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Abstract—We consider timed Petri nets, i.e., unbounded Petri are a generalization of classic Petri néts [1] with realted!

nets where each token carries a real-valued clock. Transith arcs  (j.e., continuous-time) clocks, real-time constraintsj arices
are labeled with time intervals, which specify constraintson the for computations

ages of tokens. Our cost model assigns token storage costs pe Each token is equipped with a real-valued clock, represent-
time unit to places, and firing costs to transitions. We studythe quipp » rep

cost to reach a given control-state. In general, a cost-optial run  ing the age of the token. The firing conditions of a transition
may not exist. However, we show that the infimum of the costs include the usual ones for Petri nets. Additionally, eaah ar

is computable. between a place and a transition is labeled with a timexater
Keywords-Formal verification; Petri nets; Timed Automata whose bounds are natural numbers (or possiblyas upper
bound). These intervals can be open, closed or half open.
. INTRODUCTION When firing a transition, tokens which are removed/added

. S . from/to places must have ages lying in the intervals of the
Petri nets|[1],[[2] are a widely used model for the study and,responding transition arcs. Furthermore, we add specia

analysis of concurrent systems. Many different formalisms,q_ arcsto our model. These affect the enabledness of
have been proposed which extend Petri nets with clocks ngitions, but, unlike normal arcs, they do not remove the
apd reaI—tlme constraints, leading to various definitiohs @ 1en from the input place. Read arcs preserve the exact age
Timed Petri nets (TPNs complete discussion of all theseqt the jnput token, unlike the scenario where a token is first
formalisms is beyond the scope of th'f paper and the in&desfo 6y ed and then replaced. Read arcs are necessary in order
reader is referred to the surveys in [3]) [4]. . to make PTPN subsume the classic priced timed automata of
An important distinction is whether the time model is disg7z). we assign a cost to computations via a cost function
crete or continuous. In discrete-time nets, time is iR aS 1,51 that maps transitions and places of the Petri net to
being incremented in discrete steps and thus the ages afs0okg,tyral numbers. For a transition Cost(¢) gives the cost of
are in a counta_lble domain, commonly the n.atural nurpbe rforming the transition, while for a plage Cost(p) gives
Such discrete-time nets have been studied in, €.9., [[5], [§le cost per time unit per token in the place.
In continuous-time nets, time is interpreted as continlous pTpN are a continuous-time model which subsumes the
and _the ages of tokens are real num_bers. Some problemsdghtinuous-time TPN of [71018]79]/T10] and the priced &
continuous-time nets have been studied.in [7], [8], [BLH10 aytomata of([12],T13],T24]. It should be noted that PTPN are
In parallel, there have been several works on extendifiinjte-state in several different ways. First, the Pedt itself
the model of timed automata [11] witbrices (weighty (see ig ynbounded. So the number of tokens (and thus the number
e.g., [12], [13], [14]). Weighted timed automata are su&abyf clocks) can grow beyond any bound, i.e., the PTPN can
models for embedded systems, where we have to take if@ate and destroy arbitrarily many clocks. In that PTPkedif
conS|d§rat|on the fact that thg behay|or of the system may Rgm the priced timed automata 6f [12], [13],]14], which leav
constrained by the consumption of different types of resesir oy a finite number of control-states and only a fixed finite
Concretely, weighted timed automata extend classicaldimg,mber of clocks. Secondly, every single clock value is & rea
automata with a cost functiofiost that maps every location n,mber of which there are uncountably many.
and every transitio_n_ to a n(_)nnegative integer (or_rationegjur contribution. We study the cost to reach a given
number. For a transitiorost gives the cost of performing the control-state in a PTPN. In Petri net terminology, this is
transition. For a Ioc.at|onCos¥t gives the cost per time unit for called a control-state reachability problem or a coveitbil
staying in the location. In this manner, we can define, th_eaﬁ_robIem. The related reachability problem (i.e., reaching
computation of the system, the accumulated cost of stayinggarticular configuration) is undecidable for (continudinse
locations and performlng transitions glong the computatio .4 discrete-time) TPN[5], even without taking costs into
Here we consider a very expressive model that subsumgg.ount. In general, a cost-optimal computation may nattexi
all models mentioned abovericed Timed Petri NetéPTPN (e g. even in priced timed automata it can happen that there
_ _ , is no computation of cosi, but there exist computations of
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This cost problem had been shown to be decidable for thecurrences), so botl2.4,2.4,2.4,5.1,5.1] and[2.4% , 5.1%]
much simpler model ofliscrete-timePTPN in [15]. However, represent a multisét over R,y whereb(2.4) = 3, b(5.1) = 2
discrete-time PTPN do not subsume the priced timed automatad b(x) = 0 for = # 2.4,5.1. For multisetsb; and b, over
of [14]. Moreover, the techniques from [15] do not carry oved, we say that; < bs if bi(a) < ba(a) for eacha € A. We
to the continuous-time domain (e.g., arbitrarily many gela defineb; + b, to be the multiseb whereb(a) = b1 (a) +bz2(a),
of length2™™ for n=1,2,... can can happen ig 1 time). and (assuming; < b2) we definebs — b; to be the multiset
Outline of Used Techniques.Since the PTPN model is veryb where b(a) = bs(a) — bi(a), for eacha € A. We use
expressive, several powerful new techniques are develtped: € b to denote that(a) > 0. We use@ or [] to denote
analyze them. These are interesting in their own right amd céne empty multiset and to denote the empty word. Let

be instantiated to solve other problems. (A,<) be a poset. We define a partial ordef on A* as
In Section[I] we define PTPN and the priced coverabilitiollows. Let a; ...a, <" by ...b,, iff there is a subsequence
problem, and describe its relationship with priced timed a#;, ...b;, of by...b, s.t.Vke{l,...,n}.ar <bj,. A subset

tomata and Petri nets. Then, in Sectionb[Tll-V, we reduce tiiec A, is said to beupward closedn A if a; € B,as € A
priced coverability problem for PTPN to a coverability proband a; < as implies a; € B. If A is known from the
lem in an abstracted untimed model called AC-PTPN. Theontext, then we say simply tha® is upward closed For
abstraction is done by an argument similar to a constructidgh ¢ A we define theupward closureB 1 to be the set
in [14], where parameters indicating a feasible computatida € A| 3a’ € B: o’ < a}. A downward closedset B and the
are contained in a polyhedron, which is described by a totallownward closureB | are defined in a similar manner. We
unimodular matrix. However, our class of matrices is mongseat, al, a instead of{a} 1, {a} |, {a}, respectively. Given
general than in[14], because PTPN allow the creation of newtransition relation—, we denote its transitive closure by
clocks with a nonzero value. The resulting AC-PTPN are still'> and its reflexive-transitive closure b§—> Given a set of
much more expressive than Petri nets, because their configonfigurationsC, let Pre_, (C) = {¢|3c € C.c/ — ¢} and
rations are arbitrarily long sequences of multisets. Moeeo pre* () = {¢/|3ce C.¢! — ¢}.

the transitions of AC-PTPN are not monotone, because larger b) Priced Timed Petri NetsA Priced Timed Petri Net

configurations cost more and might thus exceed the cost lim)] . B . .
In order to solve coverability for AC-PTPN, we develop a vet&t;rzl;l) (Izsorirt)ul-psltea/t\és_ aEr?d’?P’isT’ gO:i?)i tghsjte Cgf IToI:cfelrs";?

general method to solve reachability/coverability profdein . - s "
2 " : is a finite set of transitions, where each transitiore 7'
infinite-state transition systems which are more generah th.
. . is of the formt¢ = (q1,q2, In, Read, Out). We have that
the well-quasi-ordered/well-structured transition epss of .
. -~ q1,q2 € Q are the source and target control-state, respectively,
[16], [17]. We call this method thabstract phase constructipn ® . .
o . . . . and In, Read, Out € (P x Intrv)"~ are finite multisets over
and it is described in abstract terms in Secfioh VI. In patég . ' .
o o . P x Intrv which define the input-arcs, read-arcs and output-
it includes a generalization of the Valk-Jantzen constoact

[18] to arbitrary well-quasi-ordered domains. In Secfiofl] V :;c;? ?1]::1 rﬁrsiﬁecctglsetlé/.tcc; Otsr ;Hgtro:s_;li I;g:: Zosct)sftmctm?
we instantiate this abstract method with AC-PTPN and pro gning 9 9 '

) o S - "O\fote that it is not a restriction to use integers for time kagsin
the main result. This instantiation is nontrivial and reqai . . I
- . . . and costs in PTPN. By the same standard technique as in timed
several auxiliary lemmas, which ultimately use the dedidgb

of the reachability problem for Petri nets with one inhiloitoaummata' the problem for rational numbers can be reduced

arc [19]. There exist close connections between timed Pet'f)ithe integer case (by multiplying all numbers with the lcm

nets, Petri nets with one inhibitor arc, and transfer nets. 0? the (_j|V|sors). To §|mpl|fy the presgntatlon We use a one-
dimensional cost. This can be generalized to multidimeraio

Il. PRICED TIMED PETRI NETS costs; see Section]X. We letmaz denote the maximum
integer appearing on the arcs of a given PTPNoAfiguration

a) Preliminaries: We use N,R.q,R,, to denote the . 7
sets of natural numbers (including 0), nonnegative reald, Of Vis a tuple(q, M) whereg < Q) is a control-state and/

. . . is amarkingof A/. A marking is a multiset oveP xRy, i.e.,
strictly positive reals, respectively. For a natural numbewre M € (P xRy0)°. The markingM defines the numbers and
useN* andN¥ to denote the set of vectors of siz@verN and 207 9

Nu{w}, respectively ¢ represents the first limit ordinal). For29¢s of tokens in each place in the net. We identify a token

n e N, we use[n] to denote the sefo,... n}. For z € Ru, ina _marklngM by the palr(;_),:c) representing its place ar_1d
: age inM. Then,M (p,z) defines the number of tokens with
we usefrac () to denote the fractional part af. We use a . ; ; .
: . . . agex in placep. Abusing notation, we define, for each place
set Intrv of intervals. An open interval is written &3v : 2)

wherew e N andz e Nu{oo}. Intervals can also be closed i & multlsetM-(p) over Ry, where M (p)(w) = M(p, o).

one or both directions, e.gw : z] is closed in both directions ~For & markingA/ of the form [(py,z1) , ... , (pn,5)]

and[w: z) is closed to the left and open to the right. and z € R, we use M™ to denote the marking
For a setd, we useA* and A® to denote the set of finite (P11 +2) ... (P, 2 + 7).

words and finite multisets oved, respectively. We view a ¢) Computations:We define two transition relations on

multiset b over A as a mapping : A — N. Sometimes, the set of configurations: timed transition and discrete-tra

we write finite multisets as lists (possibly with multiplesition. A timed transitionincreases the age of each token



by the same real number. Formally, far ¢ R.o,q € @, token on it whose age encodes the clock value. We assign cost
we have(q, M1) s rime (¢, M) if My = M;*. We use zero to these places. For every control-stabé the automaton
(¢, My) —>rime (q,Ms) to denote that(q, M) ——rime W€ have one placg, in the PTPN. Place, contains exactly
(q, M>) for somezx € R.g. one token iff the automaton is in state and it is empty

We define the set ofdiscrete transitions— p;;. as Otherwise. An automaton transition from stateto states’
Uwer —, Where —s, represents the effect diring the is encoded by a PTPN transition consuming the token from
discrete transitiort. To define—, formally, we need the ps and creating a token gp.. The transition guards referring
auxiliary predicatematch that relates markings with theto clocks are encoded as read-arcs to the places which encode
inputs/reads/outputs of transitions. Lef ¢ (P x Rs()® and clocks, labeled with the required time intervals. Note thzen
o € (P x Intrv)®. Then match(M,«) holds iff there exists and half-open time intervals are needed to encode the strict
a bijection f : M ~ o« st for every(p,z) ¢ M we inequalities used in timed automata. Clock resets are &utod
have f((p,z)) = (p,Z) with p’ = p and 2z ¢ Z. Let by consuming the timed token (by an input-arc) and replacing
t = (q1,q2, In, Read, Out) € T. Then we have a discrete trandt (by an output-arc) with a new token on the same place with
sition (q1, M1) —¢ (g2, M>) iff there existl, O, R, M7*** ¢ age0. The cost of staying in stateis encoded by assigning

(P xRs)? s.t. the following conditions are satisfied: a cost to placep,, and the cost of performing a transition
« My=1+R+ Mt is encoded as the cost of the corresponding PTPN transition.
o match(I,In), match(R, Read) andmatch(O, Out). Also PTPN subsume ful!y gene_ral u.nbounded (i.e., infinite-
o My=0+R+ Mt state) Petri nets (by setting all time intervals[tb: o) and

We say that is enabledin (g1, M;) if the first two conditions thus ignoring the clock values).

are satisfied. A transitiom may be fired iff for each input- the that _GUSt like for timed automata) the problem_s for
arc and each read-arc, there is a token with the right agecl ntmuou_s-tlme RTPN cannot be re_duced_to _(or app?‘.’?"mated
the corresponding input place. These tokeng imatched to by the. d|screte-t|_mﬁ casE. RhepI?cw:g stnctlmequalmm bl
the input arcs will be removed when the transition is firecﬁ‘,cr)]n'St,rICt pnes||m|g t make theblma control-state reaga
while the tokens inR matched to the read-arcs are kept! en it originally was unreachable.

The newly produced tokens i@ have ages which are chosen U The Pr;cid Coverabgllity Pr;;lem_lx_/r\:e V\;]illlconS:der
nondeterministically from the relevant intervals on thepo two variants of the cost problem, ti@ost-Thresholgproblem

arcs of the transitions. This semantics is lazy, i.e., arhb|Ad theCost-Optimalityproblem. They are both characterized
by aninitial control statey;,;; and afinal control stategg, .

transitions do not need to fire and can be disabled again. " X )
Let Cinit = (qinit,[]) be the initial configuration and

We write — = — 71;me U — pise 10 denote all transitions
. . o) . .
For setsC, C” of configurations, we writ€ — C” to denote Cfir = {(asin, M) | M € (P xRx) "} the set of final configu
x , , . rations defined by the control-stage,,. |.e., we start from a
that c — ¢ for somec € C and ¢’ € C'. A computation : . il
N " configuration where the control stategis,;; and where all the
7w (from ¢ to ¢’) is a sequence of transitiong — ¢; — . .
, . ~ , places are empty, and then consider the cost of computations
. — ¢, such thatcy = ¢ andc¢,, = ¢/. We write c — ¢ - .
. . PR that takes us tag,. (If Cin;: contained tokens with a non-
to denote thatr is a computation fronz to ¢’. Similarly, we . : : . .
write O > ¢ o denote thaf o o ™ integer age then the optimal cost might not be an integer.)
S S .
d) Costs: The cost of61; ’Cznme téf'ian ccgr.]s'st'n In the Cost-Thresholgroblem we ask the question whether
e " putali . ISt gOptCost (Cinit,Csn) < v for a given threshold € N.
of one discrete transitiont € T is defined as L
In the Cost-Optimality problem, we want to compute

Cost ((q1,M1) —¢ (g2, M> := (Cost(t). The cost of . .

a corrgfoutatior)w consi(sting oz‘)one timed tEa)nsition is defingd bOptCOSt (Cinit; Csin)- (Example in Appendix A.)

Cost ((qJV[) = (q,M”)) =% Yoep |M(p)| + Cost (p). [1l. COMPUTATIONS IN §-FORM

The cost of a computation is the sum of all transition costs \ye show that, in order to solve the cost problems it is sufficie

it, i.e., Cost (g1, M1) — (g2, M2) — ... — (s, M) = to consider computations of a certain form where the ages of
Yicicn Cost ((qi, M) — (qiv1, Miy1)). We writeC' — C”  all the tokens are arbitrarily close to an integer.

to denote that there is a computationsuch thatC' — C’ The decomposition of a PTPN markidg into its fractional

and Cost () < v. We define OptCost (C,C’) to be the partsM_,,,...,M_1, My, My,...,M,, is uniquely defined by

infimum of the set{v| C — C'}, i.e., the infimum of the the following properties:

costs of all computations leading frofi to C'. We use the o« M =M_,, +---+ M_1+ Mo+ My +---+ M,.

infimum, because the minimum does not exist in general. We. If (p,z) € M; andi < 0 then frac (z) > 1/2. If (p,x) €

partition the set of place® = P. u P; where Cost (p) > 0 My then frac (z) = 0. If (p,z) € M; andi > 0 then

for p € P. and Cost (p) = 0 for p € Ps. The places inP, are frac (z) <1/2.

called cost-places and the placesAp are called free-places. « Let (p;,z;) € M; and (p;,x;) € M;. Then frac (z;) =
e) Relation of PTPN to Other Model®TPN subsume frac(x;) iff i=j,andif-m<i<j<0o0or0<i<j<n

the priced timed automata of [12], [13], [14] via the followi then frac (z;) < frac (z;).

simple encoding. For every one of the finitely many clocks of « M; + & if i # 0 (M, can be empty, but the othéi; must

the automaton we have one place in the PTPN with exactly one be non-empty in order to get a unique representation.)



