
accepting forwards resp. backwards reachable configurations starting from a recognizable
trace language L ¢ MI(A) of initial queue contents via certain languages T ¢ M(E) of action
traces (recall that we can understand the action sequences of a distributed queue system as
traces, cf. Lemma 4.8.1). Concretely, we want to compute asynchronous automata accepting
ReAcCH(L, T) and BACKREACH(L, T'), respectively, whenever L ¢ M(A) is recognizable and
T < M(€) is one of the following trace languages:

(1) T < M(A)uM(A) is recognizable,

(2) T is recognizable and closed under behavioral equivalence = (i.e., T = n7(S) for a
recognizable distributed queue language S € T(Q4)),

(3) T = (WR)* for two recognizable languages W, R ¢ M(A), or

(4) T =1 for atrace T € M(€).

We will see in this section that the computation is possible if the first or second case holds.
But in general, the computation in the other cases is impossible as the following example
states:

Example 10.4.1. Let A = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet and a, b € A be distinct
letters with a || b. Then we have ReacH ({e}, (ab)*) = (ab)* which is not recognizable
in M(A4). )

To circumvent this problem, we will introduce later some further restrictions to the third
and fourth case listed above such that REAcH(L, T') preserves recognizability effectively. But
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first, we will see that forwards and backwards reachability in distributed queue systems are
dual:

Theorem 10.4.2. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet, L € M(A), and T ¢
M(€E). Then we have

BackReacH (L, T) = Reacu (LR, d(T))".

Proof. This proof is essentially the same as in Theorem 10.2.1. «

We can use Theorem 10.4.2 to derive knowledge about BACKREACH from our results
about REacH. However, we will also see some differences between forwards and backwards
reachable trace languages later in this section.

Similar to the single-queue systems, distributed queue systems are Turing-complete and,
hence, REACH(L, T) can be any recursively enumerable trace language - even if L and T are
somewhat simple trace languages. Thus, we have to approximate the set REacH(L, T), for
example with the help of meta-transformations.

We start to consider simple meta-transformations consisting of action traces only writing
or only reading letters. The result and proof is similar to Proposition 10.2.3:

Proposition 10.4.3. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet and L, T ¢ M(A).
Then the following statements hold:

(1) REacH(L,T) = LT and
(2) REacH(L,T) = 7\L. P

Now, let 4 = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet and L, T ¢ M(A) be accepted by
the asynchronous automata £ and T, respectively. Then we can compute asynchronous
automata accepting REACH(L, T) and REacH (L, T). Due to Appendix A it is possible to
compute an asynchronous automaton accepting REacH (L, T) which only differs from £ in
its initial states. This construction is possible in cubic time. An asynchronous automaton for
ReAcH(L, T) can be computed having O(|£]? - |T|*) many states in polynomial time.

If the trace languages L and T are accepted by NFAs £ and T which are not asynchronous,
i.e., if L and T are rational in M((A), ReEacH(L, T) also is efficiently rational. This trace
language is accepted by an NFA having linearly many states in the number of states of £ and
7. However, there are rational trace languages L and T such that REacH(L, T) is not even
recursive:

Remark 10.4.4. Let B = {a, b} be an alphabet and I = (x;, y;)1<j< be an instance of the
PCP over the alphabet B. We define the following distributed alphabet 4 = (A, P, M):

A:={a,b,c,d},
P:={1,2},and
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M= {(a,1),(b,1), (c,2), (d,2)}.

Additionally, we define the rational trace languages L and T as follows:
L:={[xjcd’]|1<j<k}* and T:={[yjed’]|1<j<k}*.

Then we have ¢ € REacH (L, T) = 7\L if, and only if, I has a solution of the PCP, which
is an undecidable problem. )

Note that this negative result requires L and T to be non-recognizable. So, if L is recognizable
and T is rational in M((A), the language REacH (L, T) = 7\L is efficiently recognizable. If L
is rational and T is recognizable, then ReacH (L, T) is effectively rational. The construction
of an NFA accepting this language is possible in polynomial time if we assume that the
underlying distributed alphabet 4 is fixed (cf. Appendix A). A summary of these results can
be found in Figure 10.3.

LcM(A) | T<M(E) | Reacu(L,T) | Reacu(L,T)

recognizable | recognizable || recognizable | recognizable

recognizable rational rational recognizable
rational recognizable rational rational
rational rational rational semi-decidable

Figure 10.3. This table lists to which language classes ReacH (L, T') and REacH (L, T) belong.

Next, we consider the other aforementioned types of meta-transformations.

10.4.1 Recognizability

We start with considering meta-transformations which are closed under the behavioral equiv-
alence =. In other words, we study the effects of recognizable languages in the transformation
monoid of a distributed queue.

From Corollary 4.8.11 we already know that for each action trace 7 € M(€) there is a
somewhat simple action trace o € M(A)M(A)M(A) behaving equivalently to 7. We can
also compute such trace ¢ in polynomial time. We will use this fact to prove the following
theorem:

Theorem 10.4.5. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet, L ¢ M(A) be recog-
nizable, and T < M(E) be recognizable and closed under behavioral equivalence =,
i.e., we have T = n7\(S) for a recognizable distributed queue language S ¢ T(Q4).
Then REacH(L, T') and BACKREACH (L, T') are recognizable. In particular, we can con-
struct asynchronous automata accepting REACH(L, T') and BACKREACH (L, T) from
asynchronous automata accepting L and T in polynomial time.

Proof idea. This proof is very similar to the proof of Theorem 10.2.5. Note that by Corol-
lary 4.8.11 we have REACH(L, T') = REacH(L, T n M((A)M(A)M(A)). Since the alphabets
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A and A are disjoint sets, we know that T n M(A)M(A)M(A) is a union of polynomially
many trace languages KK, K3 where K}, K,, K3 € M(A) are (efficiently) recognizable. From
the efficient closure properties (cf. Appendix A) we infer the eflicient recognizability of the
trace languages REACH(L, T') and BACKREACH(L, T). “«

Let 4 = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet. For a given recognizable trace language
T c M(€) it is decidable whether T is closed under behavioral equivalence: to this end, we
only have to check whether 71;( T') is closed under the equations from Lemma 4.7.2 resp. Lem-
ma 4.4.1 (if A, is a singleton). Since M(El', 7-) is isomorphic to the free monoid (A; U A%,
we can decide these properties as described in Theorem 5.4.8.

Theorem 10.4.5 similarly holds if we replace the given recognizable trace language L ¢
M(A) of queue contents by a rational one:

Theorem 10.4.6. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet, L ¢ M(A) be ratio-
nal, and T ¢ M(E) be recognizable and closed under behavioral equivalence =. Then
ReACH(L, T) and BACKREACH (L, T) are rational. In particular, we can compute NFAs
accepting REACH (L, T') and BACKREACH (L, T') from an NFA accepting L and an asyn-
chronous automaton accepting T. If A is fixed, this construction is possible in polynomial
time.

Proof idea. Recall the proofs of Theorems10.2.5 and 10.4.5. Then we see that the computation
of REacH(L, T') requires the efficient closure properties of recognizable trace languages (cf.
Appendix A) as well as the following ones:

the union of two rational trace languages is efficiently rational,

the left- and right-quotient of a rational trace language wrt. a recognizable trace language
is efficiently rational (for a fixed distributed alphabet ), and

the concatenation of two rational trace languages is efficiently rational.

Hence, REacH(L, T') and BACKREACH(L, T) are efficiently rational. <

10.4.2 Intermezzo: A Variation of Levi’s Lemma

In the next subsection we want to consider meta-transformations looping through special
languages of action sequences. In our proofs we will use Levi’s lemma for traces multiple
times. Concretely, we will utilize a special modification of this statement which is more
suitable to our situation of an iterating distributed queue system.

So, let k, A, 01, 02, p1, p2 € M(A) be traces satisfying [o1p,0,p2] (1) = k # 1. According
to Observation 3.4.7 we know that the trace equation Agy0, = p;p,« holds. Then Levi’s
lemma for traces (cf. Theorem 3.4.6) implies the existence of nine traces y; ; € M((A) with
the following properties: (1) A = piphapns, (2) 0i = pivapivafing (3) pj = phjpa,jbs,)
(4) K = ph3pa3p33 and (5) g || pijif g < iand j < h. Additionally, due to the definition of
distributed queues, we cannot read letters from the queue before we have written them into
the queue. Hence, there is no overlap of 0, and p, in the equation Aay0, = p;p,k, i.e., we have
ps1 = & We can also extend this observation to an arbitrary alternation 61p,02p; . .. 0kpx
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of action traces. In this case we observe that the lower-left triangle of our visualization (cf.
Figure 3.3) is empty. Concretely, we obtain the following result:

Corollary10.4.7. Let A = (A,P,M) be a distributed alphabet and let
MK, Oty e Ok P15 - -+ > Pr € MI(A) be traces. We have [o1p; ... 0kp|(A) = k # L if,
and only if, there are traces u; ; € M((A) for1< i, j < k +1 with the following properties:
(1) A= Hiif,2 - - - Bik+1

(2) 0; = Uisiling - - - Wik foreach1< i <k,

(3) pj=tjlaj- - Uksrjforeach 1< j< Kk,

(4) k= Brk+1H2,k+1 - « « Bk+1,k+1>

(5) phgn || pijif g<iandj<h,and

(6) uij=¢eifi>j+1

L[ po | pes | pe | x
A Ui | B2 | | ULk 23N U1k+1
01 Uaa | H22 | 0 | H2k-1 Uk U2, k+1
03 Uz | | Usk-1 | M3k U3, k+1
Ok-1 £ € N Ukk-1 | Bkk Hik+1
Ok € € \ Uk+1k | Hk1,k+1

Figure 10.4. A visualization of the properties in Corollary 10.4.7. The properties in Theorem 3.4.6 hold.
Additionally, the lower-left triangle (red) is empty.

Proof. First, assume [01p;...0xpx](A) = k # L. Then there are «, ..., xx € M(A) with
loipi...0ip;](A) = «; for each 0 < j < k. In particular, we have «y = A and x; = k. We
infer [o;p;](x;-1) = x; implying p;k; = x;_,0; for each 1 < j < k (by Observation 3.4.7). We
construct the traces y; ; € M(A) by induction on j (i.e., column-wise in Figure 10.4). We
do this with the help of iterated applications of Levi’s Lemma for traces which yields traces

vl(Jl), vf’z) e M(A) (for1<i < j+1) wherek; = vl(Jz) .. 51)12 holds.
(0 )

For j =0 weset v, := ko = A.
Now, let 1< j < k. Then we have x;_; = v(J 2 .v;]z_l) implying
G- 0D
V1Jz . ,Jz 0j = Kj-10j = pjK;j.

By Levi’s lemma (cf. Theorem 3.4.6) there are traces v(]l), vl(JZ) e M(A) (for1<i < j+1) with
the following properties:

(a) v(] D (J) (J) Dfor1<i<j+1,

) ( )
(b) g;= ]4]—111/141—12’
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© pi=v1 vy

(d) «;= vl(Jz) .Y and

j+1,

(e) V(J) I v(’) for each g > h.

()

We set y;j := v;y for1<i < j+1land y;;:= ¢foreach j+1< i < k+ 1 Finally, we set
k
Wi k+1 = Vg,z)-

By definition of the traces y; ; we already obtain the satisfaction of property (6). Now,
we will prove the remaining properties:

k
@ A =9 = v vy = v vDuD == S = e ke
(2) 0; = vl(+)11vfi)12 == Vz(i)n Vl(f1)1"1(+1)2 Hivlyi+ -« Hitlke1 = Hir1] - -« Hitlk+l
(3) pj _vl(Jl)" ﬂ)u Hij-- - Hjerj = Hije - Bralj
(k) (k)

(4) K=KK=V5 . Vi 1o = Pkt - -« Plksl

(5) If g > h +1we have u,; = ¢ which obviously implies our claim. Similarly, the claim
is trivial if i > j+1. Hence, we assume g < h+1and i < j+ 1. In this case we have

Pgn = vg1 (or pgn = v(k) ifh=k+1)and y,; = v(f) We can prove that y, , is an infix

ofv(])
(J) (+1) G+ _ (J+1) (h) (h)
Vg2 =Vg1 Vg2 T Var = Vg1Vga -
Hence, we have either v(]) = g -- yghvgz (if h < k) or v(]) = Ugje---gn (f

h = k +1). We infer (Alph(yg,h) M) c (Alph(v(g{%) M) and, therefore,

(Alph(g,) M) 1 (Alph(p;;) M) < (Alph(v¥)) M) n (Alph(v]))) @ &

by i > g. This finally implies p g5 || pi;.

