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The paper presents an approach to verification of a multiad@a analysis algorithm. We base
correct simulation of the multi-agent system by a finite g@iemodel. For verification we use model
checking tool SPIN. Protocols of agents are written in Plartaguage and properties of the multi-
agent data analysis system are expressed in logic LTL. Weseveral experiments with SPIN and
the model.

1 Introduction

The purpose of the paper is to apply formal verification méshim multi-agent algorithms of data anal-
ysis in a framework of ontology population.

Multi-agent data analysis for ontology population is a mhewel process. Let us have an ontology,
whose elements are classes, specified by a set of (keyuéditand relations, specified by attributes and
a set of classes they connect. Ontology population rulesradkpn given ontology classes and relations.
Besides, we have rules for input data processing. Thesecdatdée natural language text or special
format of data storing, for example, various databasesgweidh internet pages. We consider all these
rules defined formally such that every rule can (1) use dat&wcan be values of attributes or instances
of classes or relations; (2) bind a tuple of attributes imoiresstance of a given class; (3) determine
attribute values of the relation and whether some clasanost belong to a given relation.

At the first stage of multi-agent data analysis, preliminiamestigation of input data generates un-
derdetermined objects that can be instances of classesktidms of the predefined ontology. At the
next stage, using rules of ontology population and datagaging, concerning semantic and syntactic
consistency, these objects are evaluated from input ddtdl @s it is possible. At the third stage, these
objects-instances resolve ambiguities that are an inhérature of automatic data analysis.

At the second stage of analysiformation (instance and relation) agengppears. They corres-
pond to instances of classes and relations. Informationtageteract withrule agentsthat implement
given rules of data processing and ontology population.s&taents exchange information necessary
for specification of information agents. A spec@ntroller agentdetects system termination, i.e. a
moment when all possible information is retrieved from datd agents just waiting for messages from
each others. In contrast to all other model agents, thiscgeagent is universal, i.e. it does not depend
on a given ontology and input data types.

All agents act in parallel hence we have to verify some ingtrproperties of the system. In par-
ticulary, properties to be verified are correctness of teatibn detection and simple operability of the
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analysis system. For checking these properties we chooslelmbecking tool SPIN_[8]. SPIN has
rather expressive input language for specification our daddysis model and its properties, and a well-
developed system for error detection and examination.

A multi-agent approach for information retrieval from hetgeneous data sources for completing
ontology is widespread. In particular, it is used for natleaguage processin@![2} [1,/10, 6] and web
processing [3./4,15]. Agents in these works have differehabiors. Usually in web processing, agents
are high-level entities that manage rather data flows, ustiaugdard algorithm for knowledge retrieval,
than data itself. In natural language processing, ageatsititer associated with conventional linguistic
levels (morphological, syntactic, semantic) or targetegtognize specific linguistic phenomena such as
ellipsis, anaphora, parataxis, homonymy. These agent®tdase ontological knowledge substantially.
Thus they are computing processes which may speed up iniomratrieval due to their parallel work
but they do not affect the retrieval qualitatively.

Our approach implements multi-agent low-level data amalyswhich agents do not process input
data by traditional methods but present information itehesrtselves. To the best of our knowledge a
similar approach is introduced in/[9] only. Verification afch system is also unknown to us.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The next sg@tidescribes agents of our systems and
their action protocols. The sectiéh 3 grounds an approadimite state model checking of our multi-
agent model. The following sectidn 4 presents the methoéxpressing the multi-agent model and its
properties in SPIN. Finally, we conclude in the last sedBiomith a discussion of further research.

2 Agent Model and Protocols

Outline of the approach and multi-agent system follows.ré&h& an ontology of a subject domain, a set
of rules for completing it, a semantic and syntactic modeahefinput data language and a finite data to
extract information for the ontology. We considesubject domain’s ontologtp be the following tuple
0= (C,RT,A), where

e C =UC; is afinite non-empty set of classes describing the subjenkifoconcepts;

e R=UR is a finite set of binary relations on classes (concepts)Fan€ x C — 2R is a function
defining the names of binary relations between the classes;

e T =UT; is a set of data type with the domain of possible valpes...,v;};

e A= Ugq; is afinite set of attributeAK C Ais a subset of the key attributes for unique identification
of the instances of concepts and relations, BdC UR — 24T is a function defining the names
and the types of attributes for clas€eand relationgR.