We say that a timed transitiofy, M) — (¢, M) is detailed of markings of the A-PTPN, and then describe the transition
iff at most one fractional part of any token i changes relation. We will also explain the relation to the markingsla
its status about reaching or exceeding the next higherenteghe transition relation induced by the original PTPN.
value. Formally, let be the fractional part of the token ages  g) Markings and ConfigurationsFix a § : 0 < § <
in M_y, ore =1/2 if M_, does not exist. Thelig, M) —— 2/5. A marking M of N in é-form is encoded by a
(¢, M") is detailediff either 0 < x < 1 — € (i.e., no tokens marking aptpn (M) of N’ which is described by a triple
reach the next integer), ably = @ and = = ¢ (no tokens (w"9" by, w!**) wherew"#" w' ¢ ((P x [cmaz + 1])@)*
had integer age, but those W_, reach integer age). Everyand v, ¢ (P x [cmaz +1])®. The ages of the tokens in
Computation of a PTPN can be transformed into an equival%ytpn (M) are integers and therefore On|y carry the integra|
one (w.r.t. reachability and cost) where all timed transitiare parts of the tokens in the original PTPN. However, the maykin
detailed. Thus we may assume w.l.0.g. that timed transitioy,,, (1/) carries additional information about the fractional
are detailed. This property is needed to obtain a one-to-Of&rts of the tokens as follows. The tokensuifi¥" represent
correspondence between PTPN steps and the steps of A-PTflens in)/ that havehigh fractional parts (their values are at
defined in the next section. most§ below the next integer); the tokens in°™ represent
For ¢ e (0 : 1/5] the marking[(p1,1),...,(Pn,7n)] IS  tokens in)M that havdow fractional parts (their values at most
in 5-form if, for all 7: 1 <4 < n, it is the case that either (i) § above the previous integer); while tokens tin represent
frac(z;) < § (low fractional part), or (ii)frac(z;) > 1-0 (high tokens inM that havezero fractional parts (their values are
fractional part). l.e., the age of each token is close tohwit equal to an integer). Furthermore, the ordering among the
<) an integer. We choosé< 1/5 to ensure that the cases (i)fractional parts of tokens in"9" (resp.w'®) is represented
and (ii) do not overlap, and that they still do not overlap fopy the positions of the multisets to which they belongit"
a newd’ < 2/5 after a delay ok 1/5 time units. (resp.w'™). Let M = M_,,,...,M_1, My, M, ..., M, be
The occurrence of a discrete transitioris said to be in the decomposition oM into fractional parts. Then we define
d-form if its outputO is in é-form, i.e., the ages of the newly gptpn (M) = (whigh’bmwlow) with whioh = b_ . by,
generated tokens are close to an integer. This is not a fyopeind w'*® = by ...b,, where b;((p,|z])) = M;((p,z)) if
of the transitiont as such, but a property of its occurrence; < ¢maz. (This is well defined, becausd/; contains
because it depends on the particular choic&of only tokens with one particular fractional part.) Furthens
Let N = (Q, P, T, Cost) be a PTPN andinir = (qinit;[1)  b;((p, cmaz+1)) = ¥ s emae M ((p,y)), i-€., all tokens whose
andCy, = {(gfin. M) | M € (P x Rs)®} as in the last section. age is> cmaz are abstracted as tokens of ageaz + 1,
For0 < ¢ < 1/5, the computation is in §-form iff (1) every because the PTPN cannot distinguish between token ages
occurrence of a discrete transitien — c;.1 is in 6-form, > ¢maz. Note thatw"" and w'" represent tokens with
and (2) for every timed transition; — c;,; we have either fractional parts in increasing order. An A-PTPN configwoati
€ (0:9)orze (1-0:1). We show that, in order to is a control-state plus a marking. If we applytpn to a set
find the infimum of the possible costs, it suffices to considef configurations (i.e.aptpn(Cp»,)), we implicitly restrict this
computations im-form, for arbitrarily small values of > 0.  set to the subset of configurations3ps-form.
h) Transition Relation: The  transitions  on

Lemma 1. Let Cnit —> Cpin, Wherem is Ciniy = :
t T of " L= the A-PTPN are defined as follows. For every

. — Clength € Cfin. Then for everyd > 0 there exists a

) _ o ~ discrete transiton ¢t = (q1,q2,In, Read, Out) €
computationz’ in J-form whereCln;; — Cpn, Wheren' is 7 \we  have (q1,bom ... b_1,b0,b1...Dp) —
Cinit = 0,6 T C;ength € Cfin S-t-_ Cost (_W') < Cost (), (g2, Copmy - .. C_1,c0,¢1 ...cpr) if the following conditions
m and ' have the same length andi : 0 <i < length.|cil = are satisfied: For every : -m < i < n there exist
|c;|. Furthermore, ifr is detailed thent’ is detailed. bLbR brest 0,09 € (P x[emaz +1])° st for every
Corollary 2. For everys > 0 we haveOptCost (Cinir,Cpin) = 0 <€<l we have
inf{ Cost () | Cinit —> Cfin, T in 6-formy. o by =bl+bE+ b/t for —-m<i<n

o match((T;.0 b)) +bl, In)
IV. ABSTRACTPTPN o match((T;.0 b)) + bE, Read)

We now reduce the Cost-Optimality problem to a simpler * match(O™ ”?6)’ Out) L
case without explicit clocks by defining a new class of * Ther,e |sa?tr|ctly monotone injectioh: {-m, ”}'_’
systems calledabstract PTPN(for short A-PTPN), whose {=m R } (\;vheref(o) =0s.t Cf(l) b - b and
computations represent PTPN computationsdiform, for co =bo —bh +bF and L. ¢; = (Lizg bi = b]) + O.
infinitesimally small values ofé > 0. For each PTPN The intuition is that the A-PTPN tokens ib; for i # 0

= (Q,P,T, Cost), we define a corresponding A-PTPNrepresent PTPN tokens with a little larger, and strictlyipos,
N’ (sometimes denoted bypipn (N)). The A-PTPNN" is fractional part. Thus their age is incrementedeay 0 before
syntactically of the same forQ, P, T, Cost) asN. However, it is matched to the input, read and output arcs. The fraation
N induces a different transition system (its configuratioms a parts of the tokens that are not involved in the transiti@y st
operational semantics are different). Below we define the she same. However, since all the time intervals in the PTPN



have integer bounds, the fractional parts of newly creatétbst (¢), just like in PTPN. For abstract timed transitions of
tokens are totally arbitrary. Thus they can be inserted @pes 1 and 2 we define the cost as zero. For abstract timed
any position in the sequence, between any positions in ttiansitions(q, M) — (g, M>) of types 3 and 4, we define
sequence, or before/after the sequence of existing fradtio Cost ((q, M1) — (g, M2)) = ¥ pep [M1(p)| * Cost (p) (i.e.,
parts. This is specified by the last condition on the sequeraeif the elapsed time had length 1). The intuition is that) as
Coml e C_1,C05C] + .. Cpr. converges to zero, the cost of the PTPN timed transitions of
Lemma 3. Let (¢, M) be a PTPN configuration id-form length in (0 9) (types 1 and 2) or ir(1 —4': 1). (types 3 and_
. . 4) converges to the cost of the corresponding abstract timed

for somed < 1/5. There is an occurrence of a discrete . ; . .

o PN .. transitions in the A-PTPN. The following Lemnid 6, which
transition in o-form (g, M) —; (q',M") if and only if ¢ oo Lemmag$ 1815, shows this formally.
aptpn((q, M)) —¢ aptpn((q', M')).

Lemma 6.

Additionally there are A-PTPN transitions that encode the i )
effect of PTPN detailed timed transition& for z ¢ (0:6) or 1) L€tco be a P-II;EN conflg;_lr_z;tll\(l)n where all tokens have
x € (1-6 : 1) for sufficiently smalls > 0. We call thesabstract Integer ages. For every computation= co —
. — ¢, in detailed form andj-form s.t.n * 4§ < 1/5

timed transitions For any multiseth ¢ (P x [c¢maz +1])° h ! dina A-PTPN i
let b* € (P x [emaz +1])° be defined byb* ((p,z + 1)) = there exists a corresponding A- computatidn=

b((p,x)) for z < emaz andb* ((p, cmax +1)) = b((p, cmax + aptpn(co) — ... — aptpn(cy) st

1)) + b((p, cmaz)), i.e., the agecmaz + 1 represents all |Cost (m)—Cost (7') | < n*6#(max |¢;|)* (max Cost (p))
ages> cmaz. There are 4 different types of abstract timed O<isn per
transitions. (In the following alb; are nonempty.) 2) Letc, be a A-PTPN configuratiore, by, €). For every
Type Wq1,b-pm ... b_1,b0,b1...b,) — A-PTPN computationr’ = ¢, — ... — ¢}, and every
(q1,b-m ... b_1,@,bpb1 ... b,). This simulates a 0 < § < 1/5 there exists a PTPN computation= ¢y —
very small delays > 0 where the tokens of integer ... — ¢, in detailed form and-form s.t.c; = aptpn(c;)

age inby now have a positive fractional part, but no  for 0 <i <n and
tokens reach an integer age.

Type Aq1,b-m ... b_1,3,b1...b,) —
(q1,b-m ... bo2,b%1,b1...b,). This simulates a
very small delay > 0 in the case where there wer

|Cost (m)-Cost (7') ] < n*&*((r)nax |c§|)*(maj§< Cost (p))
<i<n pe

Theorem 7. The infimum of the costs in a PTPN coincide
. o Swith the infimum of the costs in the corresponding A-PTPN.
no tokens of integer age and the tokensin just

reach the next higher integer age. inf{ Cost () | Cinit — Csin'} -
Type Aq1,bm ...b_1,bg, by ...by) —  inf{Cost (7") | aptpn(Cinit) — aptpn(Csin)}
(g1, b, -+ I9b21 00 - b @D, by - b7) for. V. ABSTRACTING COSTS INA-PTPN
some k € {0,...,n}. This simulates a delay in _, )
(1-4:1) where the tokens if ... b, do not quite Given an A-PTPN, the cost-threshold problem is whether

. . T
reach the next higher integer and no token gets &re exists a computationptpn (Cinir) — aptpn(Crin) St

integer age. Cost (m) < v for a given threshold.
Type 4q1, by ...b_1,bo,b1...by) . We now reduce this question to a question about simple
(Q17b+ b+22)+1}70 b bty by ) for coverability in a new model called AC-PTPN. The idea is to
JOf bbby bk, by by - b

somek ¢ {0,...,n - 1}. This simulates a delay in encode the cost of the computation into a part of the control-
(1-5:1) where the tokens iy, . .. b, do not quite State. For every A-PTPN and cost threshold N there is a
reach the next higher integer and the tokenson corresponding AC-PTPN that is defined as follows.

just reach the next higher integer age. For every A-PTPN configuration
(g, b_m ... b_1,b0,b1...by) there are AC-PTPN
Lemma 4. Let (¢, M) be a PTPN configuration in-form for configurations  ((¢,vy),b—_m ...b_1,bo,b1...b,) for all
somed < 1/5 and z € (0 : 9). There is a PTPN detailed integers < y < v, wherey represents the remaining allowed
timed transition (¢, M) — (¢, M**) if and only if there cost of the computation. We define a finite set of functions
is a A-PTPN abstract timed transition of type 1 or 2 S.tac, for 0 < y < v that map A-PTPN configurations to AC-
aptpn((g, M)) — aptpn((q, M**)). PTPN configurations s.tac, ((¢,b_m ...b_1,bo,b1...b,)) =

Lemma 5. Let (¢, M) be a PTPN configuration ifi-form for  ((©:%)b=m - b-1,b0,b1-..bn).
somed < 1/5 andx ¢ (1 -6 : 1). There is a PTPN timed For every discrete transition = (g1, gz, In, Read, Out) €
transition (¢, M) — (¢, M**) if and only if there is a A- T with (@1,bm - b1, bo, b - bn) Tt

PTPN transition of either type 3 or 4 sdptpn((q, M)) — ﬁ?&ec_m’i.rl.s.tce_;cjico’(i(lh. y;"b) Inb ) tl?oebl Af-gPN’ _V)\Ze
aptpn((q, M*™)). T T Y

((g2,y — Cost(t),cmr...co1,¢0,C1...¢p7) In the AC-
The cost model for A-PTPN is defined as follows. For evely TPN forv > y > Cost (t). l.e., we deduct the cost of the
transitiont ¢ T we have Cost ((q1, M1) —¢ (g2, M>)) := transition from the remaining allowed cost of the compuwtati



For every A-PTPN abstract timed transition of the type®rminates and the final sé&f satisfiesg v e V.v ¢ X1, i.e,,
1and 2(¢1,...) — (q1,...) we have corresponding AC-V ¢ X 1. Furthermore, by our constructio ¢ V' and thus
PTPN abstract timed transitions of types 1 and 2 whefét ¢ V 1= V. Thus X1 = V. Finally, we remove all non-
((g1,9),-..) — ((q1,9),...) for all 0 < y < wv. lLe., minimal elements fromX (this is possible sinceX is finite
infinitesimally small delays do not cost anything. and< decidable) and obtaifr,,, . ]

fFor ¢ every3 A'PTPbN atzstrztctb tlrzed tranSItlor‘borollary 11. Let X be a finite alphabet anll’ ¢ ¥ a recur-
o bpe - (1,b-m L PO T n) —  sively enumerable set that is upward-closed w.r.t. the tsinigs
(q1,0%, - l?—?b—lbo b B,05, - b)) . we . _have otrdering <. The following three properties are equivalent.
corresponding AC-PTPN abstract timed  transitions 0 1) The finite seV,,.;, of minimal elements df is effectively
type 3 where ((¢1,4),b-m..-b-1,b0,b1...b,) constructible.mm

_ + + 7+ + +
((ql,gl 2), 0l 02502 bo - by, @501, - by) - where 2) For every finite subsek c ¥* it is decidable if3v €
Z:Ziz,mzpeﬂbi(p)h&)st (p) andv >y > 2. Ve X1
Transitions of type 4 are handled analogously. 3) For every regular languagek ¢ X* it is decidable if
Lemma 8. There is an A-PTPN computation RnV=ga.

_“ptp"(ci"it_) —_ “ptp”(cﬁ??) with  Cost (1) < v _ Proof: By Higman’s Lemmal[20], the substring ordeis

iff there is a glorrespondlng AC-PTPN  computation, g0 ons:* and thusy,,..., is finite. Therefore the equivalence

acy (aptpn(Cinit)) — Uogy<o acy(aptpn(Chin)) of (1) and (2) follows from Theorefn 10. Property (1) implies
Proof: Directly from the definition of AC-PTPN, that V' is an effectively constructible regular language, which

Note that, unlike A-PTPN, AC-PTPN are not monoton implies property (3). Property (2) is equivalent to chegkin
o ' X . WhetherV n X 1t + @ and X 1 is effectively regular becausg
This is because steps of type 3/4 with more tokens Osnf'n'te Therefore, (3) implies (2) and thus (1) =
cost-places cost more, and thus cost-constraints miglu:kbld NHe. ' Impi u i .
Note that Theoreni 10 (and even Corolldry] 11, via an

transitions from larger configurations. encoding of vectors into strings) imply Theoréin 9.
VI. THE ABSTRACT COVERABILITY PROBLEM B. The Abstract Phase Construction

We describe a general construction for solving reachabil-We define some sufficient abstract conditions on infinite-
ity/coverability problems under some abstract conditionstate transition systems under which a general reachabil-
Later we will show how this construction can be applied tiy/coverability problem is decidable. Intuitively, we Ve
AC-PTPN (and thus the A-PTPN and PTPN cost problemsjwo different types of transition relations. The first redat

is monotone (w.r.t. a given quasi-order) on the whole state
space, while the second relation is only defined/enabled on
Theorem 9. (Valk & Jantzen[[18]) Given an upward-closedan upward-closed subspace. The quasi-order is not a well
setV c N*, the finite setV,,.;, of minimal elements oF is quasi-order on the entire space, but only on the subspace. In
effectively computable iff for any vectare N* the predicate particular, this is not a well-quasi-ordered transitiosteyn in

4l n'V =@ is decidable. the sense of [16]/[17], but more general.

We call the following algorithm thabstract phase construc-
tion, because we divide sequences of transitions into phases,
Theorem 10. Let (€2, <) be a set with a decidable well-quasi-separated by occurrences of transitions of the second kind.
order (wgo)<, and letV” ¢ Q be upward-closed and recursively
enumerable. Then the finite 9ét,;,, of minimal elements df
is effectively constructible if and only if for every finitgbset
X cQitis decidable ifV n X1+ @ (e, ifJveV.v¢ X1).

A. The Generalized Valk-Jantzen Construction

We now show a generalization of this result.

Definition 1. We say that a structurdS,C,<,—,—>4,—>5
,init, F') satisfies thabstract phase construction requirements
iff the following conditions hold.

1. S is a (possibly infinite) set of state§; c S is a

Proof: V..., is finite, since< is a wqo. For the only-if finite subset;nit € S is the initial state andF' c .S
part, sinceX 1 is upward-closed, it suffices to check for each is a (possibly infinite) set of final states.
of the finitely many elements df,,,;,, if it is not in X 1. This 2. < is a decidable quasi-order of. Moreover,< is a
is possible, becausk is finite and< is decidable. well-quasi-order on the subsétt (whereC't = {s ¢

For the if-part, we start withX = @ and keep adding S|3ceC.s>c}).

elements taX until X1 =V. In every step we do the check 3. —-=—,4 U—>pg
if 3veV.v¢ X1. If no, we stop. If yes, we enumeraié 4. —4C Sx.S is a monotone (w.r.&) transition relation
and check for every element if v ¢ X1 (this is possible onS.
since X is finite and< decidable). Eventually, we will find 5.a. —-pc C1x C1? is a monotone (w.r.t<) transition
such av, add it to the setX, and do the next step. Consider relation onC'1.
the sequence of elements,vs,... which are added toX 5.b  For every finite setX ¢ C't we have that the finitely
in this way. By our constructiom; # v; for j > 4. Thus the many minimal elements of the upward-closed set

sequence is finite, becausés a wgo. Therefore the algorithm Pre_, (X 1) are effectively constructible.



