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Abstract

Algebra AFLP, is proposed which is an extension of algebra AF P, by labelling function. Denotational and
operational semantics are presented. Interrelation of the net equivalences from [19, 20, 21] with equivalences of the
algebra is considered. Analogs of the net equivalences are defined on formulas of AFLP,, and the accordance of
these equivalences with their prototypes is established.
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1 Introduction

The importance of a proper understanding of the basic issues concerning the behaviour of systems with indepen-
dent (concurrent or distributed) execution of components became obvious over the last decades. For specification of
concurrent systems and processes and investigation of their behavioural properties a number of formal models were
proposed. In algebraic calculi, which are one of such models, a process is specified by an algebraic formula, and the
verification of process properties is accomplished by means of equivalences, axioms and inference rules. As mentioned
n [22], the advantages of process algebras are: their modularity (by definition), well-developed equivalence notions,
algebraic laws and complete proof systems.

In [5, 6] a number of algebras of concurrent nondeterministic processes (AF Py, AFP,, AFP,) were proposed.
Descriptive and analytical algebra AF P, (Algebra of Finite Processes) with semantics based on posets with non-
actions and deadlocked actions combines mechanisms both for specification of processes and for the derivation of their
behavioural properties. The algebra is close to such calculi as TC'SP [4] and CCS [13].

It has three basic operations (alternative, concurrency, precedence) and three auxilary ones (disjunction, “not
occur”, “mistaken not occur”). Comparing with CCS, one can see that CC'S does not contain the auxilary operations
of AFP,. In addition, alternative and precedence operations in AF P, are more flexible than nondeterministic choice
and prefix in CC'S respectively.

Formulas of AF P, are combined by the operations from symbols of three alphabets (actions, non-actions, dead-
locked actions). Non-actions with disjunction and “not occur” operations are used to preserve information about
nondeterminism in sequential components of a process. Deadlocked actions with operation “mistaken not occur” are
used to represent some contradictions in a process specification.

Unlike AF' P, CCS does not contain non-actions and deadlocked actions, but it has co-actions which are used for
binary synchronization. An advantage of AF' P, is a not binary mechanism of action synchronization by names which
is close to the net one. In accordance with the mechanism all equally named actions are synchronized, and the only
event is considered to correspond to these actions. It permits us to specify the processes which cannot be represented
(or it is not trivial to do) by formulas of other algebras (for example, CC'S or algebra of event structures [2, 3]), where
the unique event is associated with each action occurrence in a formula [5]. But it is impossible to specify within
AF P, the process with two concurrent actions having the same name.

We introduce an algebra AFLP, (Algebra of Finite Labelled Processes) on the basis of AF P, by imposing the
global labelling to event symbols which are combined into formulas. Hence, the formulas of AFLPs specify labelled
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nondeterministic processes where some different events may be equally labelled, unlike AF Py-formulas. Thus, using
AFLP, we can specify a much wider class of processes than in AFPs.

In AFLP,, denotational and operational semantics are introduced on the basis of labelled posets (lposets) with
non-events and deadlocked events, and their coincidence is established. The semantical equivalence of AF L P>-formulas
is defined, and sound and complete axiom set corresponding to the equivalence is presented.

It is demonstrated that by means of AFLP, one can analyze the behaviour of weakly labelled A-nets (i.e. A-nets
[10, 12] which may have noninjective labelling function). The net equivalences considered in [19, 20, 21] are treated
on this subclass of Petri nets. Semantical equivalences (usual and observational) of AFLP, are transferred to weakly
labelled A-nets, and their interrelation with the net equivalences is examined.

Analogs of the net equivalences are introduced on AF' L P,-formulas, and their accordance with original net equiv-
alences is proved. So, we can add simple definitions of the basic net equivalences on formulas of AFLP, to the
advantages of the algebra.

At last the fact is established that semantical equivalence of AFLP, is the only one which is a congruence w.r.t.
operations of the algebra.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 algebra AFLP; is presented. In Subsection 2.1 a syntax of the
algebra is introduced. Subsection 2.2 is devoted to denotational semantics of the algebra. Axiomatization of equivalence
based on denotational semantics is proposed in Subsection 2.3. Completeness of the axiom system is proved using the
notion of canonical form of AF L Py-formulas, which is defined in Subsection 2.4. Operational semantics is presented
in Subsection 2.5. Equivalences from [19, 20, 21] are treated on weakly labelled A-nets in Section 3. Interrelation
of these net equivalences and semantical equivalences of AFLP, which have been transferred to nets is studied in
Section 4. Analogs of the net equivalences are defined on AF LP,-formulas in Section 5. In Subsection 5.1 process
subformulas are introduced. In Subsection 5.2 trace, in Subsection 5.3 bisimulation, and in Subsection 5.4 conflict
respecting equivalences are defined. Subsection 5.4 is devoted to the interrelation of the net equivalences with their
analogs in AFLP,. Section 6 is a conclusion which contains a review of the results obtained and some directions of
further research.

Let us note that the definitions of multisets, nets, Iposets, pomsets, causal nets, processes, ST-processes and
mappings (label-preserving bijection &, homomorphism C, isomorphism ~) and other concepts which are used in the
paper can be found in [19, 20].

2 Algebra AFLP,

2.1 Syntax

Let Ev = {e, f,...} be an alphabet of symbols of (ordinary) events, Ev = {e,f,...} be symbols of non-events and
Agy, ={dc,dy,...} be symbols of deadlocked events. Let us denote Ev = FEvUFEvU Agy. Symbolb of Ev are combined
into formulas by operations ; (precedence), 57 (exclusive or, alternative), || (concurrency), V (disjunction, union), |

(“not occur”), T| (“mistaken not occur”). We introduce Act = {a,b,...}, an alphabet of action symbols (labels). A
global labelling function lab : Ev — Act binds an action with each event. The function is extended to Fv U Ag, as
follows: lab(€) = lab(e) and lab(dc) = djap(e)-

A formula of AFLP, in a basis Ev is defined by the following production system.

Eu=cl|e|o |TE|TE|BF |E|F |EvF|EVF

Here e € Ev, € € Ev, 0. € Ag, are elementary formulas. We denote by AFLPy a set of all formulas of AFLP,.
Let E be a formula of AFLP;. A set Ev(E) is defined as follows.

1. Ev(e) = Ev(e) = Ev(d.) = e;
2. Bu(=E) = Ev(E), - € {1, T}
3. Ev(EoF)=Ev(E)UEv(F), o€ {;,|,v,V}

Let us introduce also Ev(E) = {¢ | e € Ev(E)}, Ap,(E) = {6. | ¢ € Ev(E)} and Ev(E) = Ev(E) UEv(E)UAE,(E).
One can associate with every formula £ of AFLPy a local labelling function I = lab[ g,(g), which labels event
symbols of the formula.
Let us define a contents of E, cont(E), as follows.