Theinformation contenbf an ontologyO is represented d€ = (I,RI), where
e | = Ul is a finite set of ontology class instances frahwherel; from classC; € C consists of a
set of attributes; with valuesv;: |; = Uj(aj,v;j) and(aj,v;j) € Fa(Ci);

e RI = URJ; is ontology relation instances which is a finite set of relati on the sel of class
instances. Relation instanBd of the relatiorR; consists of ainstancés; )i, (0,); € | of classe€;
andC; respectively, with a set of attributes provided with valuew;: Rl; = ((01,02)i,U(a;,Vj)),
whereR, € Fr(Cy,Cy) and(a,vj) € Fa(R).

Rules for completing the ontology recognize instances tdlogy classes or relations in input data,
evaluate their attributes and bind class instances inigalatistances. A semantic-syntactic models of
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input data languages are usually manifold and complicatgni®ersal formalization for this topic is out
of scope of this paper.

The preliminary phase of data processing is executed by tamnet analysis module based on a
vocabulary of the subject domain. This module construcis €et ofinstanceagents corresponding to
ontology concepts, and (2) a setrefation agents corresponding to ontology relations. The inforomati
agents make use of knowledge concerning theaitions in input dataThis knowledge is represented
as a set of closed natural intervals. We consider this seetasf sratural numbers in sense that two
intersecting intervals are joined into one.

The rule agents implement rules of input data processing and ontgtogulation. According to
information received from instance and relation agents; fenerate new attribute values of the instances
and relations, send the obtained result to all agents stetan it, or generate new instance or relation
agents. Eventually, the information agents assign vatlued their attributes that can be evaluated with
the information from the data, and the system stopso#Atroller agent keeps track of system stopping.
At the termination moment, the instance agents have acatetubll possible values for each of their
attributes to resolve information ambiguities. Formalmigbns of agents follow.

A set ofinstance agents |8orresponds to class ontological instances f@ankachl € A is a tuple
| = (id;Cl; Atr; Rul, Pos Rel), where

e id is a unique agent identifier;
e Cl e Cis an ontological class of the agent;

o Atr= Ui (dj,Vj,Rulj, pos) is a set of attributes of the agent, where for egeh[1..k|
— a; is aname of the agent attribute;
— attribute values fronV; belongs to the domain of the corresponding type &amdV;) C
Fa(Clo);
— every rule agent in set of rule agemsll; requires the value of attributg to get the result;
— pos is a set of closed natural intervals corresponding to thébate position in the input
data;
e Rulis a set of rule agents that use data included in this instagest as an argument;

e Pos=Ujec1.q POS is @ set of natural intervals corresponding to the agentipasin the input
data;

e Relis a set of possible relations of the agent; for eVery ) € Rel: ir is a set of instance identifiers
of relation agent which include this agent.
A set ofrelation agents RlAorresponds to ontological relations fran EachRI € RIAis a tuple
Rl = (id; Ro; IR; Rul; Pos), where
e id is a unique agent identifier;
e Rp € Ris an ontological relation of the agent;

o IR=Uic1k((01,02)i,Atr;, pog) is a set of instances of relatid®y, where for each € [1..k]
— relation objects; ando, are identifiers of instance agents belonging to ontologitzdses
C1 andGC; respectively antRlp € Fr(C1,Cy);
— every relation attributea, v, pos € Atr; with namea has attribute valuer with (a,v) €
Fa(Rlpo) and data positiopos
— pog = (Pos, UP0s,) U(Uaypogeatr PO is a set of natural intervals corresponding to the
agent position in the input data;
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relation instance is evaluated iff both its objects areustad;
e Rulis a set of rule agents that use this relation agent as an argum
e Pos=Uic1 i POS is a set of natural intervals corresponding to the agentiposh the input data.