Towards the converse implication, assume that the properties (1)-(6) hold. Then, by
Levi’s lemma for traces (cf. Theorem 3.4.6) we have Agy ... 0% = p ... pxk. We have to prove
now that [o1p; ... 0kpx] (1) = « holds (note that we cannot apply Observation 3.4.7 here,
since it only states the converse implication). To this end, we prove by inductionon 0 < i < k
that

i+1

[{UIE. .. O','Eﬂ (/‘,) = H(ﬂg,i+l v ["g,k+l)
g=1

holds. So, let i = 0. Then we have [e] (1) = A = ;... g1k by (1). Next, let 1 < i < k. Then
we obtain
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[oipr ... aipi] (A)
=[oipi](loipr ... oimipia] (M)

= [[[lm,l e Hiv kM- [lk+1,iﬂ (ﬁ(#g,i e #g,k+1)) (bY (2), (3),and i.h.)
g=1
) (by (6))

= [[#i+1,i <o Wit k+1M1,i - - Hk+1,iﬂ (H(Hg,i cen #g,k+1)
g=1

i+1
= [#1,1‘ e //lk+1,iﬂ (H(Hg,i e #g,k+1))
g=1

i+1

= [T(ugin - tgrn). (by (5))
g=1

Hence, we have [a1p; ... 0xpx ] (A) = Hl;} Pgkn = K by (4). «

10.4.3 Alternations

In this subsection we want to consider meta-transformations alternating between two given
languages of action traces. To this end, consider a distributed system consisting of three
processes 1, 2, and 3. The process 1 can handle requests of type a and b, process 2 handles a and
¢, and process 3 handles requests of type c. In other words, the underlying distributed alphabet
A has the dependence graph b — a — c. Now, assume that users can send several sequences
of requests. For example, sequences ab, ac, and c are send to the system in an arbitrary
order. The processes execute several of their requests one after another - in order of incoming.
Then we may ask for the set of reachable configurations of our system. In this concrete
situation we have to compute ReacH ({e}, ({ab, ac, c}{a,b,c}*)*). Using the approach
from Boigelot et al., we will never obtain the result ReacH({e}, ({ab, ac, c}{a,b,c}*)*) =
{[b], €} - {[ab], [ac],[c]}*, since we consider multiple interlaced loops here.

Hence, the aim of this section is to generalize our result from Theorem 10.2.12 stating that
ReacH (L, (WR)*) (in single-queue systems) is efficiently regular whenever L, W, R € A* are
regular languages. Here, we consider in which cases ReacH (L, (WR)*) effectively preserves
the recognizability of the queue contents L ¢ M(A) for arbitrary distributed alphabets
A = (A, P,M) (note that the aforementioned result was stated for distributed alphabets
having a complete dependence graph).

In the general case recognizability of the trace languages L, W, R ¢ M(A) does not
necessarily imply recognizability of ReacH (L, (WR)*)". This is due to the fact that the class
of recognizable trace languages is not closed under iteration. For example, let a, b € A with
al b,L=R:={e},and W := {[ab]}. Then we obtain REacH(L, (WR)*) = W* = [ab]*
which is not recognizable in M(A) since [ab] is not connected. However, if the recognizable
trace language W to be iterated also is connected then W* is efficiently recognizable as well
(at least for a fixed distributed alphabet 4, cf. Appendix A). Hence, in our generalization of
Theorem 10.2.12 we also require this restriction to W € M(A). Note that we do not require
connectivity for the trace languages L and R.

Concretely, we will prove the following statement:
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Theorem 10.4.8. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet, and L, W,R ¢ M(A)
be recognizable such that W is connected. Then REacH (L, (WR)*) is recognizable. In
particular, we can construct an asynchronous automaton accepting React (L, (WR)*)
from asynchronous automata accepting L, W, and R. If A is fixed, this construction is
possible in polynomial time.

Similar to the single-queue case, the proof is based on the following ideas:

(1) Instead of deciding which trace 0 € W we write into the queues per round, we just keep
one token. To this end, we prepend each trace 0 € W with a new letter to mark its
beginning. In contrast to the single-queue case, we need (for technical reasons) more
than just one such begin marker, but each o € W will be prepended by just one of them.
However, independent of the concrete begin marker we always keep the same type of
token. When reading letters, we remove such tokens and decide at this moment, which
trace we have written into our distributed queue.

(2) Since we only count tokens representing the number of traces from o € W to be contained
in our distributed queue, we can simulate this with the help of a counter, a unary queue,
or a unary pushdown.

Hence, our distributed queue system can be simulated by a pushdown automaton 3. Since
the map posty;: Confy — Confy efficiently preserves regularity (by Theorem 9.2.1), we will

finally obtain the efficient recognizability of REacH (L, (WR)*).
We start our proof by describing the construction of the pushdown automaton. After-
wards, we prove the correctness of this theorem on Page 216.

The Reduction to Pushdown Automata

Towards the construction of the pushdown automaton simulating our alternating distributed
queue system, we should first recall the abstraction of the single-queue system’s configurations.
Concretely, we have abstracted the content w of a single queue with the help of two states
marking the begin and end of a run labeled with w in an NFA accepting LW* (note that
all reachable contents are infixes of LW* in this case). We stored this information in the
control states of the constructed PDA. Moreover, in the PDA’s stack we counted the number
of words from W to be contained in the queue’s content. We simplified this counting process
by introducing a special begin marker $ ¢ A which we prepended to each word from W.
Since the constructed PDA uses only one stack symbol, it is essentially a counter automaton
without zero-tests.

Here, we want to construct a pushdown automaton with similar semantics of its config-
urations. First, we want to introduce begin markers of the traces in W. Unfortunately, the
situation is way more complicated than for single queues. This is due to the partial commuta-
tions induced by the distributed alphabet 4. For example, consider a distributed alphabet
A with dependence graph a —b —c¢, L = {[¢]}, W = {[a],[b],[c]}, and R = M(A). A
possible computation of a distributed queue is the following one:

[e] Sq [a] S [a] Sa [ac] Sa [a] Sq [ab] Sq [b].
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In other words, even if we have first written a and then ¢ we are able to first read ¢ and then
a. So, a possible begin marker of a has to be independent of the one of c. However, the
begin markers of a and b (or ¢ and b) have to be dependent since we cannot read b from a
distributed queue with content [ab].

We will see later in the correctness proof that a good set of begin markers consists of
letters $¢; where C € A is a connected set of letters and i € P. Concretely, we will prepend
a trace 0 € W with the letter $¢; if C is exactly the (connected) set of letters occurring in
o and if o start with a letter in A;. So, we first construct a modified distributed alphabet
A’ = (A, P',M') with

A’:= AuBwhere B:= {$c,; | C € A connected, i € CM} U {$y,} is disjoint from A,
P’ :={i,i|ieP}u{0} where P:={i|iec P} isadisjoint copy of Pand 0 ¢ P U P, and

M’ == MU {($c.i»i)s($ci»J) | $c.i € B, j € CM} (ie., we add $¢; to process i and to the
copy jof any j € C M).

This distributed alphabet A4’ also induces a distributed alphabet £’ := (2, P’,M") extended
by read actions where we have 2’ = Y u Bu B = A’ U A’. We can understand $c,i € Bas
follows: in C we store the letters occurring in a trace o which starts with this begin marker
$¢,i- Additionally, the pushdown automaton P} (to be constructed) guesses a process i € P.
When it starts reading o from the distributed queue’s content it first reads $¢; and afterwards
a letter from process i.

Accordingly, we next introduce trace languages W ; where @ ¢ C C A is connected
and i € CM. Concretely, W ; contains all traces ¢ € W with Alph(c) = C (i.e., o contains
exactly the letters from C) and o € {4 (A;) - M(A) (i.e., o starts with a letter in A;) which
we prepend with the letter $¢ ;. Formally, we set

We,i=$c,i- (W N {a(Ai) -M(A) n mCM(ﬂrc) : a'M(ﬂfc)) :
ae

Note that due to the closure properties of the class of recognizable trace languages, we can
compute an asynchronous automaton accepting W¢; in polynomial time from an asyn-
chronous automaton accepting W, the connected set C € A, and i € CM. Additionally,
by the definition of our modified distributed alphabet, W ; is still connected. We also set
Wa,0 := {$g,0} if € € W and W := & otherwise. In other words, we also prepend a special
begin marker to the empty trace (iff it exists in W). Finally, we set W' := Us_ ,.g Wc,;. This
language is still recognizable in M[(A’) and connected. We can compute this trace language
in time polynomial in the size of an asynchronous automaton accepting W (and in time
exponential in the size of A).

Example 10.4.9. Let 4 = ({a,b},{1,2},{(a,1),(b,2)}) be a distributed alphabet and
W = {[aa], [b]}. Then we have B = {${a}1, ${5},2- 92,0 }> Wa0 = D> Wiay1 = {[$1a1.049a]},
and W{h},z = {[${b})2b]} .
Additionally, we set R’ := 7;'(R), i.e., we insert letters from B into the traces from
R at arbitrary positions. Since the class of recognizable languages is closed under inverse

homomorphisms, the trace language R’ also is efficiently recognizable. By the choice of A,
W', and R’ we can claim the following equation:

ReacH (L, (WR)*) = my(ReacH (L, (W'R))).
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In other words, the insertion of the letters from B into W and R does not change the behavior
of our distributed queue system. We will see the correctness of this equation later in this
proof.

Now, we want to deduce an abstraction of the contents of our distributed queue. To this
end, we consider a non-failing computation 7 € (W'R’)* of the modified distributed queue
system with initial content A € L, i.e., [7](A) # L. Let « := [7] (A). Then by Observation 3.4.7
we obtain A - wrt(7) = rd(7) - « where wrt(7) € W’* and rd(7) € R’”* holds. Hence, « is an
infix of the trace A - wrt(7) € LW’* (note that this also holds for any intermediate result on
the computation of [7](1)). Since LW'* is efficiently recognizable, there is an asynchronous
automaton ¢ = (Q)Q;, A', I, Ag, Fe) accepting LW'*. W.lo.g. we can assume that each initial

state 7 € Iy reaches a final state f € Fy and each final state can be reached from an initial

. Awrt(r =
statel. Since A-wrt(7) € T(€) there is an asynchronous run IT = (¥ A@ f) in € labeled

with A - wrt(7) from an initial state 7 € I to an accepting state f € Fj.

Recall that 7 € (W’R’)* holds. Since this trace language is efficiently rational, there is an
NFA ¥ = (Qg, 2", Iz, As, Fx) accepting (W'R’)*. For technical reasons we assume that ¥
is constructed from asynchronous automata accepting W’ and R/, resp., using the classical
constructions for concatenation and iteration of regular languages (cf. Figure 10.5).

b

LA&,C
In|OO 0O Q@Q%

,,,,,,,,,,
O R

a/\o af\al |
%J&O O 00Ol

2

Figure 10.5. A visualization of the construction of the NFA T from asynchronous automata 2J and R
accepting W’ and R/, resp. Note that the final states of 20 are not accepting and the initial states of R are not
initial anymore.

Due to our construction we can observe the following properties of T:

. w1 w2
(a) For [w;] € W and s, s, € Qg with s; —« s, we also have s; —>z s, for each w, ~ 4 wy.

A 7
(b) For [r;] € R" and s}, s, € Qg with s; —> s, we also have s; —>g s, for each 1, g 7.