6.a Pre’,  (F) is upward-closed and decidable. other applications, when used with different instantiasio

6.b  The finitely many minimal elements Bfe”, , (F') n
C't are effectively constructible.

7.a For any finite setU ¢ C'1, the setPre’, (U?) is
decidable.

7.b For any finite setsU, X ¢ C1, it is decidable if

X1nPre, (U) nC1 . (In other words, it is problem [21] to prove conditions 7.a and 7.b).

decidable if3z € (X1n C1).2 =} Ut) A different instantiation could be used to show the decidabi
(Note that Pre’, (U1) is not necessarily constructible,ity of the reachability problem for generalized classesosty
because< is not a well-quasi-order oi$. Note also thatr” FIFO-channel systems, where, e.g., an extra type of tramsit

Remark 1. Theoreni IR can be used to obtain a simple proof
of decidability of the coverability problem for Petri netsthv
one inhibitor arc. Normal Petri net transitions are des@ib

by — 4, while the inhibited transition is described by 5.
(This uses the decidability of the normal Petri net reachigbi

is not necessarily upward-closed.) —p is only enabled when some particular channel is empty.

Theorem 12. If (S,C,<,—,—>4,—p,init, F') satisfies the VIl. THE MAIN RESULT

abstract phase construction requirements of Def. 1, then thiere we state the main computability result of the paper. Its

probleminit —* F' is decidable. proof refers to several auxiliary lemmas that will be shown i
Proof: By Def.[1 (cond. 3), we havenit »* F iff (1) the following sections.

init =% F, or (2) init > (=p=%)"F. Theorem 13. Consider a PTPNN = (Q, P, T, Cost) with

Condition (1) can be checked directly, by Dief. 1 (cond. 6.ghitial configuration Cini = (ginst,[]) and set of final con-

In order to check condition (2), we first construct a sequenggyrations Crn = {(qn, M) | M € (PxRy)®}. Then
of minimal finite setsU, ¢ C't for £ = 1,2,... such that OptCost (Cinit,Cin ) is computable. B

Ut ={seS|3j:1<j<k s(=>p—4) F} and show that i

this sequence converges. Proof: OptCost (Cinit, Cpin) = inf{ Cost (m) | Cinis —
First we construct the minimal finite sétf c C't s.t.Uj 1 = Chn} = inf{Cost (7") | aptpn(Cinit) — aptpn(Can)}, by

Pre’, (F)nC't. This is possible by conditions 6.a and 6.b ofheorem[7. Thus it suffices to consider the computations

Def.[. Then we construct the minimal finite dét ¢ C'1 s.t. N _ . i
Uit = Pre_,,(U;1). This is possible by conditions 5.a anqaptpn(cmlt) aptpn(Cpn) 0f the corresponding A-PTPN.

i . n particular, OptCost (Cinst,Crin) € N.
5.b of Defl. Fork = 1,2,... we repeat the following steps. To compute this value, it suffices to solve the cost-thrashol

« Given the finite set/y < C'1, we construct the minimal proplem for any given threshold ¢ N, i.e., to decide if

ﬁnite Se_tUngrl cCtstUp 1= Pre:A(Uk.T)ﬁCT_. This aptpn(Cini) — aptpn(Cpy) for somer with Cost (1) < v.
is possible because of Theorénd 10, which we instantiatery show this. we first decide ifaptpn(Cinst ) u
as follows. LetQ = Ct andV = Pre’, (Upt) n C1. ’ ot

. . - _aptpn(Cpy ) for any (i.e., reachability). This can be reduced
Using th_e. condltl_ons ”0”.‘ Defl1 we havg the followmgto the cost-threshold problem by setting all place and ttians
By condition 2,< is a decidable well-quasi-order @ri?.

B dition 4.V = Pre* (U o1 d-closed costs to zero and solving the cost-threshold problemfep.
Y condition 2, = re’, ’“T)m. 11s upward-closed, ¢ no, then no final state is reachable and we represent this by
since -4 is monotone. By conditions 7.a and P, is

. = iald inf{ Cost () | Cinit — Cpin} = co. If yes, then we can find
decidable, and by condition 7.b the questi&nt nV + : : g
o is decidable. Thus, by Theord] 10, the finitely manthe optimal cost by solving the cost-threshold problem for

inimal el ts ol ie. th o Hectivel %resholdv:0,1,2,3,... until the answer is yes.
gg;ﬂi;;g‘en S OV, 1.€., e Sel,.,, are efecvely  Now we show how to solve the cost-threshold problem.

. GivenU.,, we construct the minimal finite séf’’, c By Lemmal[38, this questloq is equivalent to a reach_ab|I|ty
+L ) N e+ problemac, (aptpn(Cinit)) — Uocy<w acy(aptpn(Cprn)) in
Ct st Ugy 1 = Pre,,(Ug,, 1). This is possible by the corresponding AC-PTPN Th?s reachability problem is
conditions 5.a and 5.b of Ddf] 1. P 9 ' y P

Then letUg,1 be the finite set of minimal elements ofdeudable by Lgmmﬂe. - . u
U GU Before showing the auxiliary lemmas, we give a lower
k+1 .

) ) ) bound on the cost-threshold problem.
The sequencd/;1,Us1,... is a monotone-increasing se-
quence of upward-closed subsetstf, whereU, is the finite Theorem 14. Consider a PTPNN = (Q, P, T, Cost) with
set of minimal elements of/, 1. This sequence convergesinitial configuration Ci,i: = (ginit,[]) and set of final states
because is a well-quasi-order o' 1 by condition 2 of DeflLl. Csin = {(qfin, M) | M € (P xR50)°}. Then the question if
Therefore, we get/,, = U, for some finite indexn and OptCost (Cinit,Crin) = 0 is atleast as hard as the reachability
Unt ={seS|s(-5—%)"F}, because transitior 5 is only problem for Petri nets with one inhibitor arc.

enabled inC't by Def.[1 (cond. 5.a). , Theorem[ T4 implies thaOptCost (Cinit,Cpn) = 0 is at
Finally, by Def.[1 (cond. 7.a) we can do the final checlg,st a5 hard as the reachability problem for standard Petri
whetherinit € Pre”, , (U, 1) and thus decide condition (2)m nets and thus EXPSPACE-hafd [22].
In the following section we use Theordml12 to solve the 14 prove Lemma 16, we need some auxiliary definitions.
optimal cost problem for PTPN. However, it also has many



Definition 2. We define the partial order</ on AC- sitions of types 1 and 2. These are monotone v&f.t. Thus
PTPN configurations. Given two AC-PTPN configuraeondition 4 of Def[1l is satisfied.

tions 5 = (gp,(b-m-.-b-1,00,01...0,)) and v = Let - be the transition relation induced by abstract timed

(qv,(c_mr...c_l,co_,cl ..-Cn’))_ we havep </ v iff 498 = AC-PTPN transitions of types 3 and 4. These are monotone

¢y and there exists a strictly monotone functioh : ¢ </ put only enabled inC't, because otherwise the

{=m,....n} = {-m',...,n'"} where f(0) = 0 s.t cost would be too high. (Remember that every AC-PTPN
1) cpy —bie (Pf x [cmaz + 1])91 for -m <i <n. configuration stores the remaining allowed cost, which rhast

2) cj e (Pyx [emaz +1])®, if Bie{-m,...,n}. f(i)=j. non-negative.) Moreover, timed AC-PTPN transitions ofetyp
(Intuitively, v is obtained from3 by adding tokens on free-3 and 4 do not change the number or type of the tokens in a
places, while the tokens on cost-places are unchanged.)cenfiguration, and thus-zc C't x C't. So we have condition
this case, ifo = (qg, (C—ms =bp-1(Cmrys -1 —bp-1(_1),c0—  D.a0f Def[1. Condition 5.b is satisfied, because there dge on
bo,c1 = by-1(1y, ..., C = bp1(yr))) then we writea®f = 7. finitely many token ages cmaz and the number and type of
(Note thata is not uniquely defined, because it depends dakens is unchanged.
the choice of the functiofi. However one such always exists  condition 3 is satisfied, because=—>4 U —5 by the
and only contains tokens of.) definition of AC-PTPN.

The partial order <¢ on configurations of AC-PTPN is
defined analogously witl¥, instead ofP, i.e.,~ is obtained
from 5 by adding tokens on cost-places.

The partial order<¢ on configurations of AC-PTPN is
defined analogously witt® instead ofP, i.e., v is obtained
from 3 by adding tokens on any places, apff=<¢ u </.

Now we show the conditions 6.a and 6.B.is upward-
closed w.r.t<¢ and— 4 is monotone w.r.t<f¢ (not only w.r.t
<f). By LemmaIb</¢ is a decidable wqo on the set of AC-
PTPN configurations. Therefor&re”, | (F) is upward-closed
w.r.t. <f¢ and effectively constructible (i.e., its finitely many
minimal elements w.r.&/<), because the sequentec=;  (F')
Lemma 15. </, <¢ and </ are decidable quasi-orders on thefor i = 1,2,... converges. Lefs be this finite set of minimal
set of all AC-PTPN configurations. (w.rt. </¢) elements ofPre”, (F). We obtain condition 6.a.,

For every AC-PTPN configuration, </, is a well-quasi- because is finite and</* is decidable. MoreovePre*, (F)

order on the set{c}t = {s|c </ s} (i.e., heret denotes the is also upward-closed w.r.t/. The setC is a finite set of

upward-closure w.r.t</). AC-PTPN configurations and't is the upward-closure of’
</¢ is a well-quasi-order on the set of all AC-PTPNw.r.t. </. ThereforePre”, (F)n C1 is upward closed w.r.t.
configurations. <f. Now we show how to construct the finitely many minimal

w.rt. </) elements ofPre*, (F)n C1t. For everyk ¢ K
et a(k) :=={k' | k" € C1,k <° k'}, i.e., those configurations
which have the right control-state f&¥ 1, but whose number
of tokens on cost-places is boundeddyand who are larger
(w.r.t. <) than some base elementid. In particular,a(k) is
Proof: We instantiate a structur¢S,C,<,—,—4,—p finite and constructible, becausds finite, and<® and</ are
,init, F'), show that it satisfies the requirements of Odf. Iecidable. Note that(k) can be empty (ift has the wrong

Lemma 16. Given an instance of the PTPN cost proble
and a given thresholdv ¢ N, the reachability question
acy (aptpn(Cinit)) — Uos<y<o acy(aptpn(Cpy)) in the cor-
responding AC-PTPN is decidable.

and then apply TheoremM2. control-state or too many tokens on cost-places). Keét:=
Let S be the set of all AC-PTPN configurations of the formJ,.x a(k), which is finite and constructible. We show that
((¢,9)y b .- b_1,b0,b1 ... by) Wherey < v. Pre’, (F)nCt= K'1. Consider the first inclusion. lf € K'1

Let C be the set of all AC-PTPN configurations of thehen3k’ € K'. ke K.k <¢ k' </ z, k' ¢ C1. Thereforek << z
form ((q,y),b—ms-..b-1,b0,b1 o b,) wherey < v, and andze Pre’, (F).Alsok’ e C't andk’ </ z and thuse € C'1.
bi € (P. x [emaz +1])® and Y- |bjl < v. In other words, Now we consider the other inclusion. dfe Pre, (F)nC?
the configurations i’ only contain tokens on cost-places anthen there is & ¢ K s.t. k </ 2. Moreover, the number of
the size of these configurations is limited by C' is finite, tokens on cost-places in is bounded byy and the control-
becausePl,, cmaz andwv are finite. state is of the form required b/ 1, becauser € C'1. Since,

Let <:=</ of Def.[3, i.e., in this proof denotes the upward- k </¢ z, the same holds far and thus there is soni€ € a(k)
closure w.r.t<f. By Lemmal1b< is decidableg is a quasi- s.t.k’ < z. Thereforer € K'1. To summarizeK’ is the finite
order onS, and< is a well-quasi-order or{c} 1 for every set of minimal (w.r.t</) elements ofPre”,  (F)nC't and thus
AC-PTPN configuratiort. Therefore</ is a well-quasi-order condition 6.b holds.

on C't, because” is finite. Conditions 7.a and 7.b are satisfied by Lenimh 20.

Let nit = acy(aptpn(Ciniz)) and F . —
Uoeyen acy (aptpn(Cn)). In  particular, F is upward- Therefore, Theorem 12 yields the decidability of the reach-

closed w.rt.</ and w.rt.<f¢. Thus conditions 1 and 2 of @bility problem init —* F, i.e., ac,(aptpn(Cinit)) =

Def.[1 are satisfied. Uosy<v acy(aptpn(Crn)). u
Let -, be the transition relation induced by the discrete Lemmal20 will be shown in SectidnX. Its proof uses the

AC-PTPN transitions and the abstract timed AC-PTPN trasimultaneous-disjoint transfer nets of Section VIII.



VIII. SIMULTANEOUS-DISJOINT-TRANSFERNETS elements of P x [e¢maz + 1], the control-states of\/, and

Simultaneous-disjoint-transfer nets (SD-TN)[10] are &-suthe two “separator” symbols# gnd $. For a multiseb =
class of transfer net5[23]. SD-TN subsume ordinary Pets.nel@1;---,an] € (P x[cmaz +1])7, we define the encoding
A SD-TN N is described by a tupléQ, P, T, Trans). enc(b) to be the worda;--a, € (P x [CTgang]) - For

e Q is a finite set of control-states a word w = byb, € ((Px[emaz+1])”) ", we define

« P is a finite set of places enc (w) := enc(bn)_#u-#enc(bl), i.e., it consists pf _th_e

e T is a finite set of ordinary transitions. Every transitioi€V€/S€ concatenation of the encodings of the individual

t € T has the form = (q1,q2,1,0) whereq:, g € Q and multisets, separated byt. For a markingM = (w1, b, ws),
1.0 ¢ P°. we defineenc (M) := enc (wz) $enc (b) $enc (w1). In other

(\_{,\fords, we concatenate the encoding of the components in

transitions. Although these transitions can have diﬁeFeF?verseuor(fjer: firstqu_ then b and finally w;, separa(;e?_ by
control-states and input/output places, they all share the Finally for a configuratione = ((¢,y) , M), we define

same transfer(thus the ‘simultaneous’). The transfer is¢¢ (¢) = (¢,y) enc (M), i.e., we append the palig,y) in
described by the relatio§T c P x P, which is global for 70Nt of the encoding ofl/. We call a finite automatood
the SD-TN N. Intuitively, for (p,p’) € ST, in a transfer overX a configuration-automatoif wheneverw € L(.A) then

= enc(c) for some AC-PTPN configuration

e Trans describes the set of simultaneous-disjoint transf

every token inp is moved top’. The transfer transitions in ¥
Trans have the form(qi,q2,1,0,5T) whereqi,q2 € Q@ Lemma 18. Given a finite seC of AC-PTPN configurations,

are the source and target control-stafe() ¢ P® are we can construct a configuration-automatghs.t. L(A) =
like in a normal Petri net transition, an§iT’ ¢ P x P is  enc(C'1).

the same global transfer relation for all these transitions 9 fi .
For every transfer transitioy, ¢2, I, O, ST) the following Lemma 19. We can construct a con |gurat|on—aqtoma@n
‘disjointness’ restrictions must be satisfied: s.t. L(A) = enc(S), whereS is the set of all configurations

. fagi AC-PTPN.
- Let (sr,tg),(sr',tg") € ST. Then either(sr,tg) = oragiven
(sr',tg") or|{sr,sr’ tg,tg'}| = 4. Furthermore{sr,tg}n Lemma 20. Consider an instance of the PTPN cost problem,
(IuO)=a. a given threshold € N, and a structure(S,C, <, —», »>4,—p

Let (¢,M) € Q x P® be a configuration ofV. The firing init,F'), instantiated as in Lemnia lL6. _
of normal transitionst € T is defined just as for ordinary ~Then conditions 7.a and 7.b. of DEF. 1 are decidable.