A set ofrule agents RAorresponds to rules of input data processing and ontologulption rules.
Eachrule agent Re RAIs a tupleR = (id; Args makeres(args), result), where

e id is a unique agent identifier;

e Args= U(argi(Cly),...,args(Cls)) is a set of argument vectors, where for eaeh[1..5]: arg; is
an argument value determined by the corresponding instansation agents from ontological
classCl;; let us denote vector of arguments’ valuesaggs, where each value is

— an attribute value provided with the identifier of an insmagent,
— an identifier of an instance agent,
— an identifier of an instance of a relation agent;

e makeres(args) is a function computing the result from vectmgs

e resultis the result of functionmakeres(arg) which can be

— empty, if the argument vector is inconsistent;
— values of some attributes with their positions for someaineeé agents and/or

— tuples of values of some objects and attributes with theditipms for some relation agents
and/or

— new information agents (they must differ from other agentsheir classes and values of
attributes).

As a simple example let us consider the following multi-agarstem for natural language text pro-
cessing. Let the given ontology includes clasSetE vent GeoPlace and relatiorVenue The corre-
sponding instance and relation agents have the following:fo

e |; = (0;SciEvent
(date {R Calendar...},0(Dates,0), (name{R_CalendarR_Person...},0(String),D), ...,
{RVenueR Date R Person...};0;{(Venue0), (OrganizedByD), ...}).
SciEventhas attributeglate and namewhich can be used by rule agefR<LCalendar R_Person
and others. The agent itself is used by rule ag&tenue R_Date, R_Personand others. The
relations of the agent akéenueg OrganizedByand others.

e |, = (0;GeoPlace
(name{R.VenueR GeoPlace...},0(String),0),
(country {R_GeoPlace...},0(Countrieg,0),...;
{RVenueR Travel,...};0;{(Venued), (BirthPlaceg 0),...}).
GeoPlacehas attributesxameand country which can be used by the corresponding rule agents
R.Venue R.GeoPlaceand others. The agent itself is used by rule agBit&enue R_Travel, and
others. The relations of the agent &®nue BirthPlaceetc.

e Rl; = (1;VenuelR((SciEventGeoPlace,0); 0;0).
Venueconnects scientific events and geographic places.
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As an example of a rule agent let us consider agevenue
R Venue= (1,arg; (SciEven},arg, (GeoPlace,argz(HoldOp);
(1) Caption{arg;,arg}), Prepositiorfarg; ,arg) ||
(2) Referencg{arg:,argy }), Prepositiorfarg;,argy) ||
(3) Sentenci&({arg;,argx}), Prepositiorjarg; ,argy),
BracketSegmeffarg, }),Contact Stogarg,argz) ||
(4) Sentenc&{arg;,argy,args}),
Prepositiortarg;,args),Contact NegWordgéarg; , args ),
Prepositiorfargs, arg,),Contact Attr(args,argy,argl) ||
(5)...;
Venueo; = args,Venueo, = argy).
This rule agent matches scientific events to geographiepldtcan recognize this matching in captions,
references, various sentences taking into account muasiligns of its arguments and their contacts
(for instance, events and places can be interpointesemtencg). Third argumentrgs(HoldOp) ac-
cumulates all verbs and phrases indicating venue: ‘hdlo¢ate’, ‘take place’ etc. Let us consider the
following part of MOD* call for papers:

The 1st Workshop on Logics and Model-Checking for Self-*t8yss (MOD*)
http://modstar.cs.unibo.it/
12 September 2014, Bertinoro, Italy

The following evaluation of attributes of the above agestshie result of analysis of the given text
fragment:

e | =(1; SciEvent (date{...},12.09.2014[13/15]),
(name{...},"The 1st Workshop on Logics and Model-Checking for Self-s&ymns’[1,10),...;
{...}; {[1,10],[13,15}; {(Venuel),(OrganizedByD),...}).

e I, =(2; GeoPlace (name{...},Bertinorg [16]), (country{...},Italy,[17)),...;
{...}; [16,17]; {(Venuel), (BirthPlace0),...}).

e Rl =(1; Venue {(1, 2, {[1,10],[13/17]})1 }; 0; {[1,10],[13,17]}).