. WITT.. Wi T
(c) Forwy,...wg,1,..., 1, € A” with [f ————« Fz we have [w;],...,[wi] € W’ and

[n],....[re] € R

In other words, the sequences of write actions and read actions, resp., are closed under partial
commutations ~ 4. Additionally, the action sequences from W’ and R’ are strictly separated
in T.

*iRecall that the NFA € in the proof of Theorem 10.4.8 was trim in the sense that each state is reachable

from an initial state and reaches a final state. Now, we only require that the initial and accepting states have
this property.
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Since 7 € T(¥) there are letters «y, ..., a,, € 2’ with [a;... a,,] = 7 and and accepting

run 1 =+ f of 7 in T from an initial state ; € I to an accepting state f € Fs. Let
L =50,51,-..,Sm = f be the intermediate states of this run. Additionally, since «; ... «a,, = [7]
there are intermediate queue contents Ay, Ay, ..., A, € M(A") with Ao = A, A1 = [@j1](4))
for each 0 < j < m (implying A;jwrt(aj,q) = rd(aj;1)Aja), and A,, = k. Then we want
to abstract the intermediate configuration (s;, A;) of our distributed queue system (for
0 < j < m) with the following information:

(1) the control state s; of our automaton,

(2) two intermediate states II,; and II,, marking the begin and end of a subrun labeled with
A; of our asynchronous run I1, and

(3) the number ¢; := |15 of traces from W’ to be contained in A;.

Initially, we abstract the configuration (s, Ag) by (80, I1, IT), 0) since there is a run in €
labeled with A from IT, to IT) and since [Ag|p = [A|p = 0 by A € L € M[(A). Next, we construct
the abstraction of (sj.1, Aj.1) from (s, A;) as follows: let (s;, I, IT, , ¢;) be the abstraction

of (sj,A;). By the choice of our run in ¥ we have an edge s; —ai»g sj+1. Additionally, we
distinguish the following cases:

(1) Ifajyy = a € A', there is an edge I1,, eIl v,a- Since the asynchronous run from I1,; to
I1,, is labeled by A, we can extend this run with this a-edge to a run from I, to IT, ,
labeled by A;a = Aj,,. Additionally, if a € B holds, the number of B-letters in A; increases.
Hence, we can abstract (sj.1, Aji1) by (sjs1, [y Ty 05 ¢ + |al).

(2) faj,=ac A/, the asynchronous run from I7 u; to IT,, starts with the a-edge IT u 1>¢
I, since Aj = alj;, (note that our computation does not end up in the error state 1).
Hence, there is a run from II, , to II,, labeled with Aj,;. If a € B holds, the number
of B-letters in A; decreases. Therefore, the appropriate abstraction of (sj.1,A;.1) is
(Sj+15 M0, I, ¢~ |a|p) in this case.

All'in all, (sj, IT,;, I1,;, ¢;) is a suitable abstraction of the distributed queue system’s
configuration (s;,A;). These information can be simulated with the help of a pushdown
automaton 3. In this case, the control states of I3 are composed of the states s 1l up and HVJ.
while the stack contains c; many letters (for a better differentiation the stack’s content is #¢i
in this case). Note that this PDA is essentially a (partially blind) one-counter automaton.

We define the pushdown automaton B := (Qg, 2, P4y, Iy, €, A, Fys) as follows:

Qp = Qz x Qe x Qe

Iy = I x Ie x Q where Q; = {§ € Qe | 3N € L: I¢ S>¢ )}

Fy = Fg x Q¢ x Fy, and

Ag: we first introduce the homomorphism 9: M(A’) — #* induced by 9(a) = eifac A

and 9(a) = # if a € B holds (in other words, 9 projects A’ to B and renames the letters
from B to # afterwards). Then Ay consists of the following transitions:

(W)  Simulate writing of the letter a € A’ into the distributed queue:

((s,p-4)-a,9(a), (s, p, (i’)) € Ay if, and only if, (s,a,s") € Az and (4, 4, (f’) €
Ag
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(R)  Simulate reading of the letter a € A’ from the distributed queue:
((s, P, 4),a9(a), (s, p', §)) € Ay if, and only if, (5,4, 5') € Ag, (P, a, p’) € Ac,
and T(&; ) "M(A) # 2.

—>F¢

Note that the condition “T'(€};_, 5, ) "M(A) # @” in transition (R) is required in the correct-
ness proof of our construction. It ensures that the first letter the simulated distributed queue

system reads from any trace o € W' is its begin marker $¢; € B.

The Semantics of the Pushdown Automaton

Now, we assign to the configuration ((s, p, ), #¢) € Confy the set of all traces having the
abstraction (s, P, §, ¢). These are all traces being the labeling of an asynchronous run from p
to 4 in € and containing ¢ appearances of letters from B (recall that these letters mark the
beginning of any trace from W’). Formally, our assignment is the mapping [.]y: Confy —
2M(T) with

[((s: P 4)>#) o 1= T(Cp-q) N 97 (#)

for each s € Qg, P, § € Qe and ¢ € N where 9 is the homomorphism mapping letters from A
to € and letters from B to #.

Our next aim is to prove that the semantics of all reachable accepting configurations of our
constructed pushdown automaton 3 agrees with the set REAcH (L, (W'R’)*). Concretely, we
prove the equality of the projections to the primary alphabet A of these two trace languages.
This is the following statement:

Proposition 10.4.10. REACH(L> (WE)*) = L.Jyepost;;3 (Inityz )NFinaly ”A([Vﬂ‘ﬁ)

Later this proposition will turn out to be a key component of the correctness proof of
Theorem 10.4.8. We prove this proposition with the help of two lemmas each stating one
inclusion.

We start with proving that any reachable queue content is associated to the semantics of
a reachable accepting configuration of 3. The proof of this inclusion proceeds very similar
to the proof of Lemma 10.2.15 but is a bit more involved. So, let 7 € (WR)* and A € L with
[7](A) # L. First, we have to insert begin markers $¢; € B and their corresponding read
actions $¢; € B at the appropriate positions in T such that the resulting trace 7’ belongs to
(W'R")* and 5 ([7'] (1)) = [7](A) # L holds. Afterwards we construct an accepting run of
the PDA ‘B such that the j® intermediate result on computation of [7'] (1) belongs to the
semantics of the j configuration of the constructed run of our PDA. Note that especially the
consideration of read actions is way more complicated than in the single-queue case, since
we also have to show the property “T(&;, . ) "M(A) # &

—Fg¢

Lemma 10.4.11. Let € (WR)* and A € L with [1](A) # L. Then there is a configura-
tion y € posty, (Inity) N Finaly with [7] (1) € ma([y]y)-
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Proof. Let 7= 01p,02p; ... 0kpx With 01, 02,...,00 € W and py, pa, ..., px € R. Additionally,
let  := [7] (A1) # L. By Corollary 10.4.7 we can factorize A, 0y, ..., 0, p1, - - - » px> k € M(A)
into traces [w; ;] € M((A) with the properties (1)-(6). Now, we insert $c . € B into the w; ;
resulting in the following words w] ; € 2"

$cxWi,j ifi>1, Wip.. . Wij1=6 C-= Alph(W,,] ce Wi,k+1)a xeCM, Wi € A A*

w,f)j =180 ifi>Lj=k+Lwi...Wiga=¢
Wij otherwise.
Lo e | ps | |per | pe | &

A W11 W12 W13 ] Wihk-1 Wik Wi,k+1

01 $c,yWa21 | Wa2 W23 | Wak-1 W k W2 k+1

0, € £ £ € £ $2,0€

03 £ 3 $Cs,isWa3 | 0 | Wak-1 Wy k W4 k+1
Ok-1 3 3 3 3 3 $C_ig Whk+
Ok £ £ 3 £ $c,is Wk+Lk Wi+, k+1

Figure 10.6. Visualization of the construction of the w] /s, the o/’s, the p’’s, and .

In other words, as depicted in Figure 10.6 we prepend a letter $¢, € B to each o; (i.e., we
prepend this letter to each row except for the first one). Then we define o] := [w], ... w! . ]
foreach1<i <k, pi:=[wj;...w, Jforeachl1<j<k and« :=[w], ... wp ] We

obtain the following properties:

I _ ! l4 — ! 1
o) = Wi, wi+1’k+1] = [$caWisn1 - - Wistks1] € Wex © W for appropriate C € A and

x € Pu{0}.
ma(p}) = ma([wy; - W1’<+1,j]) = [wy,j...wka,;] € R implying p’ € m,'(R) = R".
A=[wie.owien] = [wy;..owi, ] (note that w; ; # w; ; requires i > 1).

Then the traces [w;] ] still satisfy the properties from Corollary 10.4.7 implying the equation
k' = [o/p]...alp,](1) # L. Now, we will prove that x’ € [y]y holds for a configuration
y € posty; (Inity) N Finaly. This will finally imply x = 74 (') € ma([y]y)-

! O./

Since Ao} ...a, € LW’* = T(&) there is an asynchronous run IT = (i —¢ fline
from an initial state II, = 7 € I to a final state IT Aoj.ol = f € Fy with labeling Aoy ... 0].
Additionally, since op!...a/p, € (W'R’)* = T(%) holds, there are letters a, ..., a, € 3’
with [a;...a,] = ol’p_{. .. alip_;< and a run sg,...,s, in T from an initial state s, € Iz to an

44
. . ] .
accepting state s, € Fs with s;_; —« s; for each 1 < j < n. We can assume that
o / / /
rd(og ... @) =Wl Wi W Wk

holds in the free monoid A’**¥i, j.e., we read the letters column-wise in Figure 10.6 (except
for the last column). This ensures that the first letter we read from any o7 (where 1< j < k) is
its begin marker $c,i; € B.

xxdiiNote that we are able to choose the letters a;, . .., «, € 2’ and the run so, . . ., s, such that this equation
holds. This is possible due to property (b) of the NFA ¥.
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From L # k" = [o/p]...0lp;](1) = [ao...a,] (1) we also obtain traces A,..., A, €
M(A") with Ag = A, [&j1](Aj) = Aja # Lforeach 0 < j<m,and A, = «".

Now, we want to construct a run yy, ..., y, in *J3 from an initial configuration y, to a
final configuration y, which is labeled with [a ... ] = 0{p] . .. o/ p,. To this end, we define

P = Ma..a;)»
‘ij = H/lwrt(ocl...ocj)’ and
¢j=1Ail520

Set y; := ((sj;, pj»4;),#) € Confy. We want to prove now that y, ..., y, is such run in
B. However, we first note that c; is the difference of operations from B and B in the action
sequence a; ... &j:

> Claim 1. For each 0 < j < nwehavec;=|oy...ajlp - |oy... a5

Proof. This proof is very similar to Claim 1 in the proof of Lemma 10.2.15. <

The following three statements prove that y, ..., y, is a run in *J3 from an initial state to
an accepting state and the j intermediate content A ; of the distributed queue is covered by
the semantics of the configuration y; for any 0 < j < .
> Claim 2. We have y, € Inity and A = Ag € [yo]p.