Petri nets. A transitiont = (q1,¢2,1,0) € T is enabled at Proof:
configuration(q, M) iff q =g, andM > I. Firing ¢ yields the 7 5 Consider a configuratiom. We can trivially construct
new configuration(gs, M") where M’ = M - I+ 0. a configuration-automatomt s.t. L(A) = {enc(c)}. Thus

A transfer transition(qi,¢2,1,0,ST) € Trans is enabled ihe questione € Pre’, (U1) can be decided by applying
at (¢, M) iff ¢ = ¢ and M > I. Firing it yields the new | emma[71 tod andU.

configuration(gz, M") where 7.b Consider finite sets of AC-PTPN configuratiofi’s X c
M'(p) = M(p)-1(p)+O(p) ifpeluO C'1. By Lemma[18, we can construct configuration-automata
M'(p)=0 if Ip’. (p,p') € ST A1, Ay with L(A1) = enc(X1) and L(Az2) = enc(C?).
M'(p) = M(p)+M(p") if (p/,p)eST Furthermore, by Lemn{a’ll9, we can construct a configuration-
M'(p) = M(p) otherwise automaton.A; with L(As3) = enc(S). Therefore, by ele-

o .. mentary operations on finite automata, we can construct a
The restrictions above ensure that these cases are d'sj%%figuration-automatom4 with L(A4) = L(AL) N L(As) 0

Note that after firing a transfer transition all source ptaoé L(A), and we obtain thal.(A,) = enc (X—Tm CT)- Note
transfers are empty, since, by the restrictions definedgkmov that the complement operation on words is not the same as
place that is a source of a transfer can neither be the target complement operation on the set of AC-PTPN configura-
of another transfer, nor receive any tokens from the output @« Thus the need for intersection with. The question
this transfer transition. 3z e (XTnC1).z -4 Ut of 7.b can be decided by applying
Theorem 17. The reachability problem for SD-TN is decid-Lemmal2l toA, andU. ]
able, and has the same complexity as the reachability probl¢ o, ma 21. Given a configuration-automatos, C' as in
for Petri nets with one inhibitor arc. Lemma[ 1B, and a finite séf c C1, it is decidable if there

IX. ENCODING AC-PTPN GOMPUTATIONS BY SD-TN  €Xists some AC-PTPN configuratiop,i; € enc™' (L(A)) s.t.

In this section, we fix an AC-PTPNV, described by the “* ~4 Ut

tuple (Q, P, T, Cost) and the cost-threshold. We use the Proof: (Sketch) The idea is to translate the AC-PTPN into
partial order<:=</ on AC-PTPN configurations; see D&l. 2an SD-TN which simulates its computation. The automaton
We describe an encoding of the configurationg\ofis words A is also encoded into the SD-TN and runs in parallél.
over some alphabet. We defineX := (P x [¢maz +1]) u outputs an encoding of;,;;, a nondeterministically chosen
(Q@x{yl0<y<v}) u{#,9$}, i.e.,, the members oE are initial AC-PTPN configuration fromL(.A). Since the SD-TN




cannot encode sequences, it cannot store the order informaall cost-problems (even control-state reachability/caléity)
in the sequences which are AC-PTPN configurations. Instelagcome undecidable, even for discrete-time PTPN [15].
this is encoded into the behavior gf, which outputs parts of

the configuratior;,;; ‘just-in-time’ before they are used in the
Computation (W|th exceptions; see be|ow)_ Several abstres [1] C. Petri, “Kommunikation mit Automaten,” Ph.D. dissatibn, Univer-

] ] . . sity of Bonn, 1962.

are used to unify groups 9f tokens Wlth. d!ﬁere_nt fractional 2] J. Peterson, “Petri netsComputing Surveyssol. 9, no. 3, pp. 221-252,
parts, whenever the PTPN is unable to distinguish them. AC-" 1977.

PTPN timed transitions of types 1 and 2 are encoded as SD-TI® F. D. J. Bowden, “Modelling time in Petri nets,” iroc. Second

i, S Australian-Japan Workshop on Stochastic Modé&896.
transfer transitions, e.g., all tokens with integer ageaade [4] B. Bérard, F. Cassez, S. Haddad, O. Roux, and D. Lime i@arison

to an age with a small fractional part. Since this operation " of different semantics for time Petri nets,” froceedings of ATVA 2005
must affect all tokens, it cannot be done by ordinary Petri ne__ ser. LNCS, vol. 3707. Springer, 2005, pp. 81-94.

. . . L 5] V. V. Ruiz, F. C. Gomez, and D. de Frutos Escrig, “On nowidability
transitions, but requires the simultaneous-disjoint sfen of of reachability for timed-arc Petri nets,” iRroc. 8th Int. Workshop on

SD-TN. Another complication is that the computation of the  Petri Net and Performance Models (PNPM'99), 8-10 Octobe8d9
AC-PTPN might use tokens (with high fractional part) from _ Zaragoza, Spain1999, pp. 188-196.

o . . ] D. de Frutos Escrig, V. V. Ruiz, and O. M. Alonso, “Decidép of
cinit, Which the automatopd has not yet produced. This is properties of timed-arc Petri nets,” iCATPN 2000 ser. LNCS, vol.

handled by encoding a ‘debt’ on future outputs4fn special 1825, 2000, pp. 187-206.

SD-TN places. These debts can later be ‘paid back’ by outputd IPé AATt;jltlj'nzaooalndz ZAIdI\IIytIerCII, “Ilmed Pflé_trl t_nets a(;lttih BQOSi”PF?rOtC-
. . . na Int. Cont. on application an eory otriPaets,

of A (but not by tokens _created during the compgtatlon). ser. LNCS, vol. 2075, 2001, pp. 53 —70.

At the end, the computation must reach an encoding of B] ——, “Undecidability of LTL for timed Petri nets,” inNFINITY 2002,

configuration inU’ 1 and all debts must be paid. This yields a 4th International Workshop on Verification of Infinite-®taBystems

reduction to a reachability problem for the constructed BYD- [9] 2002.
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APPENDIX « The marking(q1, [(p1,3.8) , (p2,2.0),(p3,2.9)]) since it
does not have the correct control state.

. The marking (q1,[(p1,3.1)*, (p2,2.0), (ps,0.1)*])
since it is missing input tokens with the correct ages in
Pp3-

« The marking (ql, [(p1,3.1)2 , (p2,1.0), (p3,1.1)2])
since it is missing read tokens with the correct ages in

D2.

d) Abstract Markings:Fix § = 0.2. Then the configura-
tion

Appendix A. Example

Cc= [(p1721) ) (p17 10) ) (p17285) 9 (p173'9)7
(p2,1.1),(p2,9.1), (p2,1.0), (p2,9.85),
(p3,8.1),(p3,0.85), (p3,2.9) , (p3,4.9) , (p3,9.0)]

Fig. 1. A simple example of a PTPN. is in 6-form. We have

Figure[d shows a simple PTPN. We will use this PTPN to | _ _
. . ¢y = aptpn (¢) =
give examples of some of the concepts that we have mtroduceﬁ -

: (p1,2) |
in the paper.

a) Places and TransitionsThe PTPN has two control (p1,2) (p1,3) (p1, 1) ( ’ 1)
states ¢; and ¢;) depicted as dark-colored circles, three ( ’6) ( ’2) ( ’1) bz,
places 91, p2, p3) depicted as light-colored circles, and two a b2, b3, | ’ ( ’ 6)
transitions ¢; and ¢;) depicted as rectangles. Source/target (p3’ 0) (p3’ 1) (p3’ 6) bz,
control states, input/output places are indicated by asrtw ’ ’ ’ (p3’76)

the relevant transition. Read places are indicated by dou- - -

ble headed arrows. The source and target control states

of t; are q1 resp. ¢s. There input, read resp. output arcs Note that token ages cmar are abstracted agnax + 1.

of ¢, are given by the multisetd(p1,(0,3])], [] resp. Since herecmaz =5, all token ages 5 are abstracted &

[(p2,[1,5)),(ps,(2,00))]. In a similar manner, is defined  Below we describe four examples of abstract computation

by the tuple(q2, ¢1, [(ps3,[1,4))][(p2,[2,2]), (p1,[0,00))]). steps (these abstract computation steps are new examples an

The prices ofty,ts,p1,p2,p3 arel, 3,3,2,0 respectively. are not related to the concrete computatiodescribed in the
The value ofcmaz is 5. previous paragraph.)

b) Markings:  Figure a shows  a (i) A type 1 transition frome; leads to
[(pla?’l) ) (p1725) ) (p2765) ) (p3701) :|
¢) Computations and PricesAn example of a compu-

marking

tation  is:

[ (p132)
(Q17[(p173'1)27(p172'5)7(p276'5)7(p370'1)2]) (p172) (p173) (plal) B
— ) ) ; (p2a 1)
(42, [(P1,3.1)%, (2,6.5) , (12, 1.3), (p3,0.1)* , (p3,2.2)]) a|| (2:6) [| (3,2) |.2,| (p2,1) .
0.7 s s ) (va )
) > Time ) (p370) (p374) (p336) 5
(q27[(p173'8) 7(172’7-2)7(]72’2-0)7(]?3’0-8) a(p3729):|) L (p3a6) )
—,
(ql, [(p1,3-8)%, (p1,9-2) , (p2,7-2) , (p2,2.0), (p3,0.8)2]) (ii) A type 2 transition fromc; leads to
E)Time
2 2 c3 =
qlv[(pla5'1) ,(p1710.5),(p278.5)7(]72,3.3),(17372.1) ] [ (pl 2) h
The costCost () is given by (p1,2) (p1,4) (p1,1) ;
142%3%0.7+2%2%0.7+3%0%0.7+ o6 || sy || o) (b2, 1)
3+43%3%1.3+2%2%1.3+1%0%1.3=27.9 ol | P22 o AP 2] o AP, (pa.6)
The transitiont, is not enabled from any of the following (ps3,0) (ps3,5) (ps3,6) ,
configurations: | (p3,6) |




(iii) A type 3 transition fromcs leads to

Cyq =
[ (p1,3)
(p1,3) (p1,4) (p1,1) ;
) 3 ) (p272)
qi, || (p2,6) (p3,3) (p2,1) |, @, ;
) ) ) (p276)
(p3,1) (p3,5) (p3,6) ;
| (p3,6) |
(iv) A type 4 transition fromes leads to
Cs =
(p1,3)
(p1,3) (p1,4) (p1,2) ;
) ) ) (p272)
qi, || (p2,6) (p3,3) |,| (p2,2) |, ;
) ) ) (p276)
(p3,1) (p3,5) (p3,6) ;
| (p3,6) |

[(p1,22) 5 (pl, 11) 5 (p1,295) 5 (p1,4.0),
(p2,1.2),(p2,9.2), (p2,1.1), (p2,9.95),
(p3,8.2),(p3,0.95), (p3,3.0), (p3,5.0) , (p3,9.1)]

0.9
> Time

[(p1731) ) (p1720) ) (p17385) ) (p174'9)7
(p2,2.1), (p2,10.1), (p2,2.0), (p2,10.85),
(p3,9.1), (p3,1.85),(p3,3.9),(p3,5.9), (p3,10.0)]

Appendix B. Proofs of Sectior Il

Lemma [ Let Cinit —> Cfin, Where is Cinit = co —>
. — Clength € Csin. Then for everys > 0 there exists a

computations’ in d-form whereC,;; — Cjn, Wheren' is
Cinit =¢f) — ... — c;mgth € Cpin S.t. Cost (n") < Cost (),
7w and 7’ have the same length and : 0 < i < length. |¢;| =
|c;|. Furthermore, ifr is detailed thent’ is detailed.

Proof: Outline of the proof: We constructr’ by fixing
the structure of the computation and varying the finitely
many real numbers describing the delays of timed trangition
and the ages of newly created tokens. The tuples of numbers
corresponding to a possible computation are contained in a

Below, we give three concrete timed transitions that corrB0lyhedron, whichis described by a totally unimodular matr

spond to the abstract steps (i)-(iii) described above.

[(p1721) ) (p17 10) ) (p17285) } (p173'9)7
(p2,1.1),(p2,9.1), (p2,1.0) , (p2,9.85),
(p3,8.1),(p3,0.85), (p3,2.9), (p3,4.9) , (p3,9.0)]

0.01
— Time

[(p17211) ) (p17 101) ) (pla 286) ) (p1,391) )
(pQ, 111) s (p2,911) s (pQ, 101) y (p2,986) y

(pg, 811) 5 (pg, 086) 5 (pg, 291) 5 (p3,491) 5 (pg, 901)]

0.09
—> Time

[(p1722) ) (p17 11) ) (p17295) ) (p174'0)7
(p2,1.2),(p2,9.2), (p2,1.1), (p2,9.95),
(p3,8.2),(p3,0.95), (p3,3.0) , (p3,5.0) , (p3,9.1)]

0.85
> Time

[(p17 305) ) (p17 195) ) (pla 38) ) (pla 485) )
(p27 205) ) (p27 1005) ) (p27 195) ) (p27 108) ;
(p37 905) ) (p37 18) ) (p3a 385) ) (p3a 585) ) (p37 995)]

and whose vertices thus have integer coordinates. Since the
cost function is linear in these numbers, the infimum of the
costs can be approximated arbitrarily closely by comporteti

«' whose numbers are arbitrarily close to integers, i.e., com-
putationsz’ in §-form for arbitrarily smallé > 0.

Detailed proof: The computationr with C,,;; SN Cpn coON-
sists of a sequence of discrete transitions and timed tramsi

Let n be the number of timed transitions inand z; > 0 (for

1 < ¢ < n) be the delay of the-th timed transition inr.

Let m be the number of newly created tokenszin We fix
some arbitrary order on these tokens (it does not need te@ agre
with the order of token creation) and call them. .., t,,. Let

y; be the age of tokem; when it is created inr. (Recall
that the age of new tokens is not always zero, but chosen
nondeterministically out of given intervals.)

We now consider the set of all computation’sthat have
the same structure, i.e., the same transitionsy,asut with
modified values ofjy,...,y,, andxy,...,x,. Such computa-
tions 7’ have the same length asand the sizes of the visited
configurations match. Also it is detailed thernr’ is detailed.

It remains to show that one such computatidiis in 6-form
and Cost (") < Cost ().

The set of tuplegys, ..., Ym,z1,...,x,) for which such a
computationr’ is feasible is described by a set of inequations
that depend on the transition guards. (The initial confioma
and the set of final configurations do not introduce any con-
straints on(y1,...,Ym,*1,-..,%,), Decause they are closed
under changes to token ages.) The inequations are derived

A concrete timed transitions that correspond to the atistré®m the following conditions.

step (iv) is the following

« The time always advances, i.e,, > 0.



« When the toket; is created by an output arc with intervalDefinition 3. We call a(z xm+n)-matrix aPTPN constraint
[a : b] we havea < y; < b, and similarly with strict matrix, if every row has one of the following two forms.
inequalities if the interval is (half) open. Note that theéet j ¢ {1,...,m} and k(j) ¢ {1,...,n} be a number
bounds: andb are integers (except whebe- oo in which  that depends only oy, and leta € {-1,1}. First form:
case there is no upper bound constraint). 071 a0™-70F)-10*0*. Second formD*a*0*. Matrices that

« Consider a tokert; that is an input of some discretecontain only rows of the second form all calle&tblock
transitiont via an input arc or a read arc labeled withmatricesin [14].

interval[a: b]. Note that the bounds andb are integers Definition 4. [24] An integer matrix is calledotally unimod-

(or o). Let xy, xx11,- - . , 2k DE the delays of the timed . . ) . .
transitions that happened between the creation of toklélr"flr iff the determinant of all its square submatrices is equal

t; and the transitiont. Then we must have < y; + x, + 100, 1 or-1.
Tp+1 + - + 2 < b, (Similarly with strict inequalities if Lemma 22. All PTPN constraint matrices are totally unimod-

the interval is (half) open.) ular.
These inequations describe a polyhedB#/ which con- _ _ )
tains all feasible tuples of valués:, ..., ym,1,.. ., ). By Proof: First, every square submatrix of a PTPN constraint

the precondition of this lemma, there exists a computatiéhatrix has the same form and is also a PTPN constraint
Cinit — Cjin and thus the polyhedro®H is nonempty. Matrix. Thus it suffices to show the property for square PTPN

Therefore we obtain the closure of the polyhed®& by constraint matrices. We show this by induction on the size.
replacing all strict inequalities, > with normal inequalities The base case of size x 1 is trivial, because the single
<,>. Thus PH contains PH, but every point inPH is value must be in{-1,0,1}. For the induction step consider
arbitrarily close to a point inPH. Now we show that the & Squares x k PTPN constraint matrbd/, with somen, m
vertices of the polyhedro I have integer coordinates. ~ S-t- 7 +m = k. If M does not contain any row of the first
Let v = (Y1, ..., Ym.T1,...,2,) be a column vector of the form then is a 3-block matrix and thus totally unimodular
free variables. Then the polyhedr@ can be described by by [14] (Lemma 2). Otherwise)! contains a row: of the
the inequationM - v < ¢, wherec is a column vector of first form whereM(i,j) e {-1,1} for somel < j < m.

integers andM is an integer matrix. Now we analyze theWithout restriction let be such a row in\/ where the number

shape of the matrig/. Each inequation corresponds to a roWf nonzero entries is minimal. Consider all rowsin M
in M. If the inequality is< then the elements are if0,1}, WhereM (', ;) # 0. Except forM (', j), they just contain (at
and if the inequality is> then the elements are if0,—1}. most) one block _of elementls_ (or —1_) that starts at position
Each of the inequations above refers to at most one variafflet #(j)- By adding/subtracting rowto all these other rows
y;, and possibly one continuous block of several variablés yvhgre_M(z ,j) # 0 we obtain a new matrid/ v,vhere
Tk»Thet,. - ., Trey. Moreover, for eachy;, this block (if it is M '(%:7) is the only nonzero entry in colump in M and
nonempty) starts with the same variable This is because the det(M”) = det(11). Moreover,M” is also a PTPN constraint
Th, Thats- - - 2k describe the delays of the timed transition§atrix, pecause of the minimality of the nonzero block _Iéngt
between the creation of token and the moment wherg is N 'OW i and because all these blocks startrat+ k().
usedzy, is always the first delay after the creatiorigfand no !-€-, in M" these modified rows’ have the form)™1°0" or
delays can be left out. Note that the tokgrcan be used more 0" (~1)"0". We obtain}/" from A" by deleting columny
than once, because transitions with read arcs do not consi#fidl rows, and M is a (k —1) x (k - 1) PTPN constraint
the token. We present the inequalities in blocks, where tRetrix (becausej < m). By induction hypothesis)M"” is
first block contains all which refer tg;, the second block totally unimodular andlet(M") € {~1,0,1}. By the cofactor
contains all which refer tay., etc. The last block contains Methoddet(M") = (‘1)ltj*M'(ivj)*det(M") €{-1,0,1}.
those inequations that do not refer to agy but only to Thus det(M) = det(M’) e {-1,0,1} and M is totally
variablesz;. Inside each block we sort the inequalities w.r.tnimedular. u
increasing length of thery, zk.1, ..., kv block, i.e., from  Theorem 23.[24). Consider the polyhedrofiw e R | M v <
smaller values of to larger ones. (Foy; we have the same .1 with A7 a totally unimodular(p x k) matrix andc e Z?.
k.) Thus the matrix\/ has the following form: Then the coordinates of its vertices are integers.