1. cont(e) = e, cont(e) = e, cont(de) = de;

2. cont(~E) = cont(E), - € {1,T};



3. cont(E o F) = cont(E) Ucont(F), o€ {;,|,~/,V}.

We introduce also cont™ (E) = cont(E) N Ev — a set of events of E, cont™ (E) = cont(E) N Ev — a set of non-events
of E, Acont(E) = cont(E) N Ag, — a set of deadlocked events of E.

Let E and E’ be formulas of AFLP,. E and E’ are isomorphic, notation E ~ FE’, if these formulas coincide up to
associativity rules w.r.t. ;, |, V, v and commutativity rules w.r.t. |[,V, .

Example 1 (e[ f]g) v (glellf) = €l flg) v (fllelg)-

2.2 Denotational semantics

A lposet is a triple p = (X, <,1), where:
e X C ﬁ);
e <C X x X is a strict partial order over X, a precedence relation;
o [: Fv(X) — Act is a labelling function.

Let us note that Fv(X) ={e| (e€ X)V (e € X)V (§. € X)}. We define also Ev(X) = {é | e € Ev(X)}, Ap,(X) =
{6 | e € Ev(X)} and Ev(X) = Ev(X) U Ev(X) U Ag,(X). We denote by X+ = X N Ev — a subset of events of X,

X~ =X nNEv— a subset of non-events of X, Ax = X N Ag, — a subset of deadlocked events of X.
Since now we will consider Iposets which satisfy the following conditions.

1. e, € and 0. do not occur in X together, i.e. e occurs in X, or €, or ,;

2. partial order < is irreflexive;

3. Ve,ye X~ UAx (z £ y)&(y £ x), i.e. all elements of X~ U Ax are incomparable;

4. Vre Xt Vye X~ UAx (v Ay)&(y £ z), i.e. all elements of X and X~ U Ax are incomparable.

We write p < p’ when p is a strict prefiz of p’ (in usual sense) and p<p’ when p is a prefix of p/, i.e. p<p’ or p = p'.
The modified union of Iposets is defined as follows.

2 p'<p;
pOp" =< 7', pp';
{p,p'}, otherwise.

The modified union absorbs the computations which can be continued in another behaviour (deterministic subprocess)
of nondeterministic process, and equal computations.

For defining denotational semantics of AFLP, the following operations over lposets are introduced: ; (precedence),
| (concurrency), 7 (alternative), T| (not occur), ]| (mistaken not occur). If lposet p, constructed by means of these
operations, does not satisfy the conditions 1-4 mentioned above, we “correct” it using new auxilary regularization
operation [p]. This operation singles out the maximal prefix of p “before” some contradictions in process specification
arise. All the events specified in this process behaviour occuring “after” these contradictions, are announced as the
deadlocked events.

Let D1 = {0, | (e € X)&(e < e)} U{de | (e € X)&(e € X)} U{de | (e € X)&(0. € X)} U{de | (€ € X)&(b, €
X)}UAx, Dy ={d. | (e € X)&(6f € D1)&(dy <€)} and D3 = {6, | € € X}. We define a set D as follows.

D= ®7 Dl = ®7
“ | D1UDyU D3, otherwise.

Then [p] = (D, 0,1 gypy) U (Y, < N(Y X Y),l[gyy)), where Y = X\ EE(D) It is easy to verify that if lposet p
satisfies the conditions 1-4, then [p] = p.
Let us introduce the lposet operations in the following way. Let p = (X, <, 1), p/ = (X, <", ).

Not occur J|p = (Ev(X),0,1).
Mistaken not occur J|p = (Ap,(X),0,1).
Precedence p;p' = (X UX', < U< UXT x (X)T)U(Ax x (X)), lUl)].

Concurrency pllp' = [(X UX' (< U <)*1Ul")], where (< U <’)* is a transitive closure of relation < U <’.



Alternative pv/ p' = (X UEv(X'), <, lUINO[(Ev(X)U X', </,1Ul")]. Tt should be noted that p 7 p’ is not lposet
but a set of two Iposets describing alternative behaviours of nondeterministic process, i.e. if p occurs, then p’
does not occur, and vice versa.

We extend the operations introduced above to sets of lposets in the natural way. Let P = U, p;, and P’ = Uiy p;» be
sets of Iposets. Then =P = U;_; —p;, where = € {]], ]|} and P o P’ = U;_; (UL p; © o), where o € {;, ||, 7}

A nondeterministic concurrent process is characterized by the set of Iposets, associated with all its possible alter-
native behaviours. Denotational semantics of AFLP; is a mapping Dpro from AFLPs into set of Iposets, defined as

follows.

1. Dprale] = ({e},0,1.), Drrale] = ({e},0,l.), Drralde] = ({dc},0, 1), where I, = (e, lab(e));

2. Dpro[—E] = -Drro[E], ~€ {1, 11}
3. Dpra|F o F| = Dppa|E] o Drro|F), o € {;, |, v}
4. DFLQ[E V F] = DFLQ[E]ODFLQ[F].

Two AFLP,-formulas F and E’ are equivalent w.r.t. denotational semantics Dgra, notation £ ~p,,, E' iff
Dri2|E] = Drra[E'].

If p = (X, <,1) is an Iposet, then p™ = (X ™+, < I[x+) is the Iposet, corresponding to the “observable” part of p over
Ev. For every formula E of AFLP, Dprs[E] = Ul p; is a set of Iposets, which characterize a labelled nondeterministic
prosess specified by the formula. “Observable” part of this set is defined as follows: D}, ,[E] = Ul ,pf. Two
formulas E and E’ are observationally equivalent w.r.t. denotational semantics Drra, notation E Npt Eiff
D;LQ[E] = D;Lz[El]-

A context C is an expression which is a formula of AFLP,, where zero or more subformulas are replaced by “holes”
to be filled by other AFLPs-formulas [6]. C[E] means putting of the formula E in each such “hole”.

Proposition 1 For any formulas E and E' of AFLP; E ~p,,, E' < VYC C[E] ~p,,, C[E’].

Proof. As Lemma 5.1 in [6]. |
Thus, ~p,,, is a congruence w.r.t. operations of AFLP,. Let us note that ~,+ is not a congruence. It is
FL2

demonstrated by the following example.

Example 2 Let E=ev/ f, E' = (e </ f)|le|f and lab(e) = a, lab(f) = b, lab(g) = c. Then D}, ,[E] = Df,,[E] =
{{ed. 0.0, (/). 0.1s), where b(e) = a, b(f) = b and B ~ps B But Dl [Erg) = {{{e.g). <11 ({9}, <o

,l2)}, whereas Do [E' gl = {({e},0,1s), ({f},0,1a)}, where e <1 g, [ <2 g, Li(e) = ls(e) = a, I2(f) = la(f) =
b, l1(g) = la(g) = ¢, and E;g aéD;L E’;g. Let us note that in the process specified by the formula E';g an action c
2

can never happen unlike E;g.