Now we give brief overview of interactions of the above imf@tion and rule agents. Multi-agent
systemMDA for data analysis includes information agents sets, a géats set, and an agent-controller.
The result of agent interactions by protocols below is datdyais, when the information agents deter-
mine the possible values of their attributes and objectsifeogiven data. All agents execute their
protocols in parallel. That is, all agents act in parallefilumone of the rule agent can proceed. These
termination event is determined by the controller agent. U&& an original algorithm for termination
detection which is based on activity counting. The systedyimamic because rule agents can create new
information agents.

The agents are connected by duplex channels. The contegjlmt is connected with all agents,
instance agents are connected with their relation agemsRel, and information agents are connected
with rule agents that use information from them and/or gievimew attribute/object values for them.
Messages are transmitted instantly in a reliable mediunstrdd in channels until being read.

LetlA={l4,...,In,...} be an instance agents sRtA= {Rl,...,Rly,...} be arelation agents set, and
RA={Ry,...,Rs}, be arule agents set. The result of executing of the follgwigorithm is data analysis,
when the information agents determine the possible valti#setr attributes. Letli be a protocol of
actions of instance agehtR1j be a protocol of actions of relation agerlf, andRk, be the protocol of
actions of rule agerfk, C be the protocol of actions of an agent-controllerThen the multi-agent data
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analysis algorithnMDA can be presented in pseudocode as follows:
MDA: :

parallel {I1} ...{In} ...{R11} ...{R1m} ...{R1} ...{Rs} {C}

Here theparallel operator means that all execution flows (threads) in thefdwoes are working
in parallel. Brief descriptions of the protocols follow.

Let furtherC be the controller agen®, R;j be rule agentst be an instance agerRl be a relation
agent;A be an information agentiess be message (special for every kind of agertsjput be queue of
incoming messages. We suppose that all specialities aae fetam the context. For the simplicity, we
suggest that rule agents produce results with at most omleusdt per an instance agent and/or at most
one instance of relation per a relation agent. This casaldmikasily generalized for multiple results.

Informal description of the instance agent protocol. Infing phase of its activities the instance
agent sends evaluated data to all rule agents interesteelse tata. Then the agent processes the received
data by updating its attributes, relations, and increaiagosition with the attributes’ positions, sending
fresh attribute values to rule agents interested in. Eveange of activity is reported to the controller
agent. The instance agent terminates if it receives themrsegsage from the controller agent.

Protocol of instance agents.
l::

1. send |RuUl|+1 to C;

2. forall ReRul send id to R;

3. forall g €Atr

4. if @ #0 then { send |Ruf| to C;

5. forall Rj € Ru} send & to Rj;}
6. send —1 to C;

7. while (true){

8. if Input#0 then {

9. mess = get_head(Inpub);

10. if mess.name = C then break;

11. if mess.name € Rel then upd Rel(mess.name, mess.id);
12. if mess.id = i then {

13. upd (g, mess.value, mess.pos);
14. upd (P0OS, mess.pos);

15. send |Rul| to C;

16. forall Rj € Ru} send & to Rj; }
17. send —1 to C; } }

Informal description of the relation agent protocol. In firvst phase of its activities the relation
agent sends evaluated data to all instance and rule ag¢erssited in these data. The agent processes
the received data by updating instances of its objectspuaitts and increasing the position with the
objects’ and attributes’ positions, sending identifiershafse fresh instances to instance agents included
into evaluated tuples of data. Every change of activity morted to the controller agent. The relation
agent terminates if it receives the stop message from thieadlen agent.

Protocol of relation agents.