1 000 O O0O0OO0OOTO

1 000} 0 11100
1 000, 0 1 1110

Since our polyhedrorPH is described by a PTPN con-
straint matrix, which is totally unimodular by Lemmal22, it
follows from Theoreni 23 that the vertices B have integer
coordinates.

Since theCost function is linear inxy,...,z, (and does
not depend onyy,...,ym,), the infimum of the costs of? H
is obtained at a vertex aPH, which has integer coordinates
by Theorem_2B. Therefore, one can get arbitrarily close to
Formally, the shape of these matrices is defined as followsthe infimum cost with values,, ..., v, z1,...,z, which are

0 1.0 0, 0 O0O0OO0OO0OO
0 -1 0 0/-1 -1 0 0
0 100, 1 11100

o




arbitrarily close to some integers. Thus, for every comgiaia Appendix C. Proofs of Section 1V

Cinit —> Crn there exists a modified computatiori with

valuesys, ..., Ym, 21, ...,z arbitrarily close to integers (i.e., Lemma [3 Let (¢,M) be a PTPN configuration id-form

7 in 6-form for arbitrarily smalls > 0) such thaly,; —— Cpin for sp_me§ < 1/5. There is an 0(,:curten.ce of a dlsc;rete

and Cost (1) < Cost (7). (Note that the final configurationtrans't'on in &-form (g, M) ot (¢', M) if and only if

reached byr’ possibly differs from the final configuration of aptpn((q, M)) — aptpn((q', M")).

7 in the ages of some tokens. However, this does not matter, Proof: Let M = M_,, +---+ M_1 + Mo + My + -+ + M,

because the set of configuratiois, is closed under such be the unique decomposition af into increasing fractional

changes.) m parts, andaptpn (M) := (b_y, ... b-1,b9,b1 ... by,), as defined
in Section[1V. Lett = (q,q’, In, Read, Out).

Now we prove the first implication. Ifq, M) —; (¢', M")
then there exisf, O, R, M € (P x ]Rzo)(D s.t. the following
conditions are satisfied:

o« M=T+R+M"st

o match(I,In), match(R, Read) and match(O, Out).

« M'=0+R+ M,

Thus eachV/; can be decomposed into paftg = M/ + M+
Mt wherel =¥, MI, R=Y, M, Mt = ¥, M. Let

bf = aptpn (Mll), bZR = aptpn (Ml-R), brest = aptpn (M{‘C"St).
Thenb; = b +bI*+b7°5. Since the time intervals on transitions
have integer bounds, we obtainatch((¥;.o b1 )™ + bl, In)
and match((X;.o b2) ™ + blt, Read).

Similarly as M, the markingO can be uniquely decom-
posed into parts with increasing fractional part of the ages
of tokens, i.e.,0 = O_; +---+ O_1 + Og + O1 + -+ + Oy,
Let O = aptpn (O - Op) andb§ = aptpn (Op). Thus we get
match(O*€ + b3, Out).

Since M’ = O + R+ M, the sequence of the remaining
parts of theM; is merged with the sequencg ; +---+O_; +
Og + O1 + -+ + Og. Thus M’ can be uniquely decomposed
into parts with increasing fractional part of the ages otk
e, M =M'_,++M ,+M+M +--+M, Letc; =
aptpn (M]). Thus there is a strictly monotone injectigh:
{-m,...,n} » {-m/,...,n"} where f(0) = 0 s.t. cp(;y 2
bi - bl andcg = by — bl +b§ and ;. ¢i = (u0 b — b)) + O.

Thus aptpn ((q, M)) = (¢, b—m ... b-1,b0,b1...b,) —>¢
(q'ycomr-..c1,c0,¢1 ... cnr) = aptpn ((¢', M")).

Now we show the other direction. Hptpn ((q, M)) —
aptpn ((¢',M")) then we have apipn ((¢',M")) =
(q',comr . co1,¢0,€1 ... Cpr) SL

o bi=bl +bE bt for -m<i<n

o match(($;.0b1) e+ bl In)

o match((X;.0 b)) + bE, Read)

o match(O + b, Out)

« There is a strictly monotone injectioh: {-m,...,n} —

{-m/,....,n'} where f(0) = 0 s.t. cy¢;y > b; — b! and

co=bo—b+bS and . ¢i = (Xia0 bi — b)) + O.
As before, eachl/; can be decomposed into parts = M{ +
M+ M, whereb! = aptpn (M}), bF = aptpn (M),
and b/°" = aptpn (M[*"). Let I = ¥, M!, R = ¥, M[,
and Mt = Y. M!**. So we haveM = I + R+ M"™,
Furthermore, since the interval bounds are integers, we hav
match(I,In), match(R, Read) andmatch(O, Out). Finally,
due to the conditions o and b, there exists a marking
O st. O +b9 = aptpn (0O) and M’ = O + R+ M™* and



aptpn ((¢',M")) = (¢',coms .. c_1,¢0,¢1 - .. cnr). Moreover, parts, andaptpn (M) := (b_p, ...b_1,b9,b1 ...b,), as defined
this O can be chosen to be iA-form, for the following in SectionIV. Lete, be the fractional part of the ages of the
reasons. The tokens i@ whose fractional part is the sametokens inMj for 0 < k& < n. Since(q, M) is in §-form, we
as a fractional part inM are trivially in o-form, because have0 < ¢; < . Now there are two cases.

M is in é-form. The tokens inO whose fractional part is In the first case we havee (1 —egy1:1-€x) S (1-6:1)
between two fractional parts ifd is also trivially in §-form, for some0 < k < n. (If k =n we havex € (1-5:1-¢,),
becausé/ is in §-form. Now consider the tokens i whose and if £ = 0 we havex € (1 —¢; : 1).) Then, in the step from
fractional part is larger than any fractional partify +---+M,,. M, to M7, the token ages inV,,; reach and slightly
Let 6; be the maximal fractional part inf; +--- + M,,. We exceed the next higher integer age, while the token ages in
haved; < 4, becauseVl is in j-form. Therefore there is still A7}* still stay slightly below the next higher integer. There-
space for infinitely many different fractional parts @ in fore aptpn((q,M)) = (q,(b_m ...b,l,bo,bl...bn)) —
the nonempty interval(d, : ¢). Finally consider the tokens (g, (b7,,...b%bo... bk, @, bk+1 by)) = aptpn((g, M*™)),

in O whose fractional part is smaller than any fractional palty a A-PTPN abstract timed transition of type 3, if and only
in M_,, +---+ M_;. Let §, be the minimal fractional part if (¢, M) —= (¢, M*®).

in M_,,, +---+ M_,. We haved, > 1 -4, because\/ is in ¢- The only other case is wheree = 1 — e, for
form. Therefore there is still space for infinitely many di#ént some k ¢ {0,...,n — 1}. Here exactly the tokens in
fractional parts inO in the nonempty interva(l - § : d2). M., reach the next higher integer age. Therefore
Thus, sinceO is in é-form, the transition(q, M) — aptpn((q,M)) = (¢ (bpm...b_1,bg,b1...b,)) —>
(¢’,M") is in 6-form, as required. B (¢ (b, ...b"bo.. bkvbk+1vb;+1 b))
t ,M*™)), by a A- PTPN abstract timed transition of
Lemmal[4 Let (¢, M) be a PTPN configuration ifi-form for tppgnzf(?f and c)>21l ?;( M) 5 (g, M*®) -
somed < 1/5 andx € (0 : §). There is a PTPN detailed y ' y e, ¢ '
timed transition(¢, M) —— (¢, M**) if and only if there
is a A-PTPN abstract timed transition of type 1 or 2 s.kemmal@
aptpn((q, M)) — aptpn((q, M**)). 1) Let ¢y be a PTPN configuration where all tokens have
Proof: Let M = M_,, +---+ M_, + Mo+ My +--- + M,, integer ages. For every PTPN computatior= cg —
be the unique decomposition af into increasing fractional ... — ¢y in detailed form andj-form s.t.n « 6 < 1/5

parts, andaptpn (M) := (b_p ... b_1,bo, b1 ... b,), as defined there exists a corresponding A-PTPN computatién=
in Section[IV. Lete be the fractional part of the ages of the aptpn(co) — ... — aptpn(c,) St

tokens inM_;. Since(q, M) is in 6-form, we have) < 1-¢e < 4.
Now there are two cases.

In the first case we have < 1 - e Then the tokens in b . .
M+ will have fractional parte + z ¢ (16 : 1), and the 2) L€t co be a A-PTPN configuratiorie, bo, €). For every

H r_ /
tokens inM;* will have fractional partz € (0 : ). There- A-PTPN computatiorr’ = ¢ — ... — ¢, and every

|Cost (m)-Cost (') | < n*&*(gnax |ci|)><-(maj§< Cost (p))
<i<n pe

fore aptpn((g, M)) = (g, (b- b1 bo,br .. b)) —> 0 <4 < 1/5 there exists a PTPN computatian= ¢co —>
(@, (b ... b_1:®,bob1 - by:)) _ aptpn(%q,}V[*I)), by a A- ... —> ¢, in detailed form and-form s.t.c; = aptpn(c;)
PTPN abstract timed transition of type 1, if and only if for 0 <i<n and

(¢, M) — (g, M™*). |Cost (m)—Cost (1) | < n+d*(max |cj|) (max Cost (p))
In the second case we must hawe = 1 - ¢ and 0<isn peP

M, = @, because(q,M) - (q,M**) is a detailed _
timed transition. In this case exactly the tokens A Proof: For the first part letr = ¢¢ — ... — ¢n
reach the next higher integer age, i.e., the tokens\in? be a PTPN computation in detallwed form anaedorm s.t.
have integer age and the integer is one higher than thad <1/5. So every timed transitior— has eithew € (0: )
integer part of the age of the tokens iff,. There- Of = € (1 -0 : 1). Furthermore, the fractional part of the
fore aptpn((¢, M)) = (q,(b-m...b_1,2,b1...b,)) — age of every token in any configuratien is < ¢ x 6 away
(¢, (bop - b, b, b1 ... by)) = aptpn((q, M*)), by a A- from the nearest integer, becaugg only contains tokens
PTPN abstract timed transition of type 2, if and only ifvith integer ages. Sincé < n these ages are n x 4§ <
(g, M) -5 (g, M*®). m /5 away from the nearest integer. Moreover,is detailed
and thus Lemma§]d] 4 arld 5 apply. Thus there exists a
Lemmal[S Let (¢, M) be a PTPN configuration ifi-form for corresponding A-PTPN computation’ = aptpn(cy) —
somed < 1/5andz € (1 -6 :1). There is a PTPN timed ... — aptpn(cy,). By definition of the cost of A-PTPN
transition (¢, M) — (¢, M**) if and only if there is a A- transitions, for every discrete transition — ¢ we
PTPN transition of either type 3 or 4 sdptpn((q,M)) — haveCost (¢; — ciy1) = Cost (aptpn(c;) — aptpn(cii1)).
aptpn((q, M**)). Moreover, for every timed transition; — ¢;,; we have
Proof: Let M = M_,,, +---+ M_y + Mo+ My +---+ M,, |Cost gci - Ci+1)_005t (aptpn(c;) — aptpn(cii1))| < o*
be the unique decomposition f into increasing fractional |¢;| * (maxyep Cost (p)), because either ¢ (0 : §) or



x € (1 -6 :1). Therefore|Cost (m) — Cost (7')| < n*d * ny*0x* (MaXo<icn, |c;]) * (maxpep Cost (p)) < A. Thus we
(maxogicn |¢;i]) * (maxpep Cost (p)) as required. obtain Cost (my) — I' < 2. Since this holds for every > 0
For the second part lety be a PTPN configuration s.t.we get/ # I'.

(e,bo,€) = ¢y = aptpn(co), i.e., all tokens incy have integer By combiningI” # I with I # I’ we obtainI = I’ as

ages. We now use Lemmak[3, 4 &id 5 to construct the PTEuired. [ |

computationr. Letd; := 52" for 0 < ilen. The construction . )

ensures the following invariants. (&)= aptpn(c;), and (2)c; APpendix D. Proofs of Sectior{ VIl

s in ¢;-form. Condition (1) follows directly from Lemma 3, Lemmal[I8 </, <¢ and</¢ are decidable quasi-orders on the

[4 and[®. For the base case 0, condition (2) holds trivially, . )

because all tokens iny have integer ages. Now we conside?Et of all AC-PTPN conflgurgtmns_. . .
: For every AC-PTPN configuration, </, is a well-quasi-

the step fromi to i + 1. Sincec; is in §;-form, we obtain : .
- Lo - CC 2 order on the sefc}t = {s|c </ s} (i.e., heret denotes the
from Lemmad B[4 anf]5 that if the- ¢th transition in this upward-closure w.r.te”).

sequence is a timed transitiof> then eitherz ¢ (0:6;) or </ is a well-quasi-order on the set of all AC-PTPN
x € (1-46;:1). Therefore, since; is in §;-form, ¢;4;1 is in ‘f. tions
(2 % 6;)-form and thus ing;.,-form. contiguratons. N

Now we consider the cost of the PTPN computa- Proof.  For the  decidabilty ~we note that
tion 7. By definition of the cost of A-PTPN tran- it A - (45, (b-m - -b-1,b0,b1..bn))  and
sitions, for every discrete transition; — ¢;1 we = (g (oo caseo,cr o)), then there
have Cost (¢i —> cs1) = Cost (aptpn(cs) —> aptpn(cit)). are only finitely many strictly monotone functions

.ol o/ / i _ i
Moreover, for every timed transition; =5 ¢;41 we have fodom,np e | ..., } .W'th f(0) B 02 Wh'qh
P need to be explored. Since addition/subtraction/inclusia

|Cost | ¢; —>ci+1) — Cost (aptpn(c;) — aptpn(cis1))| <

: finite multisets are computable, the result follows.

6 * |e;| * (maxyep Cost (p)), because either € (0 K 3) Moreover, </, <¢ and </¢ are quasi-orders in the set of
orz e (1-4 : ,1)' Therefore|Cost () — Cost (7')| < 4 AC-PTPN configurations. Reflexivity holds trivially, dn
n o+ 6+ (maxogicn |¢f]) * (maxpep Cost (p)) as required. B yansitivity can easily be shown by composing the respectiv

o : .. functionsf.
Theorem [@ The infimum of the costs in a PTPN coincide Now we show that<’® is a well-quasi-order on the set

W.'th the infimum of tr)re costs in the corresponding A'PTP'\%I‘ all AC-PTPN configurations. Consider an infinite sequence
inf{ Cost () | Cinit — Cpin} = Bo,B1,... of AC-PTPN configurations. Since x [cmaz + 1]
inf{ Cost (7') | aptpn(Cinit) — aptpn(Cpin)} is finite, multiset-inclusion is a wqo ofP x [cmaz +1])°,

Proof: Let I := inf{ Cost (1) | Conis N Chin} and I’ = by D_ickson's Lemma [[25]. Any AC-PTPN configqration

) o consists of 4 parts: A control-state (out of a finite do-
mf{_OOSt (") |aptpn(Cini) — “ptpﬂ(_cﬁn)}' main), a finite sequence oveiP x [cmaz +1])®, an ele-

First we show that” # I. By definition of 7, for eVery ment of (P x [emaz +1])°, and another finite sequence over

A >0 there is a computatiotVini; — Crin, S-t. Cost (7) = (P x [emaz + 1])°. Thus, by applying Higman’s Lemm& [20]

I < A. Without restriction we can assume thaf is also 5 each part, we obtain that there must exist indiceg s.t.

in detailed form. Letn, := |r)| be the length ofr, and 8 <fe B;. Thus</* is a wqo.

T\ = Co —> ... —> Cpye Letdy = min{1/(5n1), A/ (na + Now we show that</ is a well-quasi-order on the set

(maxogisn, |ci) * (maxpep Cost (p)))}- , {e}t = {s|e </ s} for every AC-PTPN configuratiore.