2.3 Axiomatization

In accordance with equivalence ~p,,, the axiom system ©pr2 is introduced. It is represented in Table 1, where
E,F,G € AFLP3, e € Ev, e € Ev, 6. € Ap,.

The axiom system Opps is sound for ~p,,,, i.e. if E = E’ is an axiom of Oppa, then F ~p,,, E’. The proof
consists in determining the semantics of £ and E’ and comparing them. It can be done directly by the definitions of
operations over lposets.

In order to prove that ©prs is complete for ~p,.,,, we introduce a canonical form of AF L Ps-formula.

2.4 Canonical form of formulas

Let us introduce the concepts associated with the structure of AF'LP;-formulas.
Precedence is a formula Ey;...; E, =", E;, E; € Ev (1 <i<n);
Congunction is a formula Ei|| ... ||E, = ||’ E;, where E; are precedences (1 < i <n).
Disjunction is a formula E = E1 V...V E, = VI | E;, where E; (1 <14 <n) are conjunctions.
Normal conjunction is a conjunction E = ||?_, E;, for which the following requirements are valid.

1. Every formula E; (1 < i < n) has one of the forms:

(a) elementary formula e (e € Ev), € (€ € Ev), 6. (0¢ € Apy);
(b) elementary precedence (e; f), where e, f € Ev and e # f;



1. Associativity 5. Structural properties
1.1 E|(F||G) = (E||F)|G 5.le;F=¢|E

12E (FvyG)=(EvF)vG 52 E;e=E|le
13EV(FVG)=(EVF)VG

53 E|[(E; F) = (B F)
14 E;(F;G) = (E; F);G 54 F||(E;F) = (E; F)
2. Commutativity 5.5 E;F;G = (E; F)||(F;G)
21 B|F = F||E 5.6 (E; F)||(F; G) = (E; F)||(F; G)||(F; G)
22EyF=FvE 5.TE|E=F
23EVF=FVE 58 EVE=EFE
3. Distributivity 59 EVF =FE,if F4F (a concept of strict
3.1 (E||F);G=(E;Q)|(F;G) prefix < for formulas will be defined further)
32 E;(F||G)=(E;F)|(F;G) 6. Axioms for deadlocked events and ]|
33(EVF);G=(E;G)V(F;Qq) 6.1 e||ée = de
34E;,(FVG)=(E;F)V(E;Q) 6.2 e;e =0,
3.5 (EVF)|G=(E|G)V(F|IG) 6.3 e||de = de

F)(EvG) | 646;E=5,|(11E)
I 6.5 ;6. = E|,

G
36 Ev (F||G)=(Ev
4. Axioms for 7 and
)

41 Ev F=(E|(F)V(NENF) | 6.6 é[(E) = dc[(T1E)

4.2 MI(E(F) = (T EF) 6.7 Tle = de

43 (EVE)=(E)V(]F) 6.8 Tle = de

44 7(Es F) = (NEITEF) 6.9 )0 =0 i

45 Tle=e 6.10 1](E||F) = (1 E)||(1~ F)
46 fle=e 6.11 (&5 F) = (TIE)(T1F)
4.7 b =€ 6.12T(EVE)=(E)V(F)

Table 1: Axiom system Opyo

2. If there is a formula E; (1 <i < n)de (b € Apgy), then there is not another one E; (1 < j < n) s.t.
E;=f(f € bv);

3. For any formulas E; and E; (1 < i # j < n) s.t. Ev(E;) N Ev(E;) # 0, E; and E; have a form of different
elementary precedences;

4. For any pair E; = (e; f) and E; = (f;9) (1 < i # j < n) there exists a formula E, = (e;9) (1 < k < n)
describing the transitive closure of the precedence relation for events e, f and g.

Let F and F be normal conjunctions. A formula E is a strict prefiz of F', notation E< F | if the following requirements
are satisfied.

1. contt(FE) C cont™(F);

2. elementary precedence (e; f) is a conjunctive member of F' and f € cont™(F) iff (e; f) is a conjunctive member
of E;

A formula F is a prefiz of F', notation E<F, if E<F or £~ F.

Example 3 In the formula (e||g|| fI|R||k)V (g||6e]|0 1|04 110%) V (el|0 ¢]104 16k 16%) V ((f; R)||(f; k) ||€llg) the second and third
conjunctions are strict prefizes of the first one.

A formula FE is in canonical form, if it is a disjunction £ = V}__; E; and the following conditions are satisfied.
1. E; (1 <i<n)isanormal conjunction;

2. for any F; and E; (1 <i#j<n)E; #Ej;

3. forany F; and E; (1 <i#j<n)-(E;<E;VE;qE;).

Each disjunctive member of canonical form characterizes one of the possible alternative behaviours of the nonde-
terministic process specified by the formula and has a special form practically coinciding with lposet corresponding to
this behaviour.



Example 4 The formula (e||g|| f||h||k) Vv ((f; R)II(f; k)||€llg) is in canonical form which is the representation of two
Iposets corresponding to the deterministic (sub)processes of the nondeterministic process specified by the formula.

A notation F =g,,,, E' means that the equation may be proved using the axiom system O pps.
The following theorems present the required completeness result for O pp.

Theorem 1 FEvery formula of AFLP; may be proved equal to unique up to isomorphism canonical form using ©pra.

Proof. As Theorem 6.1 in [6]. |
We will denote a set of all canonical forms of formula E by canon(FE). Canonical forms from canon(E) coicide up
to associativity and commutativity rules for V and ||.

Theorem 2 For any formulas E and E' of AFLP, the following statement is valid: E ~p,,, E' & E =¢,,, E'.

Proof. As Theorem 6.2 in [6]. O
Hence, we can find whether any two formulas F and E’ of AFLP, equivalent w.r.t. denotational semantics. To
do this, it is sufficient to reduce them to their canonical forms F' and F’ and check them by isomorphism.
The author proposed in [18] the term rewriting system RW Sy and wrote program CANON based on it to automat-
ically transform any AF Ps-formula into canonical form. We can use CANON also in AFLP, to check automatically
formulas of the algebra by equivalence ~p,,,, using their canonical forms which may be obtained as outputs of CANON.

2.5 Operational semantics
A transition system is a quadruple T'S = (S, L, —, stg), where:
e S is a set of states;
e [ is a set of labels;
e —»C S x L xS isa set of transitions;
e srg € S is an initial state.

The transition (s, a, §) will be denoted by s —, 5. We will consider only finite transition systems, i.e. systems having
finite sets of states.