RI::

1. send 1 to C;

2 forall irj € IR

3. if evaluated(ir;) then {
4 send |Rull+2 to C;
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5 send (RLiriy) to (01); and (02)i;

6. forall Re Rul send (RLjirj) to R;}
7. send —1 to C;

8. while (true){

9 if Input# 0 then {

10. mess = get_head(lnput);

11. if mess.name = C then break;

12. upd_Rel (mess.id, mess.value, mess.pos);
13. i = mess.id

14. if evaluated(irj) then {

15. send |Rull+2 to C;

16. send (RLiri) to (01)i and (02);;

17. forall Re Rul send (RLi) to R;}

18. send —1 to C; }}

Informal description of the rule agent protocol. It has tvamgilel subprocesses: processing incoming
data from instance agen®riocInput) and producing the outcoming resuftrocResult). Processing
incoming data includes (1) forming argument vectors, andséhding argument vectors or indication
of termination toProcResult. Producing the outcoming result includes (1) checking canity of
arguments and argument vectors, (2) making the result higitew attribute values of some information
agents and/or new information agents with their positiemgl (3) determining agents for sending new
values to. New information agents start immediately witktadgiven them by the rule agent at birth.
Every change of activity is reported to the controller agdrtie rule agent terminates if it receives the
stop message from the controller agent.

Protocol of rule agents.

R ::

SendList: set of Instance Agents = 0;
1. parallel
2. { ProcInputgr; ProcResultg; }
ProcInputr ::

args: set of vectors of Argument;
1. while (true) {
2 if Input#0 then {
3 mess = get_head(Inpub);
4 if mess.name=C then {
5. send ‘stop’ to ProcResultg;
6 break; }
7 if mess.name=A then {
8 args = make arg(mess.value, A);
9. if (args#0) send ( args ) to ProcResultg;
10. send |arg§ —1 to C; }}}
ProcResultr ::
arg: vector of ArgumentU{‘stop’};
1. while (true) {
2 if Input#0 then {
3. arg = get_head(Input) ;
4 if arg = ‘stop’ then break;
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(result SendLisf = make_res(arg) ;
if result#0 then {
start_new_information_agents;
send |SendList to C;
forall A€ SendListsend result(A) to A;}
10. send —1 to C; }}
The main job of the controller agent is to sequentially ciali@iother agents’ activities. If all agents
are inactive, the agent sends them all the stop message.
Protocol of agent-controller C.
C ::
Act: integer;
Input: set of integer;
Act = 0;
while( Input=0 ) { }
while (true){
if( Input#0 ) then Act = Act + get_mess(Inpud ;
if( Input=0 and Act = 0 ) then break; }
send STOP to all;
The following proposition is straight consequence of Psian 1 from [7]:

Proposition 1 Multi-agent systenvIDA terminates and the agent-controller determines the teation
moment correctly.

The proposition is proved in_[7]. The proof of the first partbased on finiteness of input data and
reasonable suggestion that rules of ontology populatichdata processing cannot generate new infor-
mation infinitely. The second assertion is based on timetifymog about activities of information and
rule agents.

© 00 N O O,
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3 Model Checking of Multi-agent Data Analysis

We would like to verify properties from propositioh 1 forrhabecause a parallel interaction of agents is
rather knotty. The crucial property of this multi-agenttsys is termination. Another important property
is correctness of actions of the agent-controller, i.et tthmagent correctly detects the moment of system
termination when all system agents do nothing just waitiregsages from others. Besides, there is an
interesting “operability” property: in a future at leasteomformation agent will update at least one of
its attributes. Specific properties of soundness and cder@ss of information processing are also very
important, but we think it is practically impossible to ckebese by formal verification methods.

Our agent model is finite if we suggest that rules of ontologpyation and data processing do
not generate new information agents infinitely. Hence itdsgible to use finite-state model checking
technique for verification. For this it is reasonable to ctite model in integers. Let us explain the
approach by an example of semantic text analysis for onggbagulation.

(1) Input data. As input data we have a finite natural language text, henceawgust enumerate words
in this text.

(2) An ontology. We suggest that a given ontology has a finite number of cleamségelations and
attribute values of classes and relations belong to finiteadios or input dafh Hence we can enumerate

IFor example, let input data be texts of calls for papers fofer@nces, then important dates of a conference can be an
attribute of clas€on ferencen ontology ScientificEvents
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instances of classes and relations and their attributes.