By Lemmall there exists a Computati%it 3) Cﬁn in Consider an infinite sequengs), 5y, - .. of AC-PTPN con-

detailed form andy-form where|rY| = |ry| and 7} = ¢ —> figurations wheres; € {c}1 for every i. It follows that
. — ! st |c!| = |ei| and Cost (7)) < Cost (). It there exists an infinite sequence of AC-PTPN configurations

féllows that Cost (%) — I < \. ap,aq,... S.t oy only contains tokens orPy and 8; =
By Lemmal® (1), there exists a corresponding A-PTPN@«; for all i. Since Py x [cmaz +1] is@finite, multiset-
computation, = aptpn(cj) — ... — aptpn(c], inclusion is a wqo on(Py x [emaz +1])~, by Dickson’s

s.t. |Cost () = Cost ()| < mx * 6y * (maxoeien, [c/]) * Lemma [25]. Any AC-PTPN configuration; consists of 4
(maxyep Cost (p)) < A\. Thus we obtainCost () - I <2\. parts: A control-state (out of a finite domain), a finite setpes
Since this holds for every > 0 we getI’ ¥ I. over (P x [emaz +1])°, an element of Py x [cmaz +1])°,
Now we show thatl # I’. By definition of I’, for every and another finite sequence ov@; x [cmaz +1])®. Thus,
5 by applying Higman’s Lemma_[20] to each part, we obtain
that there must exist indices< j s.t. oy </ a;. Therefore
Bi = cda; <f cda; = B;, and thus</ is a wgo on{c}t. m

A > 0 there is a A-PTPN computatio@';,,;; LS Cfin, St
Cost (m}) —I' < . Let ny := |7}| be the length ofr} and
T\ = ¢y —> ... — ¢, . Let dy = min{1/(5nx), \/(nx *
(maxocicn, |c;]) * (maxpep Cost (p)))}. Definition 5. Petri nets with one inhibitor arc[[19] are an

By Lemmal® (2), there exists a corresponding PTPBktension of Petri nets. They contain a spediddibitor arc
computationry = ¢o — ... — ¢,, in detailed form and that prevents a certain transition from firing if a certainagke
dx-form s.t. ¢ = aptpn(c;) and|Cost (wy) — Cost (7)) | < is nonempty.



Formally, a Petri net with an inhibitor arc is described To reach the set of final configuratiorss,, we add

by a tupleN = (Q, P, T, (p',t")) where (p’,t") describes a
modified firing rule for transitiont’: it can fire only if p’ is
empty.
e () is a finite set of control-states
e P is a finite set of places
e T is a finite set of transitions. Every transitiane 7' has
the formt = (q1,q2,1,0) whereq;,q2 € Q and I,0 € P®.
Let (¢, M) € Q x P® be a configuration ofV.
o If t €T~ {t'} thent = (q1,q2,1,0) € T is enabled at
configuration(q, M) iff ¢ = ¢, and M > I.
o If t =t' thent = (q1,q2,1,0) € T is enabled at configu-
ration (q, M) iff ¢ = ¢, and M > I and M (p°) = 0.
Firing ¢ yields the new configuratiofy2, M') where M’ =
M-1+0.

The reachability problem for Petri nets with one inhibito

arc is decidable[[19].

Theorem [14 Consider a PTPNN = (Q, P, T, Cost) with

the following two transitions{gfin, ¢2 it> [ [(P%4ir» [0: 01)])
and (¢zqit> Ufin» [(Poairs [1: 111, [1). This enforces a delay of
exactly one time unit at the end of the computation, i.et jus
before reachin@y, .

If (qinit,[]) — (qsin,[]) in the Petri net with one in-
hibitor arc, then for everye > 0 there is a computation
Cinit — (gfin,[]) in the PTPN which faithfully simu-
lates it and hasCost (1) < €, because the enforced delays
can be made arbitrarily small. The final step @,
{(qf, M) | M e (P x Rs()®} takes one time unit, but costs

nothing, because there are no tokens on cost-places. Thus

OptCost (Cinit,Cpin) = inf{ Cost () | Cinit —> Cfin} = 0.
On the other hand, if OptCost(Cini,Cpn)
inf{ Cost () | Cinit — Csin} = 0 then the last step frongy;,

jo q}m must have taken place with no tokens on placeB.itn

particular,p® must have been empty. Therefore, the PTPN did
a faithful simulation of a computatiofyini:, [1) — (qfin,[])
in the Petri net with one inhibitor arc, i.e., the transitiérwas

initial configurationCiniz = (qima,[]) and set of final states only taken whemp’ was empty. Thugginir, [1) — (¢fin, [])-

Chin = {(qfin, M) | M € (PxRy)®}. Then the question if

OptCost (Cinit,Crn) = 0 is at least as hard as the reachability

problem for Petri nets with one inhibitor arc.

Proof: Let (Q,P,T,(p',t")) be a Petri net with one
inhibitor arc with initial configuratior(g¢;.:,[]) and final con-
figuration (ggn,[]). We construct a PTPNQ', P’,T", Cost)
with initial configurationCj,;; = (ginit,[]) and set of final
configurationsCp, = {(qf,, M) | M € (PxRs)°} sit.

(Ginit> [1) = (qfin, [1) iff inf{ Cost (7) | Cinit —> Cfin} = 0.
Let Q" = QU{df,, duaits Toair 1 LELP' = PU{Diugies Plgir }-

We define Cost(p) = 1 for everyp € P, Cost(p) = 0 for

p e P'— P, and Cost(t") = 0 for ¢’ € T'. In order to define

the transitions, we need a function that transforms mmtisg‘

of places into multisets oveP x Intrv by annotating them
with time intervals. Let[pi,...,p,] € P® andZ € Inirv.
Then annotate([p1,...,pn],Z) [(p1,D),...,(pn,T)] €
(P x Intrv)®.

For every transitiont € T - {t'} with t = (q1,q2,1,0)
we have a transitiont’ = (q1,q2,1',0") € T’ where I’ =
annotate(In(P - {pi)}o7 [0:00))+ annotate([ﬂ{pi}G, [0:
0]) and O’ = annotate(O,[0 : 0]). l.e., the age of the

Appendix E. Proofs of Section VI

Theorem[17The reachability problem for SD-TN is decidable,
and has the same complexity as the reachability problem for
Petri nets with one inhibitor arc.

Proof: We show that the reachability problem for SD-TN
is polynomial-time reducible to the reachability probleor f
Petri nets with one inhibitor arc (see DEf. 5), and vice-aers

For the first direction consider an SD-TNV
(Q, P, T, Trans), with initial configuration(qo, M) and final
configuration(gy, My). We construct a Petri net with one in-
ibitor arc N’ = (Q', P/, T", (p', ') ) with initial configuration
(g6, M{) and final configuratior(q), M}) s.t. (go, Mo) —
(g7, My) in N iff (g5, M§) — (qf, M}) in N'.

Let S = {sr | (sr,tg) € ST} be the set of source-
places of transfers. We add a new plaégo P’ and modify
the transitions to obtain the invariant that for all readbab
configurations(q, M) in N’ we haveM (p') = ¥ ,.cqg M (s7).
Thus for every transitiont = (q1,¢2,1,0) € T in N we
have a transitiont’ = (q1,¢2,1',0") ¢ T’ in N’ where

input tokens fromp’ must be zero and for the other inputl’(p®) = ¥,,.cs I(sr) andO’(p*) = ¥ 4,5 O(sr). For all other
places the age does not matter. The transitions always butplacesp we havel’(p) = I(p) andO’(p) = O(p). This suffices

tokens of age zero. Instead of = (¢¢,q%, I*,0%) € T with

to ensure the invariant, because no placé iis the target of

the inhibitor arc(p’,t*), we have the following transitions a transfer.

inT" (qi, qL i, annotate(I,[0: 00)), [(pL i, [0:0])]) and

To simulate a transfer transitiof , g2, I, 0, ST) € Trans,

(gL sivs @55 [(PL 1it» (0:1])], annotate(O, [0 : 0])). This sim- we add another control-stat¢ to @', another placep(q2)
ulatest® in two steps while enforcing an arbitrarily small, buto P’ and a transition(q;, ¢, I’, 0’ + {p(q2)}) to T’, where

nonzero, delay. This is because the token on pigge needs
to age from age zero to an age). If p' is empty then this

I', 0’ are derived fron?, O as above. Moreover, for every pair
(sr,tg) € ST we add a transitiorfq’, ¢*, {sr,p"}, {tg}). This

yields a faithful simulation of a step of the Petri net withallows to simulate the transfer by moving the tokens from the

one inhibitor arc. Otherwise, the tokens phwill age to a

source to the target step-by-step. The transfer is compieta

nonzero age and can never be consumed in the future. ladl source places are empty, i.e., whéris empty. Finally, we

a token with nonzero age opf will always stay there and
indicate an unfaithful simulation.

add a transitiort’ = (¢', g2, {p(¢2) },{}) and let the inhibitor
arc be(p’,t*). l.e., we can only return tg, whenp® is empty



and the transfer is complete. We return to the correct cbntreonsumes exactly tokens from place, followed by a loop
stateg, for this transition, because the last step is only enabladich can consume arbitrarily many tokens from placéVe
if there is a token om(qz). obtain (qo, Mo) — F in N iff (qo, Mo) — (¢/,{}) in N".
So we haveR’ = Qu {¢'}, P’ = Pu{p'} u{p(q)|q € Q} Decidability follows from Theorerh 17. ]
andT” is derived fromT" as described above. We lg} = qo,
¢y = qr and My(p') = ¥pes Mo(p), M}(p') = ¥pes Mp(p) Appendix F. Proofs of SectionTX
and Mg(p) = Mo(p) and M;(p) = My (p) for all places
pe PandMj(p(q)) = M}(p(q)) = 0. Note that, by definition Lemma [18 Given a finite seC' of AC-PTPN configurations,
of SD-TN, source-places and target-places of transfers & can construct a configuration-automatdns.t. L(A) =
disjoint. Therefore, the condition on the inhibitor arc @mties enc (C'1).
that all transfers are done completely (i.e., uptilis empty, Proof: For every ¢ ¢ C we construct an au-
and thus all places iff are empty) and therefore the simulationomaton A. s.t. L(A.) = enc({c}t). Remember that
is faithful. Thus we obtain(go, Mo) — (g, M) in N here the upward-closure is taken w.rt/. Let c =
iff (qh, M) — (¢f,Mf) in N', as required. Since the ((¢,9),b-m ...b-1,b0,b1...bn). We haveb; = [b},...,bj(l)]
reachability problem for Petri nets with one inhibitor asc iwhere b¥ € P x [emaz +1]. Let Xy = Pj x [emaz +1],
decidable[[1D9], we obtain the decidability of the reactigbil i.e., only tokens on free-places can be added in the upward-
problem for SD-TN. closure. LetL; = (X7#)*. Let w; = b}...bg(z) and L, =
Now we show the reverse reduction. Consider a Petri nBtw_,, X]#LiwaXi#L1 ... w137 (#L1)* andLg = w_oX]
with one inhibitor arcN = (Q,P,T,(p',t")) with initial andLy = Lyw ] #LiwoX 4Ly ... w, X} (#L1)*. Let Xg =
configuration(qo, My) and final configuratior(qs, Ms). We {(q,y)|q € Q,0 <y < v}. Then L(A.) = XoLo$L3$Ly =
construct an SD-TNN' = (Q',P',T’, Trans) with initial enc ({c}1).
configuration(gp, M;) and final configuratior(¢}, M) s.t. Finally, L(A) = Ueec L(A.) = enc (C'1). [ |
(g0, Mo) — (qy, My) iff (qh, M§) — (¢}, M}).

Let Q' = Q, P’ = PU {p,} wherep, is a new place, and Lemmal[I9We can construct a configuration-automatbs.t.

T/ =T - {t'}. Lett' = (q1,45,1,0). In N', instead oft’, we L(A) = enc(S), whereS is the set of all configurations of a

have theTrans = {(q1,q2,1,0,ST)} whereST = {(pi,pm)}. given AC-PTPN.
Unlike in V, in N the inhibited transition can fire everif is Proof: Let ¥ = {(¢,y)l¢ ¢ Q,0 < y < v} and
nonempty. However, in this case the contentg'ofire moved Y2 = P x [cmaz +1]. Let Ly = X5 and Ly = Li(#X3)"
to p, where they stay forever. l.e., we can detect an unfaithfahd Ls = Ly$L,$L,. Then the language oA is ¥, L3, which
simulation by the fact thap, is nonempty. Letg, = ¢, IS @ regular language ovet. u
qy = a5, My(pz) = 0, M¢(p,) = 0 and My(p) = Mo(p) . o .
and M'(p) = M;(p) for all other placesp. Thus we get Lemma [21 Given a configuration-automatod, C as in
e . . * . Lemmall6, and a finite séf c C'1, it is decidable if there
(a0, M) —> (a5, My) in N iff (qh, Mp) > (g}, M}) in 6 !

. ) . . 1
N’, as required. Therefore, the reachability problem for SI:?—X'StS some AC-PTPN configuratia,;; € enc™"(L(A)) s.t.

TN is equally hard as the reachability problem for Petri nefdnt ~A Ut )
with one inhibitor arc. - Proof: We show the lemma for the case whelk is

a singleton{cg, }. The result follows from the fact thal/
Corollary 24. Let N be an SD-TN and” a set of SD-TN s finite and thatUt = u.pct. We will define an SD-TN

configurations, which is defined by a boolean combination ¢f — (QT’pT’TT’ TmnsT), a finite setC7 ., of (initial)
finitely many constraints of the following forms. configuration, and and a finite set (finafjconfigurationC7,
(1) control-state = q (for some statge Q) such that3cT,, e CT,3cT. e CT T S T in
(2) exactlyk tokens on place (wherek e N) . wni init ="final | 7 final*init final
(3) at leastk tokens on place (wherek ¢ N) T iff there is aciniy € enc™ (L(A)) SL cin >4 UT.
hen the generalized reachability probley, Mo) Fis The result follows then immediately from Theorém 17 (and
gecidableg yp 0 Corollary [23). Letcfin = ((qfin,Yfin) , Msn) Where Mg,
' is of the form (b_,,---b_1,bo,b1---b,,) andb; is of the form
Proof: First, the boolean formula can be transformet(pi1.ki1), ..., (Pin;,kin,)) for i : —m < i < n. Let the
into disjunctive normal form and solved separately for eadinite-state automatood be of the form(Q4,74, ', F*)
clause. Every clause is a conjunction of constraints of théere @ is the set of statesT* is the transition relation,
types above. This problem can then be reduced to the bagft is the initial state, and#* is the set of final states. A
reachability problem for a modified SD-TNV’ and then transition in7T* is of the form(qi,a,q2) whereq;, g2 € Q%4
solved by Theoreri 17. One introduces a new final contr@nda € (P x [cmaz +1]) U (Q x {y| 0 < v < yimat }) U {#, $}.
state ¢’ and adds a construction that allows the transitiowe write ¢ — ¢ to denote that(q1,a,q2) € T. During
from F' to (¢’,{}) if and only if the constraints are satisfiedthe operation off", we will run the automatord “in parallel”
For type (2) one adds a transition that consumes exactlywith A/. During the course of the simulation, the automatbn
tokens from placep. For type (3) one adds a transition thatvill generate the encoding of a configuratiop,;. We know



that such an encoding consists of a control-statg;:, yinit )
followed by the encoding of a marking/,,;;, say of the

certain phases of the simulation. This is controlled by the
value of the variabl€overFlag.

form (c_,nr---c_1,c0,c1--cr). Notice thatA may output the « A variable CoverIndex with —m < CoverIndex < n

encoding of any marking in its language, and therefore the
values ofm’ andn’ are not a priori known. .
To simplify the presentation, we introduce a number of

gives the next multiset whose tokens are to be covered.
For eachp ¢ P andk : 0 < k < cmaz + 1, we
have a variabl@Debt (p, k), whose use and domain are

conventions for the description of. First we define a set
X of variables (defined below), where each variakle X
ranges over a finite domaidom (x). A control-stateg then
is mapping that assigns, to each variakle X, a value in
dom (x), i.e., ¢(x) € dom (x). Consider, a state, variables
x1,...,%, Wherex; # x; if ¢ # j, and valuesvy,...,v,
where v; € dom(x;) for all ¢ : 1 < i < n. We use
q[x1 < vi1,...,x; < vi] to denote that state@’ such that
¢ (x;) = v; forali:1<i<k andq'(x) = q(x) if
x ¢ {x1,...,x%}. Furthermore, we introduce a settednsition
generators where each transition generatdicharacterizes a
(finite) set[[#]] of transitions in7". A transition generatof is
a tuple(PreCond (#) ,PostCond (#),In(¢),0ut (0)), where

« PreCond(f)is aset{x; = vy,...,x; = vi}, Wherex; €X

andv; e dom (x;) foralli:1<i<k.

« PreCond(0) is a set{x] « vi,...,x; < v, }, wherex] e

X andv] e dom (x}) foralli:1<i< 2.

. In(0),0ut (0) € (PT)°.
The set [[#]] contains all
(q1, g2, In, Read, Out) where

e qi(x;)=v;foralli:1<i<k.

o q2=qi[x] < Vi, .. xp < vyl

e In=1In(6), and Out = Out (0).

In the constructions we will define a s@ of transition
generators and defirE” = Ugeo [0]].

Below we will define the componen®@”, P7, T7, and
Trans” in the definition ofT, together with the sef,,, and
configurationcf, ;-

transitions of the form

The set Q7 As mentioned above, the sé€” is defined in
terms of a sek of variables. The set contains the following
elements:

« Mode indicates themode of the simulation. More pre-
cisely, a computation of” will consist of three phases
namely aninitialization, a simulation and afinal phase

Each phase is divided into a number of sub-phas

The Set C7

referred to asnodes .
A variableNState, with dom (NState) = @, that stores  *
the current control-statey,.