Let us consider the following transition system over AF' L P>-formulas. If F'is AF L Py-formula which is in canonical
form (or it is canonical form, for short), then T'S(F) = (AFLP3 U {v}, AFLP2, —rg, F'), where:

e A set of states, AFLP, U {v}, consists of AFLP,-formulas supplemented by special symbol of “empty” formula
v, denoting the process which does nothing and successfully terminates. For any AF L P-formula E the folowing
equations are supposed: E||v = v||E = F and cont(v) = 0.

e A set of labels consists of conjunctions of AF'LP; over alphabet Ev. Fach such conjunction G is a representation
of Iposet pg = (cont(G), <%, la), where e <g f < (e; f) is a conjunctive member of G, and <7, is a transitive
closure of <q.

e A transition E - E €— g represents the transformation of the formula F into E as a result of execution of
Iposet pg.

e An initial state of the transition system is F.
The set of transitions of T'S(F) is defined by the following inference rules.
1. Elementary event
1.1 e—Sv
2. Elementary precedence
21 e;f = f
22 e f Ny

3. Concurrency



o -
3.1 —E=E  cont(G) N cont(F) =

P cont(G) N cont(F) =

o -

3.2 —EE cont(G) N cont(E) =

R cont(G) Ncont(E) =0

G - H = ~ ~

3.3 E=E —F ont(GQ) Ncont(F) = 0, cont(H) N cont(E) =0

G|H ~  ~
B|FZSE|F

4. Disjunction

4.1 ﬁcﬁ cont(G) € cont(F)

EVF—E

4.2 if cont(G) € cont(E)

BEvE SR
4.3 BB r LR

G) ~ H
T canon(G) ~ canon(H)

Let TS(F) = {G |3F : F <, F'} be a set of formulas of TS(F). If F S, F is a transition of TS(F), and no inference
rule is applied to F, then F is a terminal formula, and G is a mazimal formula of TS(F). Tt is easy to see that Fis
either v or conjunction of symbols from Ev or Ag, and cont(G) C Ev. A terminal formula of T'S(F) contains the
information about events which cannot happen in present behaviour of the nondeterministic process specified by F.
Let us denote by TSmax(F') a set of mazimal formulas of T'S(F').

An operational semantics of AFLP; is a mapping Opro from AFLP5 into set of Iposets which is defined as follows.
Let E be a formula of AFLP; and F € canon(E). Then Oprq[E] = {pGHF | G € TSmax(F) & F <, F} For any
formula E of AFLP; Opr2[E] = U p; is a set of Iposets which characterize the labelled process specified by the
formula. Therefore, the definition of operational semantics does not depend on concrete canonical form F of formula
E.

“Observable” part of the set is defined as follows: OFf,,[E] = Urpi.

Given a normal conjunction E of AFLP,. E* denotes a formula which is a result of removing the symbols of
EvUAg, from E. Formally, ET is defined as follows.

1. et =e, et =6 =v,
2. (& f)T =ef,
3. (FoF)T=EToF* oe{|,V}

The following proposition is devoted to the interrelation between maximal formulas of T'S(F) and disjunctive
members of F.

Proposition 2 Let F = V! | F; be canonical form. Then:

1. For any G € TSmax(F) and terminal formula F with F S, F there exists a disjunctive member F; (1 < j < n)
of F s.t. G||F ~ F;.

2. For any disjunctive member F; of F there exist G € TSmax(F) and terminal formula F owith F S5 F st
Proof.

1. We have VI | F; ©, F. Since F does not contain disjunction operations, rules 4.1 and 4.2 were applied several
times to Vi_,F;. Consequently, 3j (1 < j < n) F} ., F. Since cont(G) C Ev and cont(ﬁ‘) C EvU Agy,
Fj ~ Fj+||ﬁ and Fj+||}~7 S F. By rule 3.1 we have F; v Tt s easy to prove with induction by structure
of formulas that for some normal conjunction F, E B implies ¥ = G. In our case we have F j+ = (. Thus,
Fj o~ Fj+||F =G| F.

F - —
2. Obviously, Fj+ —— v. For conjunction F of symbols from cont™ (F;) or Aont(F;) (since symbols from Ev

- . Ft
and Ap, may not occur in F; together) we have F; =~ F]-+||F. By rule 3.1 FJ-JFHF — F. Consequently,

Ft . Fr .
F; = F. By rules 4.1, 4.2 V" | F; — F, since for disjunctive members of canonical form the following is valid:
cont(Fy) € cont(Fy) (1 <k #1<mn). Therefore, Fj+ = G € TSpmax(F). O



The following proposition says about interrelation between observable part of Opr2[E] and set of maximal formulas
of TS(F) for F € canon(E).

Proposition 3 Let E be a formula of AFLPy and F € canon(E). Then OF,[E] = {pc | G € TSmax(F)}.

Proof. Let pgr € Orr2[E]. Since cont(G) € Ev and cont(F) C EvU Ag,, we have (G|F)T = G. Consequently,

+ R
Payi = PGlFyr = PG =
Now we can present the main result concerning the interrelation between denotational and operational semantics
of AFLP;.

Theorem 3 Let E be a formula of AFLP,. Then Oprs|E] = DprolFE].

Proof. Let F' = V{_|F; € canon(E). By definition of canonical form the following equation takes place: Drr[E] =
Ui 1pr,. Let pgp € Orr2[E]. By Proposition 2 there exists a disjunctive member Fj (1 < j <n)of F's.t. G[|F' ~ Fj.
Hence, PGIE = PF; and we have Op3[F] C Dpr2[E]. The backward inclusion is proved analogously. O

3 Equivalences on weakly labelled A-nets

Algebra AF P, is dual to AF P, descriptive calculus [5]. Its formulas specify finite A-nets which can form a semantic
domain for a subclass of “structured” formulas of AF P, (i.e. formulas over Ev with operations v/, ||,;, in our termi-
nology). The labelling on AF Py-formulas may be introduced and a new algebra AFLP, may be obtained as a result.
Then formulas of AFLP, will specify finite weakly labelled A-nets (i.e. A-nets having labelling function which may be
noninjective).

Formally, A-net [12, 10] is an acyclic ordinary strictly labelled net N = (Pn,Tn, Fn,In, My) with the following
properties.

1. Vpe Py (*p# D) V (p* # 0), i.e. there are no isolated places;

2. Vp,q € Pn (*p="q9)&(p®* =q°*) = p=q, i.e. there are no “superfluous” places;

3.Vt € Tn (°t # 0)&(t* # 1), i.e. all transitions have input and output places;

4. Vz € Py UTy {y | y <n x}| < 00, i.e. the set of causes is finite (here <y= F7 is a transitive closure of Fy);
5. Vpe Py Vt,ue Ty t,u € *p = t al u, i.e. transitions with common output place are alternative;

6. My ={p € Py | *p =0}, ie. an initial marking is a set of input places of the net.

The alternative relation, denoted by al, is defined as follows. Let t,u € Ty for A-net N. t al u, if the following
requirements are valid.

Lt An w)&(u AN 1);
2. (tN*u£Q)vE@petVt'e*pt’alu)Vv(IgeuVu €®qgtalu)V(t=u).

Let us note that in original definition [12] A-nets are considered as nonlabelled, that corresponds to the requirement
of strict labelling in present definition (i.e. no two different transitions have the same label). Since we will consider
nets having only finite processes, item 4 of A-nets definition may be ignored. Items 5 and 6 of the definition imply a
safeness of A-nets.