Proof. We have s € Iz by the choice of the run in T. Additionally, we have po = II, =7 € I¢

and q = I, € Q; since we have 7 = p, L@ qoand A € L. We also observe ¢y = |Ao|p = [A|p =
since A € L € M(A). Hence, we infer yo = ((So, Po> o), #°) € Inity and A € T(Q:po_,qo)

971(#%) = [yoly- <
> Claim 3. For each 0 < j < m we have y; finp Yierand Aj € [y ]

Proof. We prove this by induction on j. By Claim 2 we already know A € [y,]y. Hence,
we only prove the induction step. To this end, let j > 0. By the choice of our run in T we
know (s, ajs1, s j+1) € A<. Now, we have to take a closer look at p},l and gj,;. To this end, we
distinguish the following two cases:

(W) aj;1 = a € A’. Then we have p;,; = pj and cjyy = ¢; + |als. Additionally, we have
4j = Iwrt(ay...a;) @04 @1 = wrt(a...q;)a- Hence, since IT is an asynchronous run in €
labeled with Ao| ... 0] = Awrt(a; ... a,), there is a transition (§j, a, gj.1) € Ae. Then
by definition our pushdown automaton 3 has the following transition:

((S]’,ﬁj, q]); a, 19(61), (Sj+l)p;+1) q;+l)) € A‘ﬁ

(recall that 9(a) = eif a € Aor 9(a) = #if a € B holds). This implies y; > ;.. By
induction hypothesis we know A; € [y;]p. Then we learn

Aisi=[a](A;)=A;-aeyjlyp-a
(T(Q:p]_,q])ﬂe_l(#ci)) a
€ (T(E5yq) 0 97 (#9)) - (T(Cgpagz) N 97 (#19))
C (T(€5,-g,) - T(€mgz,)) N O (#57105)
€ Ty ) N 97 (59) = [yl
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- . .
(R) aj=ac A’. Then we have q1+1 djand cj,y = cj~ |a|z > 1. Since IT is an asynchronous

run in € labeled with Ao} ... 0] = Awrt(a; ... a,), A; = adj,; holds (by [a](A;) = Aj1),

—> A j - . . .
and since p; e q;j there is a unique state a(...a5)a with

AjJrl

(P; —¢ ‘1;) (P; y(ay...a;) Se a(a..ajya —¢ 45 = ‘1,11)-

Note that we have p;,; = Ii4(a...a;)a bY definition. Hence, we learn ( Pj»a,Pin) € Ac.
To prove the existence of the transition

((Sj> ﬁ]’ q_)]):a: '9(61), (Sj+1a p;+1’ q;+l)) € Am (10'3)

we still have to show T(&,:, .k, ) "M(A) # @.
Recall that the read actions we apply on our run s,...,s, are the following se-
quence:
rd( Q.. Q) =W Wy W W

Hence, there are two indices1 < g < k+1and 1< h < k and two words u,v € A
satistying the following properties (in the free monoid A’*):

(1) w’g , = uav (recall that «;j,, = @ holds),
(ii) rd(en...a;) =wj,... ng—l,hu’ and
(i) rd(ajiz... o) =vWi o Wiy

In other words, before applying «;,, to A; we already read u from w’ ,, now we read this
particular letter a, and afterwards we w111 read v and the remaining w; ’s. The trace

[rd(ajsz... )] - &’ [ng+1 B Wiank Wit -« - Wllc+1,k+1]

is the complementary suffix of Ao ...o] wrt. rd(e;...aj,;) (in the trace monoid

! !
VWg+1,h"'Wk+1,k+1]

M(A")) implying p; ¢ Fe. We now want to find another run in €
from p; to Fe which is labeled by a trace containing no begin markers. To this end, we
will prune some W'-factors of vw/ ... w}, ., (recall that each of these W'-factors
start with a letter from B). First, with the help of our special variation of Levi’s lemma

(Corollary 10.4.7(5)) we can see that the following equation holds (cf. Figure 10.7):

Wfq+1,h tee Wllc+1,k+1 Ra V- H (W;,h+1 te W;,k+1) ’ H (W;,v,h te W;/,k+1) : (10'4)
I<y<g g<y<k+1

3 !/ ! !
Let1< x < k +1be an index such that W1 Wi (OO0 WL oWl ifx > g)
contains a begin marker $¢_; € B. Since each row starts with its begm marker $C, i,
according to our construction of the words w), ,, we obtainw’ , ... w € We,i, ©

W’. Then we see that the word

x =V H (W;,h+1 cee W;,v,k+1) ) H (W;,h ce W;,k+l)

1<y<g g<y<k+1
yEX yEX

’
),z x,k+1

is still the complementary suffix of rd; (... &;) wrt. a trace in LW’*. Hence, we learn
[ux] € T(&,F, ) and has one occurrence of B fewer than the trace [vw’

!
g+Lh " Wk+1,k+1]'
We can iterate this pruning of factors w’ , ..

W which results in a trace from
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Lo L] pn | oo [ ]
1 ! ! !

A Wi - Win Miha Wi ka1
I Ve ! ! P !

01 Wi Woh Wa h+ 2 Wo kel
1 / A ’

Oy Wi uave | W T Wokn
! l4 P 14

Og1 || Woern | " | Woain ‘m1 W gs1k+1
0 w! e | W st w!

k k+1,1 k+Lh k+Lh+1 k+Lk+1

Figure 10.7. Visualization of Equation (10.4): The left-hand side of this equation can be read column-wise
from starting from the cell containing uav. The right-hand side of this equation can be read row-wise as
depicted by the arrows.

T(&,:, -r,) containing letters from A, only. In other words, we have T(&,- ¢ ) N
M(A) + @.

We infer the existence of the transition in Equation (10.3) implying y; < yjs1.
Furthermore, by the induction hypothesis we know

a/\j+1 = /\,] € [b/ﬂ]m = T(Q:ﬁj_"i)) N \9_1(#Cj) .

We learn Aj,; € T(€y:, g, ) and A, € 9-1(#i71al5) = 9-1(#¢+). This implies A, €
[yjs]p- <

> Claim 4. We have y,, € Finalgy.

PT’OO]: We know qn = H/lwrt(oq...an) = H/lal’...ali = f € FQ and Sy € FT- We infer (Sn)ﬁn’ q_)n) € F‘B
and, hence, y, € Finaly. q

All in all, we obtain k' = [o{p]...a/p,](1) = A, € [y.]yp and, hence, [7](A) = « =
a(x") € ma([yn]y). Additionally, we know y, € posty; (Inity ) N Finaly which finally proves
our lemma. «

Now, we prove the converse inclusion of Proposition 10.4.10. The proof of this inclusion
proceeds similar to the proof of Lemma 10.2.17. So, we consider a 7-labeled, accepting run
in P to a final configuration y € Confy and a k € [y]y. Similar to the single-queue case
our constructed pushdown automaton B3 lacks a memory of letters we have written before.
Hence, it is possible that there is no A € L with [7] (1) = k. However, we can exploit that
lack of memory and construct another action trace 7/ € (W'R’)* from A and 7 such that
[7'](X) = k. We do so by replacing the write actions in 7 by the letters we read in 7. This
ensures that we always read only those letters from the distributed queue’s contents after we
have written them into its content.

Lemma 10.4.12. Let y € posty,(Inity) N Finaly be a reachable, accepting configuration.
Then we have 4([y]y) € Reacu(L, (WR)*).
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Proof. Since y € posty,(Inity) N Finaly there is a run (y;)osjcn = ((5j> Pj> §)> #7 )osj<n in P
with yg € Inity = (Is x I x Q) x {e} and y,, = y € Finaly = (Fs x Q¢ x F¢) x #*. Then there

are basic queue actions ay, ..., &, € X’ with y; ﬂ)m yj+1 for each 0 < j < n. By the definition
of P we know the following for 0 < j < n:

(i) (s, @js1,8511) € Ag. Hence we observe [a; ... a,] € T(T)* = (W'R’)*. Then there are
traces 0y,...,0r € W'and py, ..., px € R' with [ay ... &, ] = 01y - . . Ok Pi-

(i) (Pja,pjm) € Acifaj=ac A’ or Pj=pinif aj € A'. Therefore, we have
pr--pk=[rd(a;...a,)] € T(Cp,) -
Additionally, we have T (&, ., ) " M(A) # @ by the definition of ‘.

(ii)) (§j,a,qjm) € Acifaj = a € A’ or §j = g if aji € A”. From y, € Inity we learn
qo € Q implying

01...0c = [wrt(oy...a,)] € T(C4mg,) € T(Cqor) = W
Now, let « € [y, g = T(ECs,-4,) N 971 (#7). Then we have

pro--pr-k€T(Crp) T(Ch )
CT(C)=1LW". (by y, € Finaly and ¢, € F¢)

Hence, thereare A € Land o},...,0} € W with p;... pxx = Ao{ ... 0.
> Claim 1. We have k = x.

Proof. First, we obtain the following equation:

lp1---prls +1|xls = |p1--. prxlp = Ao ... 04|p = x (10.5)

since [A[p = 0 and |oj|p = 1 for each 1 < j < x. Additionally, since the stack of 3 always
contains the difference of letters from B and B seen before, we have

lklp=cn=lo1...0klp—|p1---prls =k —|p1--- pklB- (10.6)

Combining the Equations (10.5) and (10.6) results in k = x. <

For1 < j<kletC;c Aandi; e Pu{0} with o] € Wg ;. Let1 < i < j < k with
$C,,i,8C;i; M $¢,i;8¢,i;- Then we obtain C; || C;. We also know C; = Alph(o;) ~ {sc,;,} and
Cj = Alph(o;) \ {sc,;,} implying o/ || o;. We infer

[
0;0; = 0;0] (10.7)
in this case. Hence, we can assume that $¢, ;... 8$c_;, = mg(a;...a,) holds (in the free

monoid E*).

We also have to determine the number of letters from B in each trace p; ... p; (where
1 < j < k). Similar to Equation (10.6) we know ¢; = |a;...&;|p — |oq... ;] > 0 for each
1 < i < n. This implies for 1 < j < k

lpr--.pjla<loi...ojlp=j=lo]...05. (10.8)
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Next, we want to construct traces y; ; € M((A') with 1< i, j < k + 1 satisfying the proper-
ties (1)-(6) of our special variation of Levi’s lemma (Corollary 10.4.7). Application of this
corollary will finally yield « = [6{p;...d/px] (1) and, hence, m4(x) € REacH(L, (WR)*).
The construction of the y; j is done inductively. So, we construct traces vfﬁ) and vl(Jz) satisfying
the original Levi’s lemma (cf. Theorem 3.4.6) for an increasing number j. Intuitively, we fill
the table in Figure 3.3 column-wise, where vg) corresponds to the cell (i, j) and vl(Jz) is the
concatenation of all columns to the right of the j" column (cf. Figure 10.8).

o | p2 | pi | pjurpex
i 2 ; '
: 1 . ,
o Vol Voi | Vz,Jl Vz,Jz
O T L0 )
012 Vierrd | Visn | 7 vk]+1,1 ij+1,2

Figure 10.8

First, we set VS) = A and vﬁfiz := o] for each 1 < i < k. Then we know

0 0 0
vl(’z)v§>2).“vl(c+)l,2 :AU{'OIZ :pl"'pkK-

The induction step proceeds as follows: for 1 < j < k we know vf,];l) . v,({fllg = pj- ( P PrK)
by induction hypothesis. By Levis lemma (Theorem 3.4.6) there are traces vgjl), vl(Jz) e M(A")

with the following properties: )

(-1 (1,0 :
(1) v, = v v foreach1<i<k+1,

6)] 6)]
(2) pj= 1’1,11 "'vk]+1,1’

(3) pju1- prk = vl()jz) e v,((i)l,z, and

@ v v

for each g > h.
()

i,1

Now, that we have constructed the traces v;/ and VI(JZ) , we have to prove that the lower-left

triangle of the table in Figure 10.8 is empty:
> Claim 2. We have vfﬂ) =¢foralli>j+1
Proof. Set € := |oyp;...0;p;| (i.e., our pushdown automaton is in configuration y, after
application of the j™ alternation). Recall that we have T(Cs,.5, ) N M(A) # @ by property

(ii). Hence, there is another trace £ € T(C4,p, ) "M(A). By p; ... p; € T(C;,_,5,) we obtain
Pr-..pj- fE T(Q:IC—’I;E) : T(Q:fe—’FQ‘) c T(Q:) =LW"™.

Additionally, we already know |p; ... pj|s < j from Equation (10.8) implying the existence of
anumber g < jsuch that p;...p;§ € LW'9 holds, i.e., there are traces A’ € Land 0/, ..., 07 €
W’ with py...p;¢=A0/"...0. Again, we can apply Levis lemma (Theorem 3.4.6) which
results in the table in Figure 10.9.