A variableAState, with dom (AState) = Q 4, that stores
the current state afd.

A variable FState (i,j) with dom (FState(i,j)) =

{true, false}, for eachi: -m <i <n andl < j <n,;. Dur- .
ing the simulation phase, the systems tries to cover all the
tokens in the multisets a¥/g,,. Intuitively, FState (3, j)

is a flag that indicates whether the tokem ;, k; ;) has  *
been covered.

A variable CoverFlag that has one of the values or

explained below. During the simulation, we will need
to use tokens that have still not been generated4by
To account for these tokens, we will implement a “debt
scheme” in which tokens are used first, and then “paid
back” by tokens that are later generated Hy The
variableRDebt (p, k) keeps track of the number of tokens
(p, k) that have been used on read arcs (the debt on
tokens consumed in input operations are managed through
specific places described later.) For a placeand a
transitiont, let Rmaz(p,t) be the number of read arcs be-
tweenp andt. Define Rmax = maxpep e Rmaz. Then,
dom (RDebt (p,k)) = {0, ..., Rmaz}. The definition of

the domain reflects the fact the largest amount of debt
that we will generate due to tokens raveling through read
arcs is bounded b®mazx.

set P7 The set contains the following places:

For eachp ¢ P andk : 0 < k < cmax + 1, the set
PT contains the plac@eroPlace (p,k). The number

of tokens inZeroPlace (p, k) € P7 reflects (although

it may be not exactly equal to) the number of tokens in
p € P whose ages have zero fractional parts.

For eachp € P andk : 0 < k < cmaz + 1, the setP” con-
tains the placesowPlace (p, k) and HighPlace (p, k).
These places of play the same roles as above for tokens
with ages that havéow (close to0) resp.high (close to

1) fractional parts.

For eachp ¢ P and0 < k < cmaz + 1, the setp”
contains the placénputDebt (p, k). The place represents
the mount of debt due to tokerp, k) traveling through
input arcs. There is a priori no bound on the amount
of debt on such tokens. Hence, this amount is stored in
places (rather than in variables as is the case of read
tokens.)

The setC] ., contains all configurations

anit

(@l M7,;,) satisfying the following conditions:

q]..;(Mode) = Init. The initial mode isInit

q) ..(AState) = ¢g'. The automatonA is simulated
starting from its initial stateyg'.

q] ..(FState (i,5)) = false for all i : -m < i < n and

1 < j < n,. Initially we have not covered any tokens in
M.

q ..(RDebt (p,k)) =0 foral pe Pandk:0< k <
cmaz + 1. Initially, we do not have any debts due to read
tokens.

M. (p) for all placesp e P7 . Initially, all the places of
T are empty.

Notice that the variableGoverFlag andCoverIndex are not

off. the covering of tokens /5, occurs only during restricted saCoverFlag may beon or off andCoverIndex



may have any valuem < CoverIndex < n. AlthoughNState

tokensis relevant. The construction takes into consideration

is not restricted either, its value will be defined in the fgp different aspects of this order as follows:

of the simulation (see below.)
Next, we explain how7 works. In doing that, we also
introduce all the members of the SEY .

Initialization In the initialization phase the SD-TH reads
the initial control-state and then fills in the places acaaydo

M ;. From the definition of the encoding of a configuration,

we know that the automatod outputs a pair(q,y) in its
first transition. The first move of is to store this pair in its

control-state. Thus, for each transitiqn(q—’>w g2 in A where
qe@ and1 <y < y;ni, the set® containsd where:

e PreCond(#) = {Mode = Init,AState = ¢ }.

e PostCond(f) = {Mode=InitLow,NState <« (q,y),

AState < ¢a}.

o« In(0) =@.

o Out (0) = {LowPlace(p,k)}.
In other words, oncg has input the initial control-state, it
enters a new modé@&nitLow. In mode InitLow, we read
the multisetsc; ---¢,,, that represent tokens with low fractional
parts. The system starts runniog) one step at a time, gen-
erating the elements af,, (that are provided by4.) When
it has finished generating all the tokensdp, it moves to

the next multiset, generating the multisets one by one in the

reverse order finessing witty. We distinguish between two

« According to the definition of the ordering, the tokens

in a given multisetc; may only be used to cover those
in one and the same multiset (s&y) This also agrees
with the observation that the tokens represented:;in
correspond to tokens in the original TPN that have
identical fractional parts (the same applies9 In fact,

if this was not case, then we would be using tokens
with identical fractional parts (ir;) to cover tokens with
different fractional parts. Analogously, the multigettan

be covered only by the elements of one multiset

If i’ < i then the fractional parts of the tokens represented
by b;; are smaller than those representechhyrhe same
applies toc;: ande; if j' < j. Therefore, ifc; is used to
coverb; andj’ < j thenc;, should be used to covéy for
somei’ < i. Furthermore, a multiset; is not necessarily
used to cover any multiset, i.e., all the tokens represented
by ¢; may be used for consumption during the simulation
(none of them being used for covering.) Similarly, it can
be the case that a givén is not covered by any multiset
¢; (all its tokens are covered by tokens that are generated
during the simulation.) Also, a multisej may only be
partially used to coveb;, i.e., some of its tokens may be
used for covering; while some are consumed during the
simulation. Finally,b; may only be partially covered by

types of such tokens depending on how they will be used in the ¢;, i.e., some of its tokens are covered bywhile the
construction. More precisely, such a token is eitbensumed rest of tokens are covered by tokens generated during the
when firing transitions during the simulation phase or used f simulation. N

coveringthe multisets inMz,,. A token (of the form(p, k)), Formally, for eachy; k) g2 in A, 1<i<n, 1<j<n; with

used for consumption, is put in a plad@wPlace(p, k). (pij, ki;) = (p,k), we addd to ©, where: where:

Recall that the relation— 4 in N is insensitive to the order .+ PreCond(f) = {Mode = InitLow,AState = g,

of the fractional parts that are small (fractional parts loé t CoverFlag = on,CoverIndex =i}.

tokens incy,...,c,.) Therefore, tokens irey,..., ¢, , that o PostCond () = {AState « ¢2,FState (4,j) « true}.

have identical placep and identical integer parts will all e In(0) =2.

be put in the same pladeowPlace (p, k). Formally, for each  « out () = @.

The transition sets the flaBState (i,7) to true indicating

that the token has now been covered. A transitjoni q2
in A indicates that we have finished generating the elements
o« In(0) =@. of the current multiseb;. If CoverFlag = on then we have
« Out (6) = {LowPlace(p,k)}. also finished covering tokens in the multidgt Therefore,
Each time a new multiset; is read from 4, the system We decide the next multiset < ¢ in which which to cover

decides whether it may be (partially) used for covering tht@kens'., Recall that not all m_ultlser have to be qovered and
next multise®; in Mj,. This decision is made by checking thd'éncei’ need not be equal to- 1 (in fact the multisets;.
value of the componefoverFlag, if CoverFlag = off then fOr ' <7 <1 will not be covered by the multisets i/;;..)
the tokens are only used for consumption during the simariati'We also decide whether to usfy to coverb; or not. In the
phase. However, ifoverFlag = on then the tokens generateJormer case, we seloverFlag to on, whlle in the latter case
by A can also be used to cover thoselify,. The multiset W€ SetCoverFlag equal tooff. Also, if CoverFlag = off
currently covered is given by the value of the componeHien we decide whether to usg., for coveringb; or not. We
CoverIndex. More precisely, ifCoverIndex = i for some cover these four possibilities by adding the following siion
i:1<i<nthen (part of) the multiset; that is currently being 9enerators t®. Y

generated byd (j : 1 < j < n’) may be used to cover (part (i) For each transition; — ¢z in A, i:1 <4< n, and
of) the multisetb;. At this stage, we only cover tokens withi’ : —m < i’ < i, we addf where:

low fractional parts (those in the multisdts, ..., b,.) When o PreCond(f) = {Mode = InitLow,AState = gqi,
using tokens for covering, the order on the fractional pafts CoverFlag = true,CoverIndex = i}.

. k . .
transitiong; (p—>) g2 in A, the set®© containsf where:

o PreCond(f) = {Mode = InitLow,AState = ¢ }.
« PostCond () = {AState « ¢a}.



« PostCond () {AState
off,CoverIndex < i'}.
o« In(0) =@.
o Out(9)=02.
This is the case whereoverFlag is on and continues to be
on. Notice that no covering takes placedéverIndex < 0,
and that the new value @bverIndex is made strictly smaller
than the current one.
(ii) For each transitiony; , g2 in A, and each,:' : 1 <
i’ <i<n, we addd where:
e PreCond(9) {Mode InitLow,AState
CoverFlag = true,CoverIndex = i}.
« PostCond () = {AState « ¢2,CoverIndex < i'}.
o« In(0) =@.
o Out(0) =2.
This is the case wher@overFlag is on but it is turnedoff
for the next step.
(i) For each transitiony; *, g2 in A, we addf where:
o PreCond(0) {Mode InitLow,AState q1,
CoverFlag = off}.
« PostCond () = {AState « ¢a}.
o In(0) =2.
» Out(9) =2.
This is the case wher@verFlag is off and continues to be
off.
(iv) For each transitiony; #, g2 in A, we addf where:
e PreCond(0) {Mode InitLow,AState q1,
CoverFlag = off}.
« PostCond () = {AState « ¢o,CoverFlag < on}.
o« In(0) =@.
« Out(9)=2.
This is the case wher@overFlag is off but it is turnedon
for the next step.

< (@2, CoverFlag <

q1,

e PostCond(f) = {Mode <« InitZero,AState <« g¢o,
CoverFlag = on, CoverIndex = i'}.

o« In(0) =g@.

o Out () = 2.

(iii) For each transitiony; S, g2 in A, we addf where:

e PreCond (0) {Mode InitLow,AState q1,

CoverFlag = off}.

« PostCond () = {Mode < InitZero,AState « ¢a}.

o« In(A) =2.

o Out () =2.

(iv) For each transitiony; S, g2 in A, we addd where:

e PreCond (0) {Mode InitLow,AState q1,

CoverFlag = off}.
e PostCond(f) = {Mode <« InitZero,AState <« g¢o,
CoverFlag = on}.

o« In(0) =g@.

o Out () = 2.

In InitZero the places are filled according t@. The
construction is similar to the previous mode. The only dif-
ferences are that the tokens to be consumed will be put in
placesZeroPlace (p, k) and that no tokens are covered in
M.

For each transitiony; (p—"k} g2 in A, the set© containsf
where:

o PreCond(#) = {Mode = InitZero, AState = ¢1 }.

o PostCond () = {AState < ¢o}.

o« In(A) =2.

o Out (0) = {ZeroPlace (p,k)}.
Since the tokens are not used at this stage for covering the
multisets of Mg, no transition generators are added for that
purpose. Also, in contrast to tokens belongingcto. . ., ¢,
we cannot generate tokens belonging:tg,,...,c_; during

The process of generating tokens with low fractional part8e initialization phase. The reason is that, in the fornzesec

continues until we encounter a transition of the fqmi» g2

in A. According to the encoding of markings, this indicate
that we have finished generating the elements of the mutis £

c1,...,¢n. Therefore, we change mode frofmitLow to
InitZero (Where we scan the multiség.) We have also to
consider changing the variabl€sverFlag an CoverIndex

in the same way as above. Therefore, we add the followi

transition generators:
(i) For each transitiony; S, g in A i:1<4i<n,and
i':-m <’ < i, we addé where:
e PreCond(0) {Mode InitLow,AState
CoverFlag = true,CoverIndex = i}.
o PostCond(f) = {Mode « InitZero,AState <« ¢o,
CoverFlag < off,CoverIndex « i'}.
o In(A) =2.
» Out(0) =2.
(ii) For each transitiony; S, g iNAi:1<i<n,and
i':-m <’ < i, we addé where:
e PreCond(0) {Mode InitLow,AState
CoverFlag = true,CoverIndex =i}.

q1,

q1,

we only need to keep track of the order of multisets whose
gokens are used for covering (the ordering of the fractional
rts in tokens used for consumption is not relevant.) Since
the numben is given a priori in the construction (the marking
Mgy, is a parameter of the problem), we need only to keep
track of tokens belonging to at mastdifferent multisets. This

r(‘iges not hold in the case of the latter tokens, since the order
0

the multisets to which the tokens belong is relevant also
in the case of tokens that will be consumed. Sinceis not
a priori bounded, we postpone the generation of these tokens
to the simulation phase, where we generate these tokens from
A “on demand”: each time we perform a timed transition, we
allow theHighPlace (p, k) tokens with the highest fractional
part to be generated. This construction is made more precise
in the description of the simulation phase.

The mode InitZero is concluded when we the next
transition of A is labeled with $. This means that we have
finished inputting the last multiség. We now move on to the
simulation phase.

For each transition of the forny R g2 in A, we addf
to © where:



o PreCond(#) = {Mode = InitZero, AState = ¢1 }. implement this, we use the variableBebt (p, k). Each

o PostCond (#) = {Mode < Sim,AState < ¢a}. time a numberr of tokens (p,k) are “borrowed” for
o« In(0) =@. a read operation, we increase the valueRbébt (p, k)
« Out(0) =@. to r (unless it already has a higher value.) Furthermore,

) ) ) ) ) ) ) each debt taken on a tokémp, k) in an input operation
Simulation The simulation phase consists of simulating a g psumes a debt performed on the same takeh) in

sequence of transitions each of which is either discrettysf a read operation. Therefore, the value of an old read debt
1, or of type2. Each type2 transition is preceded by at least  js decreased by the amount of the input debt taken during
one typel transition. Therefore, fror8im we next perform a the current transition. In a similar manner to input debts,
discrete or a typé transition. The (hon-deterministic) choice the read debt is later paid back. Wh@nterminates, we
is made using the transition generatérsand 6, where: require allRDebt (p, k) variables to be equal to (all the

o PreCond(#;) = {Mode = Sim}. read debts have been paid back.)

o PostCond (6;) = {Mode < Disc}. « The transition also changes the control-staté\of

« In(0h) = 2. To formally define the set of transitions /i induced by

« Out (61) = 2. discrete transitions, we use a number of definitions. We defin

+ PreCond(f;) = {Mode = Sim}. r = y = max(y - ,0). For k ¢ N and an intervalZ, we

+ PostCond (f2) = {Mode « Typel.1}. write k = Z to denote tha{k + ¢) € Z for some (equivalently

+ In(b2) =2. all) e : 0 < € < 1. During the simulation phase, there are

o Out (02) = 2. two mechanisms for simulating the effect of a token traxglin

Discrete  Transitions A discrete transiton ¢t = thr(_)ugh (input, read, ‘or outpuf) arc i, namely,. () by )
letting a token travel from (or to) a corresponding place;

(41,2, In, Read, Out) in N is simulated by a set of (i) by “taking debt”. Therefore, we define a number of
transitions in7". In defining this set, we take into consideratior) ” . :

) ; } transformers” that translate tokens K to corresponding
several aspects of the simulation procedure as follows:

ones in7 as follows:
« Basically, an intervalZ on an arc leading from an
input placep € In to ¢ induces a set of transitions ° Z¢roPlaceTransf (p,2) =
in T7; namely transitions where there are arcs from {Zeroplace(p_,k)_| (0< k< cmaz +1) A (k €I)}.
placesZeroPlace (p, k) with k ¢ Z, and from places The N-token is S|m_ulated by é”_—token in a place that
LowPlace (p, k) andHighPlace (p, k) with (k+€) e Z represent tokens with zero fractional parts.
for somee : 0 < ¢ < 1. An analogous construction is made * LowPlaceTransf (p,2) =

for output and read places ofSince a read arc does not _{l_how;_laclj (p,k)| (0 SI k Sdc;nax * 1)k/\ (k 1= I)I}' h
remove the token from the place, there is both an input e N-token is simulated by &-token in a place that

arc and output arc to the corresponding transitiofin represent tokens with low fractional parts. Notice that
We recall that the tokens belonging to e, are we use the relation= since the fractional part of the
. /sy C—

not generated during the initial phase, and that these token IS not zero.

tokens are gradually introduced during the simulation * 9h’laceTransf (»,7) =
phase. Therefore, a transiton may need to be fired {HighPlace (p, k)| (0 <k < cmaz +1) A (k1= 1)},

before the requiredighPlace (p, k)-tokens have been The A'-token is swn_ulatgd by 3'_—t0ken In a place that
produced byA. Such tokens are needed for performing represent tokens with high fractional parts.

both input and read operations. In order to cover for ® [nPutDebtTransf (p,T) =
tokens that are needed for input arcs, we use the set of LPutDebt (p, k)| (0 <k < cmaz + 1) A(kIED)}.
placesinputDebt (p, k) for pe P and0 < k < cmaz + 1. The N-token is simulated by taking debt on an input
Then, consuming a token from a plaeghPlace (p, k) token.

may be replaced by putting a token InputDebt (p, k).~ * fteadDebtTransf (p,2) =
The “debt” can be paid back using tokens that are later {ReadDebt (p, k)| (0< k < cmaz +1) A (k I= I)}.
generated byd. When T terminates, we require all the | he /V-token is simulated by taking debt on a read
debt places to be empty (all the debt have been paid token.

back.) Also, we need an analogous (but different) scherdée extend the transformers to multisets, so for a mulfiset
for the read arcs. The difference is due to the fact thbp1,Z1), .-, (pe, Z¢)], we define ZeroPlace Transf (b) =
the same token may be read several times (without beiflgp1,%1) ..., (e, ke)]| Vit 1<i <€z (pi, ki) €

consumed.) Hence, once the debt has been introducéeroPlace Transf (p;,Z;)}. We extend the other definition to
by the first read operation, it will not be increased bynultisets analogously.

the subsequent read operations. Furthermore, several reafin RDebt-mapping « is a function that maps each
operations may be covered by a (single) input operati®@®ebt (p,k) to a value in{0,..., Rmaz}. In other words,
(a token in a place may be read several times befdifee function describes the state of the debt on read tokens.
it is finally consumed through an input operations.) To Now, we are ready to define the transitionsjinthat are



induced by discrete transitions ji. Each such a transition is — In%e" = ZeroPlace Transf (]nz@m)_

induced by a number of objects, namely: — In%"" = LowPlace Transf ([nLow)_
« A transitiont = (q1,qe, In, Read, Out) € T. This is the — Iptish - HighPlaceTransf (InHigh).
transition in " that is to be simulated iff. — Read?*™" = ZeroPlace Transf (Read?e™).
« The current remaining cogt: Cost (t) <y < Yinit- The — Readlov’ - LowPlace Transf (ReadLow)_
remaining cost has to be at least as large as the cost of _ p, mign’ _ HighPlace Transf (Readmgh).

the transition to be fired.