Let us define a mapping ¥y, : AFLPy — AFLP, as follows.

1. Up(e) =e,

2. U (E;proF) = E;pra F,

3. Yi(E|lrroF) = E| rr2F,

4.V (Evrro F) = E/rr2 F.

Symbol “FL0” marks the operations of AFLP,, and symbol “FL2” is used for AFLP, ones. Denotational semantics
of AFLP, is a mapping Drrg, which associates with every formula E of the algebra a set of maximal C-subnets
(O-subnets, in terms of [5]) of finite A-net N, specified by the formula. Let us note that with every causal net
C = (Pc,Tc, Fo,lc) we can associate lposet po = (To, <o N(Te x Te), o).



Theorem 4 Let F be a formula of AFLPy and F be a formula of AFLP; s.t. F = Uy (FE). Then {pc | C €
DrrolE]} = Dl F].

Proof. As Theorem 4.3 in [5], taking into account the information about labelling of E and F. O

Hence, with every formula E of AF L P, which specifies finite weakly labelled A-net N, we can associate the formula
F of AFLP; s.t. the set of Iposets of maximal C-subnets of N coincides with the set of Iposets of maximal deterministic
(sub)processes of the nondeterministic process specified by F. Let us note that the result of the theorem is valid for
any (not only maximal) initial C-subnets of N and for any deterministic processes specified by F. In such a case initial
deterministic processes will correspond to initial C-subnets.

Let us note also that a mapping W, only replaces operations of AF'LPy by AFLP, ones. Consequently, if we have
finite weakly labelled A-net N specified by AFLP-formula E, we can analyze its behaviour by means of the same
AFLP;-formula E.

Example 5 Let us consider AFLPs-formulas E and E' which are associated with nets N and N' in Figures 1 and
2. Let lab(e) = lab(e;) = a, lab(f) = lab(f;) = b, lab(g) = lab(g;) = ¢, lab(h) = lab(h;) =d (1 <i < 3).

o In Figure 1(a) E =cl||f, E" = (e1; f1) V (€2; f2).
e In Figure 1(b) E = (e1;f) v e2, E' =e¢;f.

(
e In Figure 1(c) E = (e; f))l|(f1 vV f2), E" =ellf.
e In Figure 1(d) E = (e; f)|le, E' =e;f.
o In Figure 1(e) E = (e; f)|[(g:h), E" = (e; (f1 v f2))ll(e; (f2 v h1))l(g; (f2 v 21))l[(g; (ha 7 h2))[[(f1 7 Doz).
o In Figure 2(a) E = ((e1 vV e2); f)ll(f1 7 f2)llexllez| fa; E" = ((e1; f1) ¥ (e2; f3))[|(f1 ¥ f2)l(e2 v f2)llex]| f3.
(

o In Figure 2(b) E = (e; f; h)[[(e; 92) (91 v 92)[ fll91, E" = (e; (fr ¥ f2); W)l|(€; 92)[|(f2 7 90)l[(91 7 92) | f1.-
o In Figure 2(c) E =e, E' =e; v e3.

e In Figure 2(d) E = (e fllellf, E" = (e f)ll(e;9)lI(f;9)-

In [19, 20, 21] a wide set of equivalences (considered in the literature as well as proposed by the author) was
examined on nets. These equivalences may be partitioned as follows. Trace equivalences: interleaving (denoted by
=,) [9], step (=s) [16], partial word (=p.,) [19], pomset (=pom) [8] and process (=p,) [19]. Bisimulation equivalences:
interleaving («;) [15], step (=) [14], partial word («,,) [23], pomset («,,,,) [2] and process (<) [1]. ST-
bisimulation equivalences: interleaving («,¢r) [8], partial word (&,,,¢7) [23], pomset (=,,,57)[23] and process
(=prst) [19]. History preserving bisimulation equivalences: partial word (e=,,,) [19], pomset (=,,.,,) [17] and
process («=,,.;,) [19].

Since then we considered the following equivalence notions. Conflict respecting equivalences: prime event structure
(PES) (=pes) and occurrence (Zocc) [8]. Isomorphism () is a coincidence of nets up to renaming of places and
transitions. The author proved that correlation of all the equivalences is depicted by graph in Figure 4 without ~p,.,,
and Npt - No additional nontrivial arrow may be added in the graph.

Now we will consider the equivalences on weakly labelled A-nets. Unlike A-nets, where most of the equivalence
notions are merged, interrelation of the equivalences on weakly labelled A-nets is as well as on nets without any
restrictions and it may be represented by the same graph.

Theorem 5 Let N and N’ be weakly labelled A-nets and —~€ {=, =, ~}, *,xx € {i, s, pw, pom, pr,iST, pwST, pomST,
prST, pwh, pomh, prh,pes,occt. Then N <, N' = N —,, N' iff there exists a directed path from <, to <., in the

graph in Figure 4 (without p,, ., and =5+ ).
FL2

Proof. < By Theorem 1 in [19, 20].
= The absence of additional nontrival arrows is proved by the following examples on weakly labelled A-nets.

e In Figure 1(a) N—,N’, but N £, N, since only in N actions a and b can be executed concurrently.

e In Figure 1(e) N, N, but N #,,, N’, since the net IV corresponds to pomset s.t. even less sequential pomset
cannot be executed in N'.

e In Figure 1(c) Nezp,, N', but N #,0m N, since only in N action b can depend on a.

e In Figure 1(d) N =,.s N’, but N #,, N’, since only in N a-labelled transition has additional output place.



e In Figure 1(b) N =,, N’, but N« ;N’, since only in N action a can happen so that b cannot happen after it.

e In Figure 2(a) N, N', but N<£;srN’, since only in N’ action a can begin working so that no b can start
unless a finishes.

e In Figure 2(b) ngTSTN/, but N« p,nN’, since only in N’ actions a and b can happen so that the next action,
¢, must depend on a.

e In Figure 2(c) Ne=,,, N', but N #pes N, since only labelled event structure (LES) that corresponds to N’ has
two conflict actions a.

e In Figure 2(d) N =,.c N’, but N % N’, since only in N’ there is a c-labelled transition (which can never be
fired). O

The following example concludes this section.

Example 6 Let us consider the net N' in Figure 1(e). The corresponding AFLP,-formula is E' = (e; (f1 V7 f2))l|
(e; (f2 v ha))ll(g; (f2 7 ha))ll(g; (1 7 h2))|[(f1 ¥ h2), lab(e) = a, lab(f1) = lab(f2) = b, lab(g) = ¢, lab(hi) =
lablhs) = d. Its canonical form is F' = (€ f1)[[(e3 h)l(g: ha) | Fallh2) V (€5 £2)1(g: £2) (g ho) L fullBn). The labelied
nondeterministic process specified by E' has two lposets which are presented in Figure 3. In this figure labels of events
are in parentheses, and partial order is depicted by arrows.