In other words, we replace the column “p.; ... pxx” in Figure 10.8 by £. Additionally, since
g < j < k holds, at most the first and g further rows are non-empty. Concretely, we observe
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Lo || pi | pin-pex~§

A~ A vl(,ll) V1(,]1)
o ~ 0 Vgll) Vg,Jl)
9y~ a0y || Vi Vo :

: .
G;;+1 ~E V§,+)1,1 V;]Jr)l,l

m 6)
)~ € Vit | 77 Vs

()

Figure 10.9. Visualization of the equation p; ... p;§ = 1'0{" ... 0] in terms of the traces v;'/".

that A and A’ have the common prefix vl()ll) . vl(ﬂ). We can also assume that o] and o]’ have
the common prefix Vﬁ)m . Vz(i)n for each 1 < i < g. Note that in the other case we could
observe $Cix $Cyniy B $Cyriy $Cpri implying 0920)’, = 0;0; according to Equation (10.7). This
implies that the remaining rows g < i < k remain empty, i.e., we have vl(i)“ = ¢ for each
g<j+1<i<k. q

Now, we set p;j = vfi) foreachl1 < i < k+1and1 < j < k. Additionally, we set
Uik = vg) for each 1 < i < k + 1. Then we already know that the traces y;; satisfy
property (6) of Corollary 10.4.7. Similar to the proof of Corollary 10.4.7 we may also show
the correctness of the remaining properties (1)-(5).

Finally, the application of Corollary 10.4.7 results in « = [o{p;...0/pr](A), i.e., we
have x € ReacH(L, (Mi’ﬁ)*) Due to our construction of 4’, W', and R’ we also have
ma(x) € REACH(L, (WR)*). Since « € [y, |y was arbitrary, we learn

ma([yn]p) € REacH(L, (WR)*). “

Finally, Lemmata 10.4.11 and 10.4.12 prove Proposition 10.4.10.

Correctness of the Construction

Before we prove the correctness of our construction, we need another lemma. This one proves
that we can factorize the semantics of any reachable accepting configuration y = ((s, p, §), #°)
of 3 into three recognizable languages: (1) some letters from A which belong to traces
o € Lu W’ from which we have already read several letters (especially we have already read
the begin markers of the traces ¢), (2) ¢ — 1 traces from W’ (i.e., W''1), and (3) one further
trace from W’ which has a run in € ending in § € F¢ (note that in contrast to the single-queue
case we could not assume |F¢| = 1 in this case).

Lemma 10.4.13. Let y = ((s, P, §),#°) € posty(Inity) N Finaly with ¢ > 0 and let
G:={Fe Qe | X e LW™: I, i@ 7} (note that Fg € G holds). Then we have

[yly = (T(Cppe) NM(A)) - W (T(Cgog) 0 W),
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With the help of this lemma we can also prove the recognizability of the semantics of a regular
set of configurations of 3. To do this, we only have to replace the second factor “W’-1” by
“W'N” where N ¢ N is recognizable in N. Note that W'V also is efficiently recognizable in
M(A") by the efficient closure properties (cf. Appendix A).

Proof. First, let ¥ € [y]y. By Proposition 10.4.10 there are A € L, 0y,...,0 € W/, and
pi>---» Pk € RN with [oipr...okpr](A) = ¥ # L. Our modified version of Levi’s lemma
(Corollary 10.4.7) yields traces u; ; € M((A") for 1 < i, j < k +1satisfying the properties (1)-(6).
We set X := {1< j <k | pjkn # 0j}, e, X is the set of indices j of 0; from which we have
read at least one letter and, hence, which are not fully contained in «.

In our first claim we consider a trace o; from which we have read at least one letter. We
will show that we have particularly read its begin marker. Formally, the complementary
prefix of o; wrt. .y k.1 starts with a letter from B.
> Claim 1. Let j € X. Then we have pj.; ... Ujak € Ca(BA*).

Proof. Towardsa contradiction, we suppose f4j.11 ... fj1,x ¢ Car(BA*),1.e., this trace does not
contain a letter from B. However, by j € X we know pj, k41 # 0 implying pj,1; ... prjx # €.

From y € posty,(Inity) we know T(€;.p, ) N M(A) # @. Hence, there is a trace { €
T (€4, ) NM(A). We also know p; ... px € T(&;,_;) by the construction of our pushdown
system 3. We infer

Pr-.-Pk- f € T(€I¢—>ﬁ) . T(¢f)—>F¢) c T(Q:) =LW"™.

Now, we replace the last row of the table in Figure 10.4 by &. In other words, we find traces
Vi1 € M(A) with the following properties: (1) Viks1- - Vi1 = & (2) Y- -« BrxViks1 € L,
and (3) pos11 - - PxstkVasike1 € W/ U {e} foreach1 < x < k.

Though, from our assumption g1 ... djk ¢ Ca(BA*) and vj.q k1 € M(A) we learn

EF Ui+l - - - Bj+1kVjrLk+1 € W'n M(ﬂ) =9,

but this is impossible. Hence, we have pj.1; ... t#jx € (o (BA*). <
From this claim we learn that pj.; .1 € M(A) holds if, and only if, j € X. This implies

c=|oy...olp—|p1---prlp =k —|tr1--- tksr1--- Pk --- tinkls =k —1X].

> Claim 2. Leti€ X and1< j<iwith j¢ X. Then we have 0;0; = 0;0;.

Proof. Let C;,C; € Aand i;,i; € Pu {0} with 0; € W, ;, and 0; € Wc, ;.. By j ¢ X we know
Wisin - Uik = € and Yk = 0. From i € X we also infer pi;. .. ik € (o ($c,,i,AY).
Since j < i the automaton B has written o; before o;, but it has read $¢, ;, before 0;. Hence,
we obtain $c,;,$c,,i, ¥ $c;,i;$c,i;- This equation implies one of the following two cases:

(1) s$c.i, = $c;,i;- From property (5) of Corollary 10.4.7 we infer p.1; ... fisik || #je1ke- But
this is impossible since $¢, ;, € Alph(p11 ... fhisik) N Alph(fji1,k41) and, by definition
of distributed alphabets, we have sc. ;, M’ # &. Hence, this case will not occur.

(2) sc.i, |l $c,,i;- By the construction of A’ we also have C; | C; in this case. Since C; =
Alph(a;) \ {$¢,,} and C; = Alph(o;) \ {$¢,;; } holds, we finally obtain 0;0; = 0j0;. <

In particular, from this claim we infer y;.1 k1l jerke1 = Hjrrkrfivka for i€ Xand j¢ X
with 1< j < i < k. Therefore we obtain

K= H [Jj+1,k+1' H Mj+1,k+1: H Mj+1,k+1' H aj-

jexu{o} jexu{o} jexu{o} jexu{o}
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By the definition of 3 and by y € posty(Inity) we know

H Hijr11- - BjrLk € T(Qtlc—’f’) and H Hijt1,k+1 € T(Q:I—;_’FQ‘) N M(ﬂ) .

jeXu{o} jeXu{o}
Additionally, we have [T ;¢xu(0) #js1,k01 € W' Since & € T(€;.,5) holds, we finally infer
k€ (T(Chp,) "M(A)) - W (T(Coo5) N W').

Next, we prove the converse inclusion. To this end, let x € (T(C4_f, ) N M(A)) - W'
(T(€6-4) N W’). We see then that k € 775" (B¢) = 971(#°) holds. Additionally, we know from
Fe € G that W' = T(€¢_g) N {x(BA*) holds. Hence, there are states f, ..., f. € G with

K€ T(Q: )T(Qfl_)fz)... T(Q:f:_lﬁﬁ)T(Q:ﬁ—»q) c T((’:f,_,q)

p=fi
implying « € T(C;.5) N 971(#) = [yl <

Now, we are able to prove Theorem 10.4.8. To this end, we consider the reachable ac-
cepting configurations of 3. Since 3 is a pushdown automaton, this set of configurations
is efficiently regular. Now, let f € Fy be any final state of 3. Then application of Theo-
rem 9.2.1 yields the effective (and even efficient) regularity of the language of stack contents
in configurations ( f,#°) reachable from Inity. From this language we obtain a semi-linear
N-language

Ny :={ceN|(f,#) € posty(Inity) N Finalp} € N.

Finally, we can replace the second factor of the product in Lemma 10.4.13 by W¥/~! (where
Ny-1:={n-1|neNp~{0}} = \Ny), which is efficiently recognizable. We will see then that
ReacH(L, (WR)*) is a finite union of such products and, hence, is efficiently recognizable

in M(A4).

Proof (of Theorem 10.4.8). Using Theorem 9.2.1 we can compute from 3 and the finite (and,
therefore, regular) set Inity of configurations a B-NFA A = (Qq, {#}, Qyp, Ax, Fy) accepting
C(2A) = posty;(Inity ). Since Finaly also is a regular set of configurations, the set

posty; (Inity ) N Finaly = fg {f} x L(~Ap-py)
<Fy

is regular as well. Note that for any state f € Fy the language L(2 s, ) is semi-linear. In
other words, the set Ny := {c e N | #° € L( /., )} is effectively recognizable in N,

Now, for f = (s, p,§) € Fp we want to compute an asynchronous automaton 91,
accepting

TMy) = U #mal[(£#)]p) = U ma([(f#) ) -
#CeL(Qlf_,le ) ceNy

In other words, this automaton accepts exactly those traces having an abstraction (f, #°)
with ¢ € Ny, i.e., with (f, #) € posty, (Inity) N Finaly.

To this end, we need the following effectively regular language:

7. T(C5.4) ifeeL(As.p,) (resp.0 € Ny)
e otherwise.
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Then we have the following equations due to Lemma 10.4.13:

T(My) = U ma([(f,#) )

CENf

=Z;u U (T(Chop) nM(A)) - W p\(T(€gog) n W)

ceNgN{0}

=Zp U ((T(Cpope) " M(A)) - W p\(T(Cmg) n W'))

where G = {f € Q¢ | 3IA € LW"*: [ LQ‘ 7}. This trace language is effectively recognizable in
M(A) by the closure properties of recognizable trace languages (cf. Appendix A) and can
be computed in polynomial time for a fixed distributed alphabet A. Finally, we obtain the
following equation:

ReacH(L, (WR)*) = U ma([y]yp) (by Proposition 10.4.10)
yepost%‘3 (Initsy )NFinalsy

= J U ma([(f>#)]p)

fEFcp CGNf

= rey).

feFy

Since there are only polynomial many states in Fy, REACH(L, (K\/ﬁ) *) is a union of polyno-
mial many recognizable trace languages. Hence, REAcH(L, (WR)*) is efficiently recogniza-
ble in MI(A). «

Further Results

In Theorem 10.4.8 we have only considered forwards reachability in special alternating
distributed queue systems. Since the restrictions on read and write actions do not coincide
in these meta-transformations we have to consider backwards reachability separately. In
this case, utilization of Theorem 10.4.2 yields that BAckREAcH(L, (WR)*) is efficiently
recognizable whenever L, W,R ¢ M(A) are recognizable trace languages such that R is
connected. However, we can also consider backwards reachability in alternating distributed
queue systems with exactly the restrictions from Theorem 10.4.8. This is considered in the
following corollary:

Corollary 10.4.14. Let A = (A,P,M) be a distributed alphabet and L, W,R ¢
M(A) be recognizable such that W is connected. Then the membership problem of
BACKREACH (L, (WR)*) is effectively decidable. For a fixed distributed alphabet A
this membership problem is in P. However, there are recognizable trace languages
L, W,R € M(A) where W is connected such that BACKREAcH (L, (WR)*) is not even
rational.

Proof. Let 7 € M(A) be a trace. To decide 7 € BACKREACH(L, (WR)*) we first compute an
asynchronous automaton 2, accepting REACH ({7}, (WR)*) as described in Theorem 10.4.8.
Finally, we can check in polynomial time whether T'(2(,) n L is not empty.
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Towards the second statement, recall that
BackREACH (L, (WR)*) = REacH (LR, (RRWR)* )R

holds by Theorem 10.4.2 and by d((WR)*) = (RRWR)*, Hence, we have to show that for
some recognizable trace languages L, W, R € M(A) where R is connected that the language
ReacH (L, (WR)*) is not rational.