« An RDebt-mappinga describing the current debt on read "€ multisetsinZ<?, Int°*, In™'" represent tokens that

tokens. will consumed due to input arcs. These tokens are dis-
. Multisets InZem [nLow [nHigh [,Debt \where In = tributed among places according to whether their frac-
InZero 4 [pLow , [y High y [, Debt Intuitively, the tokens tional parts are zero, low, or high. A similar reasoning
traveling through arcs of are covered by fours types of ~ nolds for the multisetstead “", Read ™", Read ™",
tokens: o Out(6) = OutZero +’OutL‘“” + /Outngh + OutPebt +
— In%¢m: N-tokens that will be transformed int@- Read™™ + {geadflow + Read ™™, where
tokens in places encoding ages with zero fractions  ~ O“tzm, = ZeroPlaceTransf (O"tzm)-
parts. — Out™"" = LowPlace Transf (OutLow).
— In™*": N-tokens that will be transformed int@- — Out™9" = [ighPlace Transf (Out™9").
tokens in places encoding ages with low fractions — OutPe = HighPlace Transf (]nDebt)_
pagis-} _ ) — Read?¢" = ZeroPlace Transf (Read?c).
— In"9%: N-tokens that WI|| be trans_form_ed lnt’(ﬁ-_ — Read™"' = LowPlace Transf (Read™™).
Lo;(tesns in places encoding ages with high fractions _ ReadHioh’ — HighPlace Transf (ReadHigh).

— InPebt: Af-tokens that will be covered by taking ~ 'he read multisets are defined in the previous item.
debt. The multisetsOutZ¢™, Out™ov, Out™9" play the same
roles as their input and read counterparts. The multiset

« Multisets dzere dLew 4 High g Debt > : |
where Read f eigeadz’eiei Reczcﬁeﬁu + R’efs?ﬁgh N OutPe®" represents the increase in the debt on read
ReadP®. The roles of these multisets are similar to tokens.
above.

Transitions of Type 1 The simulation of a typd transition
is started when the mode Bypel1.1. We recall that a type
1 transition encodes that time passes so that all tokens of
integer age iy will now have a positive fractional part, but
) _ ] no tokens reach an integer age. This phase is performed in two
For each such a collectlonZ of ObLJeCtS }(I'.'?" fgrbteacﬁeps. First, imype1.1 (that is repeated an arbitrary number of
t, OZS Y SL Yinit g‘_*} In em[v)fbn o, IR In e times), some of these tokens are used for covering the mtdgtis
Read”®, Read ™", Read ™", Read >"", of Mg, in a similar manner to the previous phases. In the
Out?e?, Out™, Out™*"), we add the transition generatorgecong step we change modeTgpel.2, at the same time
6 where: switchingon or off the componentoverFlag in a similar

o PreCond(f) = {Mode =Disc,NState = (¢1,y)} U, i.e., manner to the initialization phase. ype1.2, the (only set)

the current mode Bisc, the current state 0¥ is (q1,y), transfer transitions encodes the effect of passing timeteMo

« Multisets Out?®™, Qut™*™, Out™™" where Out =
Out?e™ + Out™™ + Out9" + OutPe**. The roles of the
multisets Out %™, Out™*™, Out™9" are similar to their
counter-parts above.

and the current debt on read tokens is givernby precisely all tokens in a placgroPlace (p, k) will be moved
o PostCond(f) = to the placel.owPlace(p, k), for k: 1< k < cmaz + 1. From
Mode < Sim,NState < (g2,y — Cost (¢))}uU Type1.2 the mode will be changed tbype2.1.
RDebt (p, k) < max(a ~ InP%"" ReadP<*" ) (p, k)| To describeType1.1 formally we add, for each: 1 <i <n,
peP)A(0<k< cemaz +1)}, where jil<j<ng,peP, k:0<k< cmax+1 with (pk) =
— P = InputDebt Transf (InPeh), (pi,j, ki ;). @ transition generatat where:
— ReadP®" = ReadDebt Transf (ReadPe). s PreCond(f) = {Mode = Typel.1,CoverFlag =
In other words, we change the mode backSta, and true,CoverIndex = i}.

change the control-state 8 to (g2, — Cost (t)). The ~ * PostCond(d) = {FState (i,j) « true}.
new read debts are defined as follows: We reduce the® 2 (0) = {ZeroPlace(p,k)}.

current debt: using the new debt on input tokens?e?®’, = Out(0) = 2.

then we update the amount again using the new debtOn switching to Typel.2, we change the variables

Read P, CoverFlag and CoverIndex in a similar manner to the
e In(f) = InZ 4+ Inlow' 4 [pHish' o ReqdZe™’ 4+ previous phases. Therefore, we add the following tramsitio

Read " + Read™"" | where generators:



(i) For eachi : 1 <7 <n, andi' : -m < i’ <4, we addé on tokens. The debt is paid back either (i) by removing a token

where: from InputDebt (p,k); or (ii) by decrementing the value of
. PreCond(#) = {Mode = Typel.l, CoverFlag = the variableRDebt (p,k). A transitiong; —> ¢, means that
true,CoverIndex = i}. we have read the last element of the current multiset. This
 PostCond(#) = {Mode <« Typel.2 CoverFlag = finishes simulating the transitions of tydeand 2 and the
off,CoverIndex = i'}. mode is moved back t8im starting another iteration of the
e In(0) = 2. simulation phase.
o Out(0) =2. Formally, we describe the movement of tokensTimpe2.1
(i) For eachi: 1 <¢ <mn, andi’ : -m <4’ < i, we addé by adding, for eaclp ¢ P andk : 0 < k < cmaz+1, a transition
where generato¥ where:
e PreCond(f) = {Mode = Typel.l, CoverFlag = « PreCond(f) = {Mode = Type2.1}.
true,CoverIndex = i}. « PostCond(f) = @.
« PostCond () = {Mode < Typel.2, CoverIndex <« i'}. o In(0) = {HighPlace(p,k)}.
e In(0) = 2. o Out (0) = {ZeroPlace (p, max(k + 1, cmaz + 1)) }.
» Out(0) =2.

At any time, we can change mode frorgpe2.1 to Type2.2:

(iii) We add ¢ where: o PreCond (#) = {Mode = Type2.1}.

o PreCond(f) = {Mode = Typel.1, CoverFlag = off}. « PostCond (f) = {Mode = Type2.2}.
o PostCond () = {Mode < Typel.2}. e In(0) =2.

« In(0) =2 . Out(4) = 2.

e Out (9) =d.

We can also move back froMype2.1 to Sim without letting
the automaton generate any tokens:

e PreCond () = {Mode = Type2.1}.

e PostCond () = {Mode = Sim}.

(iv) We add@ where:

o PreCond(#) = {Mode = Typel.1, CoverFlag = off}.
o PostCond () = {Mode « Typel.2, CoverFlag <« on}.
o In(0) =@. _
. Out (0) = @. N

. . . e Out(0) =.
The set of transfer transitions is defined by the transfs\r/e simufat)er 5.9 as follows. To describe the movermnent of
transition generatof ypes. :

tokens places representing tokens with zero fractionas pes

o PreCond(f) = {Mode = Typel.2}. k) -
« PostCond (0) = {Mode « Type2.1}. add, for each transitiog; — ¢ in A, a transition generator
. In(0) = 2. 6 where:
o Out(0) =@. o PreCond () = {Mode = Type2.2,AState = ¢ }.
e ST(#) = {(ZeroPlace(p,k),LowPlace(p,k))]| o PostCond(f) = {AState « ¢o}.
(pe P)A(0<k < cmaz+1)}. e« In(0) =@.

Out (0) = {ZeroPlace (p,k)}.

Transitions of Type 2 Recall that transitions of type . .
encode what happens to tokens with the largest fractior;rﬁ describe the payment of debts on input tokens we add, for

parts when an amount of time passes sufficient for makiggch transitior, @) g2 in A, a transition generatarwhere:
these ages equal to the next integer (but not larger.) Ther& PreCond (6) = {Mode = Type2.2,AState = q; }.

are two sources of such tokens. The generation of tokens PostCond () = {AState « ¢ }.

according to these two sources divides the phase into two In () = {InputDebt (p,k)}
steps. The first source are tokens that are currently in glace. out (6) = .

of the form HighPlace (p, k). In Type2.1, (some of) these 14 gescribe the payment of debts on read tokens we add, for
tokens reach the next integer, and are therefore moved to . (k) .

the corresponding places encoding tokens with zero fraatio €361 transitions, = ¢z in A, andr : 1 < r < Rmaz, a
parts. As mentioned above, only some (but not all) of thel@nsition generatof where:

tokens reach the next integer. The reason is that they are PreCond(f) = {Mode = Type2.2, AState = qi,
generated during the computation (not 4y, and hence they RDebt (p, k) =}
have arbitrary fractional parts. + PostCond (f) = {AState < g2,RDebt (p,k) < 7 - 1}.

The second source are tokens that are provided by the In(0) = @.
automatonA (recall that these tokens are not generated durings Out (9) = @.
the initialization phgse.) IType2.2, we run the automaton pq usual, transitiony; i ¢ in A indicates means that
A one step at a time. At eacl? step we generate the NGl have read the last element of the current multiset. We
token by taking a transition; k) g2. In fact, such a token can now move back to the modam, changing the variables
(p,k) is used in two ways: either it moves to the plac€overFlag anCoverIndex in a similar manner to the previ-
ZeroPlace (p, k), or it is used to pay the debt we have takenus phases.



(i) For each transition of the form 7, g2 in A,i

<
i<n, andi’: -m <4’ < i, we addd where:
e PreCond(f) = {Mode = Type2.2,AState = g,
CoverFlag = true,CoverIndex = i}.
o PostCond(f#) = {Mode <« Sim,AState <« qo,

CoverFlag < off,CoverIndex « i'}.
o In(A) =@.
o Out (9) = .

(ii) For each transitiony; 7, g2 in A, i:
i1 -m < i’ <i, we addf where:

1<i7<n, and

o PreCond(f) = {Mode = Type2.2,AState = qi,
CoverFlag = true,CoverIndex = i}.
e PostCond(f) = {Mode <« Sim,AState <« ¢o,

CoverFlag = on,CoverIndex = i'}.

e« In(0) =@.

« Out(9)=2.

(iii) For each transitiony; 2, q2 in A, we addf where:

e PreCond(0) {Mode Type2.2,AState q1,
CoverFlag = off}.

o PostCond () = {Mode « Sim,AState < ¢a}.

o In(A) =2.

« Out(9)=02.

(iv) For each transitiony; , g2 in A, we addf where:

o PreCond(f) = {Mode = Type2.2,AState = qi,
CoverFlag = off}.
e PostCond(d) = {Mode <« Sim,AState <« ¢o,

CoverFlag = on}.
e« In(0) =@.
« Out(9)=2.

o Out () =2.
We cover the multiseliy by moving tokens from places of the
form ZeroPlace (p, k). For eachp € P and1 < j < ny with
(po.j: ko.;) = (p,k), we addd where:

o PreCond (f) = {Mode = Finall}.

« PostCond(#) = {FState(0,j) < true}.

e In(0) = ZeroPlace(p,t).

o« Out(0) =2
We also cover the multisets 1,...,b_,, by moving tokens
from places of the fornHighPlace (p,k). For eachp € P,
-m<i<-1,1<j<n; with (pi,jaki,j) = (p, k), we addf
where:

e PreCond(#) = {Mode = Finall}.

» PostCond () = {FState(i,j) « true}.

e In(6) =HighPlace(p,t).

o Out(0) =
We can change mode ®inal2

o PreCond (f) = {Mode = Finall}.
PostCond (0) = {Mode « Final2}.
o« In(A) =2.
o Out(0) =
In Final2, we start running4. The tokens can be used for

paying input debts. For each transitign @) g2 in A, we
add 6§ where:

o PreCond () = {Mode = Final2, AState = ¢ }.

« PostCond () = {AState « ¢a}.

o In(6) = {InputDebt (p,k)}.

o Out(0) =

The tokens can also be used for paying read debts. For each

. k .
transition ¢, (p—>) g2 in A, andk : 1 <r < Rmaz, we addé

The Final PhaseFrom the simulation mode we can at anywhere:

time enter the final mode.
o PreCond(#) = {Mode = Sim}.
e PostCond(f) = {Mode « Finall}.
o« In(A) =2.
o Out(9)=2.

e PreCond (0)
RDebt (p, k) =7}.

« PostCond () = {AState < ¢a,RDebt (p,k) <« r—1}.

o« In(0) =2.

o« Out(f) =2

{Mode = Final2, AState = ¢,

The main tasks of the final phase are (i) to cover the multisétally, the tokens can be used for covering. For each tiansi

in Mg,; and (ii) to continue paying back thdebt tokens

(recall that the debt was partially paid back in the simolati ;.. o < 1. < ez + 1 with (
of type 2 transitions.) At the end of the final phase, we eXpeWhere.
all tokens inMg, to have been covered and all debt to have

been paid back. The final phase consists of two modes.
Finall we cover the multisets id/g, using the tokens that
have already been generated.Fimal2, we resume running
A one step at a time. The tokens generated frdrare used
both (i) for paying back debt; and (ii) for covering the msutis

b_1,...,b_ (in that order.)

(p.k)

1= gginA i:-m<i<-1,j:1<j<mn;,peP,

p, k) = (pij, kij), we haved

PreCond (6) {Mode
true,CoverIndex = i}.

o PostCond(f) = {FState (i,7) « true}.
o« In(A) =2.

o Out(0) =

I Final2,CoverFlag

A transitiong; #, g2 in A indicates means that we have read

Forma”y, we add the fo”owing transition generatorsl Eirsthe last element of the current multiset. We nOVVMEnerate

we continue covering the multisels, . .., b,. For eachp € P,
1<i<n,andl <j<n; with (p;;,k ,7) = (p, k), we addd
where:

e PreCond(#) = {Mode =Finall}.

« PostCond () = {FState (i,j) « true}.

e In(6) =LowPlace(p,t).

1< -1, and?’ :

the next multiset. We change the variabl@sverFlag an

CoverIndex in a similar manner to the previous phases.
(i) For each transition of the formp 7, gginA,i:-m<
-m <14’ < i, we addd where:

e PreCond (0) {Mode Final2, AState
CoverFlag = true,CoverIndex = i}.

q1,



o PostCond(f) = {AState <« ¢o, CoverFlag <«
off,CoverIndex < i'}.

o« In(0) =@.

o Out(9)=02.

(ii) For each transitiony; #, g iNAi:1<i<n,and
i':—m <4’ < i, we addf where:

e PreCond(f#) = {Mode = Final2 AState = g,
CoverFlag = true,CoverIndex = i}.

» PostCond (#) = {AState « ¢o,CoverIndex « i'}.

o« In(0) =@.

« Out(9)=02.

(i) For each transitiony; N g2 in A, we addf where:

o PreCond(f) = {Mode = Final2 AState = gqi,
CoverFlag = off}.

o PostCond(f) = {AState < ¢o}.

o In(A) =2.

« Out(9)=2.

(iv) For each transitiony; s, g2 in A, we addd where:

o PreCond(f) = {Mode = Final2 AState = gqi,
CoverFlag = off}.

« PostCond () = {AState « ¢o,CoverFlag < on}.

o« In(A) =2.

e Out (9) =d.

The Set C7,, The setC] , contains all configurations
(afn, M},,) satisfying the following conditions:
« ¢}, (NState) = ¢s,. The AC-PTPN is in its final control-
state.
. g;n(FState(i,j)) = true for all i : —m < i < n and
1< j <n;. We have covered all tokens g, .
« ¢}, (RDebt (p,k)) = 0 forall p e P andk : 0 < k <
cmaz + 1. We have paid back all debts on read tokens.
o Mg, (InputDebt (p,k)) =0
forall pe P and0 < k < cmaz + 1. We have paid back
all debts on input tokens.
We give an example of a concrete computation that give
rise to the above abstract computation.
[ |
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