Let us demonstrate that in T'S(F’) from initial formula F' a part of the first lposet can be executed which does not
contain the event f1. In the following instances of transition rules of TS(F) the numbers of applied rules are under
arrows, and verification of conditions which associated with rules is in parentheses.

1. e fi —21 fi

e;h1
2. €] h1 —>22V

ell(e;h1)

3. (e fu)ll(esh1) —ss fillv ({e} N0 =0, {e,ha} N {f1} =0)
4ogihs 2,0

5. (e f1)ll(es h)|l(gs 1)
6. (e5 fu)ll(es h)l[(gs Pl f2
7. (es f)ll(e; )l (g5 ha) || 2 Pz

8. ((es f)ll(es Pa)l1(gs ha) | F2llha) v ((e5 f2)ll(g5 f2)ll (g5 h2) | Fill
({e7g’h1} Z {e5g7f27h27f17h1})

Thus, F' -5 F' is a transition of TS(F"), where G = e||(e; h1)l/(g; h1), = fillf2llhe. Hence, in TS(F') Iposet
pc = ({e,g,h},<,1) can be executed from the initial state, where e < hl, g < hy, l(e) =a, l(g) =¢, (M) = d.
As a result, we obtain the formula F' = fi||f2|he containing the information that in present behaviour of the labelled
nondeterministic process, specified by E’, events fo and hy did not happen since some alternative with them events
(namely hy ) happened. In addition one can see that in the present state, specified by F', the event fi can happen. As
a result, we will reach the state specified by the terminal formula fa||ho of TS(F').

Let us find the denotational semantics of E'. Drra[E'] = {{{e, f1,9, 1, fo, ha}, =<1,1), ({e, f2,9, ha, fi, b1}, <2, 1)},
'D}_L2[El] = {<{€,f1,g,h1},-<1,l1>,<{€,f2,g,h2},-<2,12>}, where e <1 fl, e <1 hy, g <1 hi, e <9 fz, g <2 fz, g <2
ha, U(e) = li(e) = la(e) = a, U(f1) = U(f2) = L(f1) = lo(f2) = b, Ug) = li(g) = la(g9) = ¢, U(h1) = l(h2) = l1(h1) =
Io(ho) = d.

el(eih)|

le v {e,hi} N0 =0, {g,ha} N {f1} =0)
WIS il fa ({e, g, ha} 0 {Fa} = 0)
L™ v Fallhe ({e, g, ha} 0 {ha} = 0)

) ell(esha) h1)|\(g,h1

eH(e hi)|

fullvllv] fallh
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Figure 2: Examples of weakly labelled A-nets (c
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Figure 3: Set of Iposets of the labelled nondeterministic process

4 Interrelation of the net equivalences and semantical equivalences of
AFLP,

Any finite A-net, as it was proved in [11], can be represented by AF Py-formula using regularization algorithm.
Therefore, any finite weakly labelled A-net can be represented by AFLP,-formula with the use of the analogous
algorithm. In the previous section the mapping ¥ was defined which associates AF L P>-formula with every AF LP,-
formula and preserves the sets of lposets. Hence, one can associate AF L P,-formula E with every finite weakly labelled
A-net N s.t. the set of lposets of initial C-subnets of N coincides with the set of lposets of deterministic processes
specified by FE.

In such a case it is clear that the concepts of formula equivalences of AF LP, may be extended to nets. Given some
formula equivalence, we will consider two nets to be equivalent iff the formulas are equivalent which are associated
with these nets.

Let us consider the interrelation of the net and formula equivalences.

Theorem 6 Let N and N’ be weakly labelled A-nets and —€ {=, =, =, ~}, *,xx € {i, s, pw, pom, pr,iST, pwST,
pomST, prST, pwh, pomh, prh, pes,occ, Dpr2, Dt} Then N <, N’ = N <, N’ iff there exists a directed path
from <, to <,y in the graph in Figure 4.

Proof. < Using Theorem 5 and the following notes.

~Drr2

to the nets N and N’ respectively. We have Df,,[E] = Df,,[E'] = U pi, pi = (X4, =i, 1) (1 < i < n).
On the basis of this set of lposets we can uniquely construct LES £ = (U, X,;, UM | <, #, U~ 1;), where
a#Hy & Vi (1<i<n) (¢ X;)V(ygX,;). Itiseasy to see that £(N) = E(N') is an isomorphism class of &.
Consequently, N =p,.s N'.

o ~f implies =pes. It is proved as follows. Let N ~,+ N’, E and E’ are the formulas which corresponds
FL2

o=

p+ _ is a consequence of ~p,.,,, since =+ does not respect the symbols of EvU Ag,.
FL2 FL2

= Using Theorem 5 and the following examples of weakly labelled A-nets.

e A-nets N and N’ in Figure 1(d) are associated with AFLPs-formulas E = (e; f)|le and E' = e; f, lab(e) =
a, lab(f) =b. Since Dp2]E] = Drr2[E'] = ({e, f},<,1), where e < f, l(e) = a, I(f) = b, we have N ~p,.,, N',
but N #,,. N'.

e Let us consider some weakly labelled A-nets N and N’ which differ only by transition names. We have N ~ N’,
but N #,+ N’  since =+ respects transition names (events).
FL2 FL2

e A-nets N and N’ in Figure 2(d) are associated with AFLP,-formulas E = (e v f)|le||f and E' = (e v
f)”(eug)”(fvg)v lab(e) = a, lab(f) = b N %D;LQ va bUt N %DFLZ va since DFL?[E} - {<{8,(5f},®,l>7

<{f76€}7®’l>}7 l(e) = a, l(f) = b, whereas DFLQ[E/] = {<{e’6f’5g}’®7l/>’ <{f7 66769}7@7ll>}7 ll(e) = a, l/(f) =
b, I'(g) =c. O

5 Analogs of the net equivalences on AF LP,-formulas

In this section we introduce equivalences on formulas of AF LP, which correspond to the net ones.

13
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Figure 4: Correlation of the net equivalences and equivalences of AFLP,

5.1 Process subformulas

Let E be AFLP,-formula and F € canon(E). A set of process subformulas of E is defined as follows: PSF(E) =
{G | G € canon(H) & H € TS(F)} U {r}. One can see that this definition does not depend on concrete canonical
form F of formula E, since PSF(E) contains all possible transpositions of conjunctive members of normal conjunctions
based on each formula H € TS(F'). By definition, a process subformula is either v or normal conjunction which is
a disjunctive member of F or prefix of such a member. We consider process subformulas up to isomorphism. Since
process subformulas are normal conjunctions, isomorphism on such formulas is a coincidence up to transposition of
conjunctive members. Let Iposet p, = (0,0, D) correspond to empty formula v.

_ We write GG S ir L L p L pr are transitions of T'S(F) and G € canon(H), G € canon(H),
G € canon(H). In such a case the process subformula G is an extension of G by G, and G is an extending process

subformula. Let VG € PSF(E) v <, G. We write G — G,if G <, G fore some G.