Let 4 = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet with the dependency graph a — b —c.
Additionally, we set L := {e}, W := {acc, b}, and R := {c} (note that W is not connected).
Then we have

ReacH(L, (WR)*) n {4z(a*b*) = {[a"b"] | n e N}.

Since there is no regular language K ¢ A* satisfying {4(K) = {[a"b"] | n € N}, this
trace language is not rational (recall that a trace language is rational if it is the image of
a regular language since (4 is an epimorphism). Due to the recognizability of the trace
language {4(a*b*) and due to the fact that the intersection of a rational trace language with
a recognizable one always is rational again, the language REact (L, (WR)*) is not rational.«

The first statement of Corollary 10.4.14 also is true if we replace the language of queue
contents L € M(A) by a rational trace language. This is true, since REacH ({7}, (WR)*) is
effectively recognizable (where 7 € M((4)) and L is rational and, therefore, the intersection
of these two trace languages also is effectively rational. Finally, we can check in polynomial
time whether this intersection is not empty.

Interestingly, we cannot translate this extension to forwards reachability as the following
lemma shows:

Lemma 10.4.15. There are a distributed alphabet A = (A, P, M), a rational trace lan-
guage L ¢ M((A), and recognizable trace languages W, R € MI(A) where W is connected
such that REACH(L, (WR)*) is an undecidable trace language.

Proof. We recall Remark 10.4.4. In this lemma, we have given two rational trace languages
L, T < M(A) such that REacH (L, T) is undecidable. We only have to adjust our definitions
of L, W, and R. Concretely, we set L as given in this remark, W := {e}, and R := {[y; cd/] |
1< j<k}. Then we have T = (WR)* and, hence, ¢ € Reacu (L, (WR)*) = Reacu(L, T) if,
and only if, the underlying instance of the PCP has a solution. <

In other words, we cannot extend Theorem 10.4.8 to trace languages L ¢ M(A) of
initial queue contents which are not recognizable. The following lemma considers another
restriction to Theorem 10.4.8. Concretely, we will see that we really require the language of
write traces W € M((A) to be connected:

Lemma 10.4.16. There are a distributed alphabet A = (A, P,M) and recognizable trace
languages L, W, R € M((A) where W is not connected such that REacH(L, (WR)*) is
an undecidable trace language.
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Proof. Let B = {a, b} be a binary alphabet and I = (x}, ;)i<j< be an instance of the PCP
over the alphabet B. Again, we want to construct L, W, and R with the given restrictions
such that e € ReacH(L, (WR)*) holds if, and only if, I has a solution. To this end, let
A = (A, P,M) be the distributed alphabet from Remark 10.4.4. Then we set

W= {[xjed’]|1<j<k}u{e}, R:={[yjed’]|1<j<k}u{e},

and L := W~ {¢}. Then L, W, and R are finite and, therefore, recognizable. We finally obtain
the aforementioned equivalence. <

In Section 10.2 we have conjectured that REAcH(L, T*) is regular if L and T are regular
and for each two words s, t € T there is r € T with wrt(r) = wrt(s) and rd(r) = rd(¢). The
lemma from above has shown that this conjecture is not true for distributed queue systems
having at least two processes. However, we may conjecture another related problem:

Conjecture 10.4.17. Let 4 = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet, L, W,,..., Wy, R
M(A) are recognizable where Wi, ..., Wy are connected and one of the following prop-
erties holds:

(1) W; || Wjforeach1<i< j<kor

(2) W; is mono-alphabetic for each 1 < i < k, i.e., there is C; € A such that for each
o € W; we have Alph(o) = C,.

Then ReacH(L, (W, W; ... WiR)*) is decidable.

A possible idea to proof this conjecture may be a reduction to the reachability problem of k-
counter automata similar to our construction in Theorem 10.4.8. This problem is decidable by
[May84] but its complexity is not primitive recursive for unbounded numbers k [CO22, Ler22]

and is primitive recursive for fixed k [LS19].

10.4.4 Single Loops

Finally, we want to consider loops of single action traces. Concretely, we want to compute
the language REacH(L, 7*) for a recognizable trace language L € M(A) and an action trace
7 € M(E). To compute this trace language we want to utilize our main result from the
previous subsection (Theorem 10.4.8). To this end, we should recall that - according to
Corollary 4.8.11 - there are three traces 0y, 05, 03 € M(A) satisfying 7 = 670,03. This implies
ReacH(L, 1) = ReacH(L, (010,03)*). However, until now this does not match the form
ReacH(L, (WR)*) from Theorem 10.4.8. But we know the following equation:

(010203)" = {} U G1(0,0301) " 0203 .

Hence, we can compute REACH (L, 7*) by application of Proposition 10.4.3 and computation
of REacH(K, (0,03071)*) for an appropriate trace language K € M(A4). Therefore, it suffices
from now on to consider the case REacH(L, (6p)*) where L ¢ M(A) is recognizable and

o,p e M(A).
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Unfortunately, REAcH(L, (0)p)*) is not recognizable for any recognizable trace language
L € M(A) and traces o, p € M(A). In this connection, recall that (ab)* is not recognizable
if a || b holds. Hence, the map L — ReacH(L, (ab)*) does not preserve recognizability in
this case.

For distributed queue systems having a finite number of independent queues (i.e., the
dependence graph G4 is the disjoint union of some cliques), Boigelot et al. specified in
[Boi+97] in which cases the map L — REacH(L, 7*) preserves recognizability. In the context
of this paper the authors introduced the notion of a “counter” in an action trace 7 € M(€).
Such a counter corresponds to a queue which actually writes letters in 7. Then for certain
queue inputs we can observe a queue content of the form w/ after j iterations of 7 (i.e., we
count the number of iterations in this case).

Here, we want to generalize this result to arbitrary distributed alphabets 4. To this end,
we first need a generalization of counters in an action trace:

Definition 10.4.18. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet and 7, p € M[(A4). A
subset of letters C € Aisa counterin op if C is a connected component of the dependence
graph Gy, ,, " and one of the following conditions holds:

(1) C consists of one isolated vertex in 4 and |o|¢c > [p|z or

(2) C contains no isolated vertex in 4 and |o]|c > 0.

d

Before we characterize the action traces op where L — REACH(L, (0p)*) preserves recogni-
zability, we want to give an intuition on the notion of a counter. So, let o, p € M[((A) be two
traces and C € A be a counter in op. First we assume that C < Isolated(A) consists of one
isolated vertex. Then there are a € A and i € P with C = {a} and a M i. Since C is a counter
there are two numbers m > n € N with 71;(op) = a™a". According to Lemma 4.8.4(3) we
have aa = a implying that a™a" = a™" + ¢. Then j iterations of [op] to an eligible queue
content A results in the content a/("=") in queue i. Hence, queue i counts the iterations.
Now, let C n Isolated(A) = @ contain no isolated vertex. Then there is a € C with
nc(0) € aM(A), another letter b € A\ {a} with a } b, and a process i € a Mn b M. Again,
j iterations of [op] to an eligible queue content A results in the content b - 71;( o)/ in queue i.
Therefore, queue i also counts the number of iterations, i.e., the name “counter” is reasonable.

Example 10.4.19. Let 4 = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet with the dependence
graph a —b—c¢  d. Then the trace [acda] has the counters {a} (note that a is not
isolated in A), {c}, and {d}. The trace [acdd] has the counters {a} and {c}. Moreover,
the trace [abcdd] only has one counter {a, b, c}.

d

Finally, we can prove the following characterization of the traces g, p € M(A) preserving
the recognizability in L — ReacH(L, (op)*):

Theorem 10.4.20. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet and o, p € M((A). Then
the following statements are equivalent:

(1) For each recognizable trace language L € M((A) the set REACH(L, (ap)*) is (effec-
tively) recognizable.

(2) op contains at most one counter.

xiiiNote that this is the dependence graph of 4 restricted to the write actions occurring in op.
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Proof. First, we assume that op contains at most one counter. Our aim is to apply The-
orem 10.4.8 to prove the recognizability of REacH(L, (op)*). However, until now this is
impossible since o is not necessarily connected since there may be some write actions of an
isolated vertex which are superseded by read actions of the same letter. So, let a € Isolated(A)
be an isolated vertex in the dependence graph of A with |o]|, > 1, which is not a counter in
op. Since a is not a counter we have 7;(op) = a™a" for two numbers m < n € N. However,
from Lemma 4.8.4(3) we know aa = ¢. Hence, we can compute two traces o’, p’ € M(A)
with op = 0/p’, |0’|, = 0, and |p’|, = n — m. Finally, iteration of this step yields two traces
0", p" € M(A) with op = ¢ p” and ¢” is connected. Then from Theorem 10.4.8 we obtain
the recognizability of ReacH (L, (6p)*) = ReacH(L, (¢"/p")*) for any recognizable trace
language L € M(A).

For the converse implication, let op contain at least two counters C;, C, € A. By the
definition of a counter we have C; || C,. Let By, ..., B € A be the connected components of
Gty - We can assume that the B;’s are pairwise disjoint. We set p; := 7, (p) for each
1 < i < k. Since B; is connected, the trace p; also is connected. We have to distinguish the
following cases:

(1) C; and C, consist of isolated vertices in 4. Then there are a;,a, € A with C; = {a;}.
Since a;a; = € holds by Lemma 4.8.4(3), we can assume that |p|c, > 0 holds. W.Lo.g. we
can assume C; = B; (fori =1,2).

Due to the connectivity of the p;’s, the trace language L := p3p; ... p; is recognizable
in M(A). Then we have

Moy (C2 (ReaCH(L, (09)"))) nafa; = {a{""a3™" | n € N}

where d; := |0|,, — |pls, > 1for i = 1,2. This language is not regular. Hence, the word
language (' (REacH (L, (0)p)*)) is not regular and REACH(L, (0p)*) is not recognizable
in M(A4).

(2) C; and C, are no isolated vertices in A. For i = 1,2 we set a; € AU {¢} as follows: if
CinBj =@ forany1< j <k (in this case we do not read any letter from C; in p) we set
a; = €. Otherwise we can assume that C; n B; # @ holds. Since the connected component
in G4 containing C; and B; has at least two letters, there are two disjoint letters a;, b; € A
with p; € b,M(A), a; € C;, and a; | b;. In this case we observe that p; ¢ a;M(A).
Independently of a; = e or a; € A, we set L := p/pJ ... p;aia,. This is a recognizable
trace language due to the closure properties of recognizable trace languages. Then we
observe

mcue, ({7 (REACH(L, (0p)*))) N ayayw; wy = {@awiw} | n e N}

where w; := ¢, (o) for i = 1,2. Again, this word language is not regular and, therefore,
ReAcH(L, (op)*) is not recognizable.

(3) Cisisolated and G, is not isolated in A. This is a simple combination of the two cases
from above. <

One may also check whether the characterization in this theorem generalizes to languages of
action traces. However, at least the implication “(1)=(2)” is not valid for all pairs W, R ¢

XXVThis is the dependence graph of 4 restricted to the read actions occurring in op.
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M(A) of recognizable trace languages. For example, let 4 = (A, P, M) be a distributed
alphabet and a,b ¢ A with a || b. Moreover, we consider W = R := M(A). Then
ReacH(L, (WR)*) = M(A) holds for any trace language L € M(A). In this case, (1) is
satisfied, but there are traces in WR having more than one counter (e.g., [ab] € WR).
Until now it is unclear, whether the converse implication is true for any pair W,R ¢
M(A) of recognizable trace languages. We conjecture that the language REacH (L, (WR)*)
is (effectively) recognizable for any recognizable L € M(A) if any trace 0p € WR contains at
most one counter. Possibly this could be proven by some modifications of our construction
in Theorem 10.4.8 like bounded counters for isolated vertices which are “counting down™*".