G is an extension of G by one action, if G Y G and G = e, e € Ev. In such a case we write G 5 G or G > G,
if lab(e) = a € Act.

G is a extension of G by multiset of actions or step, if G £, G and G = |*_ie;, e, € Ev (1 <i<mn). Insuch a

case we write G 2 G or G 2 G,if U={e,....,en}, A= {lab(ey),...,lab(e,)} € M(Act) (here M(Act) is a set of
all multisets over Act).

Let G € PSF(FE). Then G is a mazimal process subformula of E, if it can be extended by no process subformula.
A set of all mazimal process subformulas of E is denoted by PSF,q.(F).

Example 7 For the formula E', corresponding to the net N' in Figure 1(e), PSFpq:(E') = {(e; f1)||(e; h1)|(g; h1),
(e; f2)I(g; f2)ll(g; ha)}. Let us note that each of 2 process subformulas in PSFp,..(E") represents an isomorphism
class consisting of 6 formulas which are different transpositions of conjunctive members. Since we consider process
subformulas up to isomorphism, we write only 2 formulas instead of 12.

5.2 Trace equivalences

An interleaving trace of a formula E is a sequence aj - - - a, € Act* s.t. v 3 G1 B ... 3 G, where G; € PSF(E) (1<
i < n). Let us denote a set of all interleaving traces of E by SeqTraces(E). Two formulas F and E’ are interleaving
trace equivalent, notation E =; E', iff SeqTraces(E) = SeqTraces(E").

A step trace of a formula F is a sequence A;---A, € (M(Act))* s.t. v e B G, where G; €

PSF(E) (1 <i<n). Let us denote a set of all step traces of E by StepTraces(E). Two formulas E and E’ are step
trace equivalent, notation F =, E', iff StepTraces(E) = StepTraces(E").

A pomset trace of a formula FE is a pomset p which is an isomorphism class of Iposet pg for G € PSF(FE). We write
pEp,if pg C pg: for pg € p and per € p’. In such a case we say that p is less sequential or more parallel than p’. Let
us denote by Pomsets(E) a set of all pomset traces of E. Two formulas F and E’ are partial word trace equivalent,
notation E =, E', iff Pomsets(E) C Pomsets(E') and Pomsets(E') T Pomsets(E), i.e. for any p’ € Pomsets(E")
there exists p € Pomsets(E) s.t. p C p’ and vice versa. Two formulas F and E’ are pomset trace equivalent, notation
E =,om E', iff Pomsets(E) = Pomsets(E").

14



5.3 Bisimulation equivalences

A notation R : E«, E' means that R is a bisimulation of type % (x-bisimulation) between formulas E and E’. E and
E' are x-bisimulation equivalent, notation E«— E' iff R : E< FE’ for some *-bisimulation R.

5.3.1 Usual bisimulations

Let R C PSF(E) x PSF(E').
R is a x-bisimulation between E and E’, x €{ interleaving, step, partial word, pomset}, notation R : E—, FE', x €
{i, s, pw, pom}, iff:

1. (v,v) € R;
2. (G, R, G- G,

(a) |eont(G)] =1, if * = i;
(b) =<a=10, if x = s;

then 3¢/ : & -, G, (G,G") € R and

(a) per C pg, if x = pw;
(b) pa =~ par, if x € {i, s, pom}.

3. As previous item but the roles of F and E’ are reversed.

5.3.2 ST-process subformulas

An ST-process subformula of a formula E is a pair (G, H) s.t. G,H € PSF(E), H £, Gand Ve, f € cont(G) e <¢
f = e € cont(H). In such a case G is the process subformula which has started, i.e. all events of G has started. The
process subformula H corresponds to that part of G, which has finished, and K — to the part which has started but
has not finished yet. Clearly, <x= 0. ST — PSF(F) denotes a set of all ST-process subformulas of E.

(v,v) is an initial ST-process subformula. Let (G,H), (G,H) € ST — PSF(E). We write (G, H) — (G, H), if
G — Gand H— H.

5.3.3 ST-bisimulations

Let R C ST—PSF(E)x ST —PSF(E")x B, where B= {3 3 : cont(G) — cont(G"), G € PSF(E), G' € PSF(E")}.
R is a *-ST-bisimulation between E and E’, x €{ interleaving, partial word, pomset}, notation R : E—, ¢ E', x €
{4, pw, pom}, iff:

L ((v,v),(v,v),0) € R;

2. ((G,H),(G'H"),B) e R = B:pg =~ pg and S(cont(H)) = cont(H");

3. (G,H),(G",H"),8) € R, (G,H) — (G,H) = 36, (G'.H'): (G",H') — (G H"), Bleont(c)= B,
(G, H), (G, H'),B) € R, and it H 2 G, H X5 G then:
(a) (Bleont(x)) ™ pr E prc, if % = pu;

—~
=
@
—

cont(K): PK = pK’, if % = pom;

4. As previous item but the roles of E and E’ are reversed.

5.3.4 History preserving bisimulations

Let R C PSF(E) x PSF(E') x B, where B= {3 | 8 : cont(G) — cont(G'), G € PSF(E), G' € PSF(E")}.
R is a x-history preserving bisimulation between E and E’, x €{ partial word, pomset}, notation R : E— , E', x €
{pw, pom}, iff:

1. (v,v,0) € R;
2. (G,G".B)eR = B:pc~pc;
3. (G.G".B)ER, G—G = 3P, G": G — G, Bleontc)= B, (G.G",B) € R and
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(2) B~V pa C pg, if * = pu;
(b) B:pa=pa, if x = pom;

4. As previous item but the roles of £ and E’ are reversed.

5.4 Conflict respecting equivalences

Let E be a formula of AFLP, and F = VI |F; € canon(E). On the basis of F' we can construct LES &p =
<COTLt+(F)7 =F, #F7 Ir [cont*(F)>a where

e c<p f & Fi(1<i<n) (ef)isasubformula of Fj;
o e#pf & Vi(l<i<mn)eand f donot occur in F; together.

Let us denote by £(F) a PES which is an isomorphism class of {g for F' € canon(E). Obviously, the definition of £(F)
does not depend on concrete canonical form F' of formula E. Formulas E and E’ are prime event structure (PES-)
equivalent, notation E =,.s E', if £(E) = E(E").

5.5 Interrelation of the net equivalences with their analogs in AFLP,

Let E be a formula of AF'LP, which corresponds to finite weakly labelled A-net N. In Section 3 the set of Iposets of
initial C-subnets of N was established to coincide with set of Iposets of deterministic processes specified by E. The
following proposition says about the interrelation of lposets of processes of N (from set of all processes II(N) of N)
and Iposets of process subformulas of F.

Proposition 4 Let E be a formula of AFLPs corresponding to finite weakly labelled A-net N. Then {pc | ® =
(C,id) € TI(N)} = {pc | G € PSF(E)}.