10.5 Conclusion

In this chapter we have considered the reachability problem of reliable queue automata having
one or more queues as well as the reachability problem of partially lossy queue automata.
Since this problem is either undecidable or inefficient for all of the mentioned automata
models, we have considered an under-approximation which was first introduced by Boigelot
etal. in [Boi+97]. So, we approximated the set of reachable queue contents step-by-step where
each step consists of a so-called meta-transformation. This is a language of action sequences
from which we can easily compute the set of reachable queue contents. While Boigelot et al.
as well as Abdulla et al. in [Abd+o04] considered only single sequences of actions and loops
of action sequences, we have considered some further kinds of meta-transformations:

(1) We considered regular (or recognizable) languages which are closed under behavioral
equivalence, i.e., under a set of (context-sensitive) commutations of the basic actions.

(2) We also studied multiple loops. Concretely, we considered automata alternating between
write and read sequences from two specified regular languages.

In both cases we could prove that, starting from a regular language of queue contents, the
queue automaton reaches another regular language of new contents. The constructions
proving these results all are possible in polynomial time.

In the light of these kinds of meta-transformations we may also consider a generalization
of the so-called flat queue automata to automata having a graph consisting of simple paths
and single loops as well as components closed under behavioral equivalence or alternating
between write and read sequences. Possibly one can prove the decidability (or even NP-
completeness) of the reachability problem in such “semi-flat” queue automata similar to the
NP-completeness of reachability in flat (lossy) queue automata [FP20, Sch20].

¥ An isolated vertex a € A is a countdown in op if it occurs in ¢ and satisfies |o|c < [p|z. Then for a queue
content A the iterated application of op reduces the number of a’s in A (i.e., the distributed queue system
counts down).
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Conclusion

We have investigated the behavior of multiple data types and of automata having a storage
mechanism of one of these types. Our studies focused on partially lossy and distributed
variations of queues and stacks. Partially lossy queues and stacks are similarly defined as
classical queues and stacks. However, these data types are allowed to forget some specified
parts of their contents at any time. So, we can see this as a unification of lossy and reliable
data types. Automata having a distributed queue or stack as their memory can be seen as a
network of finitely many computers each having a queue or stack, respectively, with a special
synchronization mechanism between them.

In the first part of this thesis we have considered the transformation monoid of those
data types. We have seen that for any sequences of basic actions there is another sequence
which is somewhat simple and has the same effect on any content - we call these sequences
normal forms. This fact turned out to be a helpful tool when verifying automata with those
data types. We have also considered some further algebraic properties of the transformation
monoid. For example, we have seen that Green’s relations are trivial for partially lossy queues
but not for partially lossy stacks. In this case there is a strong connection of Green’s relations
to the aforementioned normal forms.

We have also considered several classes of languages in the transformation monoid of
partially lossy queues and stacks. So, the membership problem of rational languages in
the transformation monoid of partially lossy queues is NL-complete, while other important
problems like equivalence or intersection emptiness inherit their undecidability from Post’s
correspondence problem [Pos46]. In contrast, we have seen the decidability of almost all of
these considered decision problems for partially lossy stacks. For this case we have proven a
generalization of a result from Render and Kambites [RKog]. Concretely, we have learned
that a language in the transformation monoid of a partially lossy stack is rational if, and only if,
the set of its normal forms is regular. With this result we learn that the membership problem
and intersection emptiness problem are in P while equivalence is PSPACE-complete.

Another important class we have considered is the class of recognizable languages in the
transformation monoid. For partially lossy queues we have proven two characterizations in
the style of Kleene’s and Biichi’s Theorem [Kles1, Biic6o]. In other words, we have introduced
special rational expressions and a monadic second-order logic describing the recognizable
languages. In contrast, for the most partially lossy stacks there are only trivial recogniza-
ble languages in their transformation monoid. Only, for counters we have seen that their
recognizable languages have a strong connection to finite cyclic groups.

In the second part of this thesis we have studied the reachability problem and the model
checking problem of several temporal logics, like LTL and CTL, for automata with partially
lossy and distributed stacks and queues. These problems are well-known to be decidable for
classical pushdown automata [BEM97, FWWg7]. Automata with the other considered data
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types are as powerful as Turing-machines. Hence, we have considered special restrictions on
these automata.

First, we considered distributed pushdown automata consisting of a local pushdown
automaton for each process and in which each transition writes letters only into those local
stacks from which we have read a letter right before. For those automata the reachability
problem is still decidable in polynomial time - the proof of this decidability is inspired by the
constructions from [BEMg97, FWWg7]. Also recurrent reachability is decidable in polynomial
time implying the decidability of the model checking problem of LTL with local properties.

For partially lossy and distributed queue automata we have chosen another restriction.
Here, we have extended the under-approximation of the reachability problem which was
introduced by Boigelot et al. in [Boi+97]. In this paper the authors approximated the reacha-
bility problem step-by-step by merging loops to so-called meta-transformations. Concretely,
we have studied queue automata applying exactly the action sequences from a recogniza-
ble language in their transformation monoid. Additionally, we have considered automata
alternating between writing letters from a given regular language of write sequences and
reading letters from another regular language of read action sequences. In both cases we
have seen that the reachability problem is decidable in polynomial time for those restricted
queue automata. Using the aforementioned simple action sequences having the same effect
to any queue content, we also obtain the result from Boigelot et al. as a corollary.




APPENDIX A
Efficient Constructions on Asynchronous
Automata

In this chapter we recall the closure properties of the class of recognizable trace languages.
All of these closure properties are already known (cf. e.g. [Och85, Diego, DR9gs5]). However,
these constructions require a deterministic automata model accepting the recognizable trace
languages. Due to this requirement, the constructions for the product or the iteration require
in some cases at least exponential time. Here, we present some alternative constructions
using the (nondeterministic) asynchronous automata (cf. Definition 9.4.1). In the end, our
constructions are possible in polynomial time - at least if we fix the underlying distributed
alphabet.

Theorem A.1. Let 4 = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet and 2| and B be two asyn-
chronous automata. Then from 2 and B we can compute in polynomial time asynchro-
nous automata accepting

(1) T(A)uv T(B),
(2) T(A)nT(B),
() T(A), and

(4) T(2)w T(B).

Proof idea. These are essentially the constructions for arbitrary NFAs. «

Theorem A.2. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet, 2 be an NFA, and B be an
asynchronous automaton. Then the following statements hold:

(1) We can compute asynchronous automata accepting ro\T(B) and T(B) /()
resp., from 2l and *B in polynomial time.

(2) We can compute NFAs accepting 1)\ T (L) and T () [r(s), resp., from A and B.
If A is fixed, these constructions are possible in polynomial time.
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Proof idea. The first statement of this theorem is essentially the construction for quotients
of regular word languages using NFAs.

Now, we consider the second statement. We first prove the efficient rationality of
re\T(A). To this end, let 2 = (QA, 4, I4, A4, FA) and B = (QB, 4, IB, AB, FB). We
construct an NFA € (with e-transitions) which first simulates 28 with the help of e-transitions
and then 2 with normal transitions. Due to the partial commutations according to the
distributed alphabet 4, these two simulations can also interleave. This means, even if the
simulation of B is not finished yet, we can start the simulation of 2 on those processes ‘B
has already finished. To this end, we have to store the current states of 2 and B as well as
the set of processes on which the simulation of ‘B is already finished.

Allin all, the described NFA (with e-transitions) is € = (Q€, 4, I¢, A€, F€) where:

QC:= Q4 x QB x 27,

IC:=TAx B x {@&},

FC := FA x FB x 2P and

A€ consists of exactly the following transitions:

~ ifthereare p,q € Q4,7 ¢ QB,ac A, and X ¢ P with (p,a,q) € A4 then we have
((p,#,X),a,(q, 7, XuaM)) € AC.

— ifthereare p,q € Q4,#,3¢ QF,ac A and X € PwithaMn X = &, (p,a,q) € A4,
and (7, a, §) € AB then we have ((p,7,X),¢,(q,8, X)) € AC.
We can see then T(€) = 73\ T().

Finally, we know T (1) /r(») = (T(%)R\T(Ql)R)R and, hence, we obtain the closure under
right-quotients using left-quotients and reversal, only. «

Theorem A.3. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet and A and B be two
asynchronous automata. Then we can compute an asynchronous automaton accept-
ing T(A) - T(*B) from A and B in polynomial time.

Proof. Let 2 = (dA,ﬂ, IA, A4, FA) and B = ((53,71, IB, AB, FB) with Qs =Lip Q4 Q=
[Ticp Q2, and (wlo.g.) Q*n Q? = @ foreach i € P.

The construction of an asynchronous automaton accepting T(21) - T(*8) follows the
idea of the classical construction for concatenation of two regular languages for each process
i € P. However, it is a bit more involved since we have to ensure that the simulation of 2
ends in a common final state of 2 and the simulation of *B starts in a common initial state of
B. Concretely, we will construct asynchronous automata accepting T' (2 ; f»A) -T(B;, fB)

for all states (4 ¢ I4, fA ¢ FA, B ¢ IB, and fP ¢ FB. Then the product T() - T(*B) is the
union of all combinations of initial and final states of 2 and B.

Now, let 4 ¢ T4, fA ¢ FA, 8 ¢ I, and fB ¢ FB. We now construct the following
asynchronous automaton € = (Q€, 4, I, AC, FC) accepting T(Qlﬁqu) : T(‘Bﬁ,%ﬁ,):

Q€ := [T;ep QF with Q€ := Q4 U Q5,
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(i iP} i = £ }

{it} otherwise

VieP:p,-e{

I€ = {(pi)ieP

{fE} otherwise

(A gy =g } and

FC = {(p,-),-gp VieP:p; e {

((Pi)ieam> (qi)icam) € AS iff for each i € a M there is r; € QF such that

(1) ri=gq;or
(2) ri=fAandgq; =8

and ((pi)icans> (71)icam) € A% U AL,

Finally, we obtain an asynchronous automaton accepting T'(2() - T(*B) by the union of all
these trace languages T(€) = T(As 1) - T(B 5, ). This is possible in polynomial time
since there are only polynomial many combinations of initial and final states and due to
Theorem A.1. “«

Theorem A.4. Let 4 = (A, P, M) be a distributed alphabet and 2 be an asynchronous
automaton such that T(2l) is connected. Then we can compute an asynchronous auto-
maton accepting T()* from 2L. If A is fixed, this construction is possible in polynomial
time.

Proof. The idea of our construction is the following: first, we partition T'(2) into recogni-
zable languages of traces having a “similar” run in (. Concretely, for each pair 7 and f of
initial and final states in 2l and each connected subset C ¢ A we construct an asynchronous
automaton B accepting exactly those traces A € M() which have a run from 7 to f in 2
and satisfy Alph(1) = C. Additionally, we attach a label to each letter which can be read by
these automata. These labels consist of the set C and a small natural number. They turn out
to be very helpful later in our proof. Concretely, we have to distinguish in our proof to which
subtrace a letter belongs to in a sequence of multiple traces from T (21). Then such label is a
very important indicator for this mapping. After the construction of the described automata
accepting traces with similar runs, we utilize the classical construction for the Kleene-star
on the disjoint union of the aforementioned automata. Finally, we are able to remove the
labels and obtain the Kleene-closure of T(2l).

First, we consider the case ¢ € T(2[). Then we have T(2)* = (T(2) \ {e})*. Hence,
from now on we can assume ¢ ¢ T(21).

Now, we define our labels: a label is a tuple Z = (C,z) where C € A is a non-empty
connected set in 4 and 0 < z < 2|P| is a (small) natural number. The flag z will help us to
distinguish consecutive traces having the same induced alphabet C. By A we denote the set
of all labels. We blow up our distributed alphabet 4 with labels as follows: A’ = (A’, P, M')
is the distributed alphabet with

A':={(a,1)|1=(C,z)eA,aecC}and
M :={((a,Z),i)]| (a,Z) e A", aMi}.
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We also define a transduction 71: A’ — A:(a,Z) — a. Since 7 preserves dependencies of
letters, the transduction 77(L) of a recognizable trace language L € M(A’) is recognizable as
well.