Proof.

1. As it was mentioned in [5], a set of maximal C-subnets of finite A-net forms a set of its maximal processes.
Obviously, a set of initial C-subnets forms a set of all (not only maximal) processes of A-net. The similar fact
is valid for weakly labelled A-nets. Hence, we may consider a set of all processes of N, II(IN) as consisting (up
to isomorphism of processes) of processes having the form 7 = (C,id), where id is an identity mapping over
PoUTe. Alposet pc = (T, <c N(Te x Te),le) may be associated with each such a process.

2. On the other side, with each disjunctive member F; (1 < j < n) of F = V], F; € canon(E) lposet of one of the
maximal deterministic processes specified by F, p;j = (cont™ (F;), =T, F;), may be associated. Hence, with
disjunctive members of F' and their prefixes Iposets of all (not only maximal) deterministic processes specified by

E may be associated. Let us note that for any disjunctive member Fj (of its prefix) of F' there exists a process
subformula G € PSF(E) s.t. G ~ FjJr and pltj = Ppy = pPc- O

The following proposition establishes a bijection between the set of processes of NV and the set of process subformulas
of E which preserves Iposets.

Proposition 5 Let E be a formula of AFLPs corresponding to finite weakly labelled A-net N. Then there exists a
bijection x : II(N) — PSF(E) s.t. form € II(N), m = (C,id) and G € PSF(E) with x(7) = G we have pc = pg.

Proof. Let us demonstrate that lposets define up to isomorphism both processes of N and process subformulas of E.

1. We define a mapping x; from II(V) into set of lposets as follows. If 7 = (C,id) € II(N) then xi(7) = pc.
Obviously, each process is associated with the only lposet. Consequently, x; is a function. It is a surjection by
definition. In addition, each process m = (C,id) € II(N) is determined uniquely by its causal net C. A net C
is an initial C-subnet of IV, and, consequently, it is uniquely determined by its transition set T¢x. Therefore, no
two different processes of II(IV) are associated with the same lposet, because otherwise transition sets of causal
nets of the processes would coincide. Hence, x; is a bijection.

2. We define a mapping xo from PSF(FE) into set of lposets as follows. If G € PSF(FE) then x2(G) = pc.
Obviously, each process subformula is associated with the only lposet. Consequently, s is a function. It is a
surjection by definition. In addition, no two different (not isomorphic) process subformulas are associated with
one lposet, since process subformulas are, essentially, representations of lposets. Hence, x2 is a bijection.
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If x = x5! 0x1 then x : TI(N) — PSF(E) is a bijection which preserves lposets, i.e. if x(7) = G, © = (C,id) then

pc = paG- O
Now we will prove the result concerning extension rules for processes and process subformulas.

Proposition 6 Let E be a formula of AFLP; corresponding to finite weakly labelled A-net N. Then Vmr,n' €

INV) 727 o y(m) X2 (7).

Proof. It is sufficient to remark that the definitions of process and process subformula extensions are based on the

following extension rule for lposets. Let p = (X, <,1), p = (X, <,l), p are lposets. p is an extension of p by p, notation
oo~ - A -

p——piff papand p=p[z x- O
Now we can present the main result of this section concerning interrelation of the net equivalences and their analogs

on formulas.

Theorem 7 Let E be a formula of AFLP, corresponding to finite weakly labelled A-net N, E' be a formula of AFLP,
corresponding to finite weakly labelled A-net N' and —€ {=, <}, x € {i, s,pw, pom, iST, pwST, pomST, pwh, pomh,
pes}. Then N -, N' & E <, FE'.

Proof. = Any trace of the net N [19, 20] is a trace of E. To prove it is sufficient to replace each 7w € II(V) in definition
of trace of N by process subformula G € PSF(FE) s.t. x(m) = G. The fact that any trace of F is a trace of N is proved
analogously. Therefore, the sets of traces of N and E coincide as well as sets of traces of N’ and E’. Consequently,
N=,N & E=, F, x€{i,s,pw,pom}.

Using Proposition 6, we may assert the following. Let x € {i,s, pw, pom,iST, pwST, pomST, pwh, pomh}, then
R:Ne, N & S: Eo E' where S is defined as follows.

Usual bisimulations (m,7') e R < (x(n),x' (7)) € S;

ST-bisimulations ((rg,7p), (7, 75),8) € R & ((x(7r), x(7p)), (X' (7%), X' (7)), X 0o Box~!) € S.
History preserving bisimulations (7,7',3) € R < (x(7), X' (7'),x' o Box~!) €S.

Formula F specifies nondeterministic process which is a maximal O-process (process based on occurrence instead of
causal net, branching process in terms of [7]) of N. Consequently, PES based on occurrence net of such a process of
N, notation £(N), coincides with £(E). We also have E(N') = E(E’). Consequently, N =pes N' & E =, E'.

< As previous item but using x ! and (x’)~! instead of x and x’ respectively. O

Clearly, correlation of formula equivalences and analogs of the net equivalences in AF LP; is depicted by graph in
Figure 4, where process equivalences are removed (since they are unexpressible in terms of process algebras).

The question arises after defining analogs of the net equivalences on AF LP,-formulas, whether some of these
equivalences are congruences w.r.t. operations of the algebra. Let us consider the following example.

Example 8 Let E = e/ f and E' = (ex7 f)|lel|lf, where lab(e) = a, lab(f) = b, lab(g) = ¢c. We have E Npt E', but
E;g#; FE';g, since PSF(E;q) ={v,e, f,(e;9),(f;9)}, whereas PSF(E’; g) = {v,e, f}. Therefore SeqTraces(E;g) =
{a,b,ac,bc}, whereas SeqTraces(E'; g) = {a,b}.

Let us note that formulas E; g and E’'; g are associated with nets N and N' in Figure 5. We proved an accordance
of the net equivalences with their analogs in AFLP,. Hence, the fact E; g #; E’; g can be derived considering N and
N', for which N #; N', since only in N’ an action ¢ can never happen.

Consequently, none of the considered equivalences on AF L P,-formulas is a congruence, with the exception of
RDppas 1-6. XDy, s the weakest equivalence which is a congruence.

6 Conclusion

In the paper a new algebra AFLP, was presented for description and analysis of properties of labelled nondetermin-
istic processes. Denotational and operational semantics and formula equivalences on their basis were proposed. A
correlation of the net and formula equivalences was established on finite weakly labelled A-nets. Analogs of the net
equivalences were introduced on AF L P,-formulas which are in accordance with the initial equivalences on Petri nets.
Hence, algebra AF LP, possesses rather powerful tools to deal with nondeterministic finite processes.

Further development of the theme may consist in introducing a recursion operator in AFLP, (as it was suggested
in [5] for AF P,) to specify not only finite but infinite processes as well. Now, the author develops algebra AL P, which
is an extension of AF'LP, by recursion.
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Figure 5: A-nets from example of congruence
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