Let 2 = (Q,4,1,A,F). Then 7-!(T(2)) is effectively recognizable. Additionally, let
i e, f € Fbeapair of initial and final states of 2 and Z = (C, z) be a label. We can construct

Lz 201 gy ,
an asynchronous automaton /2 = (Q' P, i, AP piof L) accepting

”_I(T(er»f)) n ﬂcM(ﬂ, rCX{'L}) (a, 1) -M(A' Tcx{z}) .

In other words, 2%/ accepts exactly those Z-labeled traces A € M(A’) such that (1) has a
run from 7 to f in 2 and Alph(1) = C x {Z}. Note that there is an asynchronous automaton
accepting M(A' I cxyqy) - (@, L) - MI(A' | cxq)) where each process i € P has at most two
local states.

We also have to store a bounded part of the history of labels, our asynchronous automaton
has seen on each of its processes. These histories will prevent our automaton to read a shuffle
of two or more traces which is not serializable anymore. For example, Figure A.1 shows the
shuffle of two traces x, A € T(2l) which is neither equivalent to kA nor to Ax.

Figure A.1. A shuffle o of k¥ = [abd] (circles) and A = [dca] (rectangles). On each process i € P we have
74, (0) = ma, (k) or ma,(0) = ma,(Ak), i.e., k and A are sequential on each process. However, ¢ cannot be
serialized into kA or Ax.

So, we have to implement a mechanism which prevents such situation. To this end, we
introduce a so-called history. Such history is a special trace on the distributed alphabet
H =(A,P,N) with N = {((C,z),i) | i € CM}. Concretely, a trace H € M((H) is a history if
each label Z € A occurs in H at most once. We also have to merge multiple histories: H; v H,
for two histories H; and H, is constructed in three steps as follows:

1. Pruning. If there is a connected set C € A occurring more than |P| times in H;, we remove
all of the labels with alphabet C except for the |P| right-most occurrences of C. We also
do this operation on H,.

2. Joining. In this step we see H; and H, as two strict partial orderings on A: We have
(C,y)<j(D,z)if C {y Dand H; e MI((H) - (C, y) -M(H) - (D, z) - M(H) (for j =1,2).
Finally, by < we denote the transitive closure of <; U <,.

3. Checking. If < is a strict partial ordering, we obtain a joint history H. Otherwise, < is
not irreflexive or not anti-symmetric. In this case, < induces no trace and, therefore, our
merge operation fails.
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Note that we can see the letters of the histories H; and H, as the (interlocking) teeth of a
zipper. Then our merge-operation v can be visualized as the closing of this zipper.
> Example. Consider the situation in Figure A.1. Let K and Z be labels of the traces
resp. A (note K # 1). After reading b, the process 4 learns the history ZK. After reading
¢, the process 3 stores KZ. Finally, when reading the second d we have to merge the
histories ZK and KZ which is impossible. Hence, our automaton will block in this
moment.

Now, we apply the classical construction for the Kleene-star on the disjoint union of all
automata (/7 with some special restrictions. So, B = (QB, A', I8, AB, FB) is the following
asynchronous automaton:

i.f.7 . .
qeQ” ", His ahlstory,} o {1},

_)B = . B d B = )_): ->> 1‘)H’
Q® := [T;p QF and Q! {Wf M 245 10, 2lP))

IB = {(qi)ri)ﬁ,li)Hi)ﬁ)iEP | qi € I?’fi,li)Hi = li = (CI)O)} u {(Ti)ieP}) where
0:24 - {0,...,2|P|}:C + O maps all C € A to 0,
FB = {(Qi,fi,fi, Li,Hi,m;)iep | qi € F?’fi’li} U{(T:)iep}>and
((pis& f> L, Gismi)icars» (qis Ji> Gi» Kis His Yii)ieaM) € Aﬁﬂ) ifft H = ViamG; is well-
defined and for each i € a M thereisr; € Q:’f L such that

(i) ri=qiand (i, f, 2, H,m;) = (f» §i» K> Hi, m;) or

(i) e Ff’f’l and gq; € 1{7’§i’q<i, K; = (C,z) with z := (m;(C) +1) mod (2|P| +1),
H;:= H- K, (i.e., we start reading a K;-labeled trace after this transition), and
n; arises from m; by increasing the value of C modulo 2|P| + 1

Bf 7
and ((p:)icants (7i)icant) € AL,

Then B has size O(|2A] - |Q? - (214)! - 214HPI), i.e., if A is fixed this construction is possible in
polynomial time (and in twofold exponential time if 4 is not fixed). Now, we have to prove
n(T(B)) = T(A)*.

> Claim 1. We have T(20)* € n(T(®8)).

Proof. Let A € T(2)*. Then there are traces«;, ..., x; € T(2() with A = x; ... k. If k = 0 then
we have A = ¢. Since (T;);ep € I® N FB we also have € € 7(T(®8)). So, from now on, assume
k > 0. Then there are accepting runs in 2 labeled with «, for each 1 < n < k, i.e., there are

Aplr- > ne, € Aand gy os... qme, € Q with &, = [@yy...ane, ] Gio € I qn,j-1 Qm qn,j
foreach1< j<¢,,and g, € F foreach1<n <k.

For1<n < kletZ, = (C,,z,) be alabel such that the flag z, is - starting from 0 -
increasing monotonically (modulo 2|P| + 1) for labels with the same connected alphabet
C, := Alph(x,).

We NOW CONStruct a run Pro, ... Press-- - Pros - - -» Piee, € QF labeled with

AI = [(al’l, 11) v (al’el, 11) ‘e (ak,b lk) oo (ak,fk’ 1]{)]

in 8. We do this by inductionon1<n < kand 0 < j < ¢,. We start with n =1and j = 0. We
set P_I),O = (px,',O,ia q;,.,m ‘Ix,-_:/le. 5 1xi: Hi) O)iGP Where

1 < x; < k is minimal with i € C,, M (or x; := 1 if this minimum does not exist),




230 APPENDIX A. EFFICIENT CONSTRUCTIONS ON ASYNCHRONOUS AUTOMATA

Px.0.i is the i component of g, o, and
H,‘ = (Lx,"

Then, by the choice of the components of py, we obtain py € I°.
Next, let1<n <kand0< j< ¢, Weset

- -
Pn,j = (pn, ji» ln_:',ia fn, jri> Zn, joi> HV!, j,i> M, ',i)ieP
j j j j j j j
as follows:
(1) ifn>1and j=0we set Pro = Pu-re,_,-

(2) otherwise we have to consider each i € P separately. If i ¢ a,; M, we leave the ith
component of p,, ;; untouched. Now, assume i € a,, ; M. Then we have to distinguish
the following cases:

(2.1) i € {apji1>...>ane, } M (ie., while reading the remaining letters of x, we will
also modify the i component). Then we set p,, ;; to the ih component of q; ;,
H, i °= Vxea, ;mHp j-1, (note that this is well-defined since we sequentially process
the «,’s), and the remaining components are copied from p,,.;_;. In other words,
we apply a transition of type (i).

(2.2) i ¢ {anji>...>ane, } Mand i ¢ Upcpck Cx M (i.e., neither «, nor «,,,; . . . K contain
any letter modifying the ith component). This case is similar to the first case, since
we will end up in a final state in the i™" component and remain in this state until
the end of this computation.

(2.3) i ¢ {anjit>- > ane, f Mand i € Upcrck Cx M (ie., the suffix of «, does not modify
the i component, but x,,; .. . kx will do). Then there is n < x < k minimal with
i € Cy, M. We set:

Pn,ji is the i component of g7,

Lnji *= qx,05

i = 42en

Ly, i = Ly,

Hn,j,i = (vyeaMHn,j—l,y) Ly, and

My,ji = My j1,i[Cx = (2¢ +1) mod (2|P| +1)] where 7, = (Cy, z,).
In other words, we apply a transition of type (ii).

. . - (an‘-,’Z,n) - .
By our construction we obtain p, j N Pnjforeachl<n<kand0<j<é,

as well as pre, € FB. Hence, pro,..., Pre, = P2,05---» Pe, 1S @ run in B which starts in
Pro € I%, ends in pre, € FP, and is labeled with A’. In other words, we have A’ € T(B)
implying A = n(A’) € n(T(°B)). <
> Claim 2. We have n(T(B8)) € T(20)*.

Proof. Let A € 7(T(*B)). Then thereis A’ € T(B) with A = m(A’). There are (labeled) letters

> aj,L; N
(a1, 1), ..., (ae Le) € A’ and states Py, . . ., pe € QB with p, € I8, p, € F, piy M% Pi

foreachl1< j<€and A =[(a1,Ly)...(ae, Le)] (e, wehave A = [a;...ap]). If po = (T;)icp,
we have € = 0 and, hence, A = ¢ € T(21)*. So, from now on we assume pg # (T;);cp. Let

> >
pj= (Pj,ia i fiis Lji» Hiji mj,i)ieP-

Now, let 1< j < €. Then there is a label Z = (C, z) and a maximal sequence 1 < n; < n, <
.-+ < ng < € such that the following properties hold:
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(1) j=n,tforal<x<k(ie, jbelongs to this sequence),
(2) Z,, =1 (ie., all letters with indexes 7, are labeled with 7), and

(3) for each n; < y < ny with y # n, for each 1< x < k we have 7, = (C’,2') with C’' 2 C
(i.e., we do not see other labels with alphabet C in the range of this subsequence).

In other words, ny, .. ., ny is the maximal subsequence of “consecutive” (except for partial
commutations) indices of letters that are labeled with 7. By definition of B there are 7 ¢
Iand f ¢ F such that B simulates a run from "/ to FAf:2 in 25,2 which is labeled
by (au,,Z)...(an,,Z). Hence, we have (a,,,Z)...(a,,,L) € T(2A+/%) and a,, ... dp, €
T(A).

Now, let xi,...,%, € T(2A) be all traces we have constructed in this way. From the
histories constructed by the asynchronous automaton 5 (note that all of them are well-
defined traces), we obtain a topological ordering 7 of {1,...,m} such that k.1 ... K;(m) =
[ai...a.] = A. Hence, we obtain A € T'(2()*. <

Finally, since (T (*8)) is efficiently recognizable (we only replace letters (a, Z) by a in
B), we are done. <

Corollary A.5. Let A = (A, P,M) be a distributed alphabet, 2 be an asynchronous
automaton such that T (1) is connected, and S € N be recognizable in N. Then we can
compute an asynchronous automaton accepting T(2)S = U,es T(A)" from A and an
automaton accepting S. If A is fixed, this construction is possible in polynomial time.

Proof idea. We know that S ¢ N is recognizable in N if, and only if, S is semi-linear. Hence,
there are constants ki, ..., k,, ¢, ..., €, € N such that
S = U ki -N+ €,- s
1<i<n
i.e., S is the union of finitely many linear progressions. Hence, we obtain the following

equation
T = J (T)5)" - T(2A)".
1<i<n

To prove the recognizability of T(2()S it suffices to show that (T'(21)*)* is recognizable in
M(A). We prove this with the help of an extension of the construction in Theorem A.4 as
follows: to each state of the constructed automaton ‘B we add yet another component, which
is a number 0 < ¢ < k;. In this component, we want to count (modulo k;) the number of
traces from T'(2() we have seen on a run of B.

However, it is not a good idea to count this number on each process since (for example)
some traces may affect two and others may affect three processes. In this case we would be
unable to decide whether to accept at the end of a run, or not.

Hence, we have to determine one of the processes associated to a trace A € T(2() which
counts its occurrences. We do this with the help of an arbitrary function &:24 \ {@} - P
with {(C) € CM. Then, whenever we read a trace A € T(2(), we only increase the counter
on the process with number £(Alph(1)). Finally, the automaton accepts whenever we are in
an accepting state as in ®B (cf. Theorem A.4) and the sum of all counters is zero modulo k;.

By closure properties we obtain an asynchronous automaton accepting T'(21)S. «
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