(3) A model of the domain-specific language A special preprocessing module based on this model
constructs finite number of information agents correspandd input text. Every information agent (its
attributes) can contain the following descriptive infotioga:

e ontological: belonging to numerated classes or relatibokjing numerated evaluated values of
some attributes;

e grammatical: enumerated morphological and syntacticataztiers;
e structural: an enumerated text position;
e segmental: belonging to an enumerated text seﬁ'nent

Again we can enumerate these agents and their inside infioma
(4) Processing rules. Every processing rule agent uses a set of arguments whasesvebme from
information agents and include all necessary details (ogital, grammatical, structural and segmental).
These data are represented by natural numbers. A rule agehiges result as a set of natural numbers
forming attribute values or new information agents. Theslees and elements of the new agents are
some arguments with descriptive information or they beltmgorresponding domains. Hence, rule
agents consume integer numbers and produce integer numbers

A reason for our system termination is that positlews of every information agent cannot increase
infinitely since it is bounded by number of words in the inmxtt Besides, we have to be sure that there
is no infinite information for these positions. This progecan be formulated using a special construct
according to every vector of rule arguments. Let posifogarg) be a union of positions of arguments
from arg. Let call it aposition point Informally, this position point corresponds to a set of dgr
from the input text located in positions froRos It is reasonable to limit amount of new information
corresponding to one position point. Hence, in order tofydhe property of interest for every rule
agent we just have to accumulate numbers of new informatieons for every position point of the rule,
and then compare them with the limit. This limit depends andlegree oterminological homonymy
of the domain-specific language. We say that two sets of warglterminological homonyms iff they
include vocabulary terms which are homonyms. This factesugeneration of several ontology objects
simultaneously associated with these sets. This homonlimic HomLimis the same for every rule.
Now the termination property can be formulated as follovisulie agents can not produce information
more than the homonymic limit then the system stops.

4 Using SPIN for model checking MDA

For formal model checking of our multi-agent data analygstesm we choose popular and well-develo-
ped model checking tool SPIN[8]. We have tried NuSMV modetakter also, but have found that
its input language is not fit to our multi-agent model becaadet of arrays in the model make the
corresponding NuSMV-model very complicated. For verifmatSPIN requires a model of the system
written on SPIN input language Promela with model propsréigpressed in linear time logic LTL.

SPIN deals with finite data only. The previous section jlesifine following simplification of the
original model of data analysis: (1) as input data for arialyge consider finite sets of integers from a
bounded integer interval; (2) attribute values of class ra@fation instances of an ontology are integers;
(3) the result of rule agent actions is tuples of integerstabate values for information agents. Thus

2For example, to “Conference Topics” in calls for papers famferences.
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in this simplified model of protocols above it does not matttiat exact values are processed by our
agents. We are only interested in verification of termirgtmperability and correctness of termination
detection.

For the Promela model specification we define agent procéssesgent RelAgent RulAgentand
Controller corresponding to agents of the model above. Agents arentesaof processes of the cor-
responding typeController is the main process which run all other processes at the iegin SPIN
assigns unique identification numhsaid to every process. Further we describe some features of these
processes.

(1) Structures of processesThese structures are based on definitions of agentdfrored; ificlude
Promela structures with fields containing integer arrays.dxample, the following code is a part of an
instance agent definition:

proctype ins_agent(){
byte id;
d_step{
INS_AGENT [INS_AGENT_COUNT] = _pid;
INS_AGENT_COUNT = INS_AGENT_COUNT + 1;

id = INS_AGENT_COUNT; // unique agent identifier
}
int Class; // class of the agent
int RuleOut [MAX_RULE_QUT]; // rules Rul
Attribute attrs[MAX_ATTRI]; // attributes of the agent
Relation Relations[NUM_INS]; // relations of the agent

MessagetoRule toRule;

(2) Types of communicating messagesThey are different for different process types and also
implemented as Promela structures with fields containinegars and integer arrays. The following
code demonstrates messages to an instance agent and tagente

typedef MessagetoIns{

int name; // name of the sender

int id; // name of the relation instance (if any)

int vals_id; // name of the attribute (if any)

int vals_value; // value of the attribute (if any)
}
typedef MessagetoRule{

mtype type; // { Agent, Attribute, Relation }

int name; // name of the sender

int val; // value of the attribute or name of the relation instance
}

(3) Agents initialization. We assign initial data to information agents which imitadegesult of
work of the external module for preliminary data analysise Miplement this initialization depending
on number_pid. This number defines a class of an agent, its outcoming RigsndRul for every
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attributeg; (see the definition of information agents), and its evalattributes. The following code is
the example of an instance agent initialization:

Active = 0; // agent activity
Class = id;
for (i : 0 .. id-1 ) { RuleOut[i] = i+1; } // rules Rul
for (i : 0 .. 2xid-1) {
attrs[i] .RuleOut[0] = i/2+1; // rules of attributes
if

(i%2 == 0) —>
attrs[i] .values[0] = i/2+1; // values of attributes
attrs[i] .values_count = 1;
:: else -> skip;
fi;
}

for (i : 0 .. id-1 ) { Relations[i] .name = i+1; } // relations

(4) Agent actions. They are based on the protocols above and include messagjegrasd agents’
data updating. Rule agents also create argument vectorsoamoute the result for information agents
which models rules of data processing and ontology pomuatictions of information agents and the
controller can be translated to Promela almost directhynfpyotocols of the previous section. Subpro-
cesses of each rule agent correspond to consuming inputiafimn and producing output information.
Functionmakearg of a rule agent defines a position of incoming data in a vect@rguments with
respect to the rule agent definition. This function forms rtleat data (a set of argument vectors) for
processing in functiomakeresthat imitates using rules of forming results by input dat tlepend on
the structure of these data and the ontology. Here thisfimitalepends on input argument values and
_pid of the rule-process. These parameters are used to defineor{gjstency of an argument vector;
(2) quantity and numbers of instance agents, their ateguhat must be updated and values of these
attributes; (3) quantity and numbers of relation agentsir imstances that must be updated or added,
elements of the relation to be changed and their new valubsmpation function are very simple be-
cause they are just intended to simulate a linear computttiee of real functions for making results to
send. Note that functiomakearg has an exponential time complexity. The following code dates
generating a new attribute value for an instance agent:

proctype rule_agent(){ // start consuming subprocess
byte id; // unique agent identifier
run rule_agent_out(_pid, id); // start producing subprocess instance

for(i: id .. 2xid-1){

mti.vals_id = id+1; // name of the updated attribute
mti.vals_value = argV[i].val; // new attribute value
toController ! (1 ); // info for controller
toInsAgent[ argV[i].name ] ! ( mti ); // send the new value

}
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Let us express properties of the model to be verified. LetyeagentA € IAURIAURA (not the
controller) have a special boolean activity stafuactive whose value igrue when the agent does
something useful (sends or processes messages)ahseiwhen the agent just waits for messages and
does nothing else. Thus the controller correctness prppart be expressed in LTL as

G(Act=0— A  Aactive= false
A€IAURIAURA

. Initially its value is falseand after the first message it beconeg. The operability property can be
expressed as
F(\/ l.wasupd=true)v( \/ Rlwasupd=true)),
lelA RIERIA
whereA.wasupd is a boolean variable recording that agéritas updated its attribute, i.e. initially it is
set tofalseand after the first attribute update it becormes.
The termination property is expressed in LTL as

G( /\ Rgen<Rpnt-HomLim —F( /A  Aactive= false),
RERA A€IAURIAURA

whereR.genis the number of new information agents generated by rulatdgjér. pnt is the number of
position points corresponding to these generations.

5 Conclusion

In the paper we suggest the approach to verification of thé-aggnt data analysis algorithm for ontol-
ogy population. A means of verification is model checking ®BIN and properties of the system are ex-
pressed by LTL-formulas. We simulate our model in SPIN fayfifhiain agents and the agent-controller
(138130 steps). SPIN appears to be able to make exhaustifieat@on of termination correctness and
operability properties for twelve main agents, and biestagrification for eighteen main agents. The
latter verification required 25 minutes of a computer withrael Celeron(R) CPU running at 2.6 GHz
and about 1 GByte of RAM. Both properties are satisfied in tniglel. The termination property have
not verified yet.

At this stage of our research we do not handle competitioncaageration of instance agents for
resolving ambiguities. We plan to enrich the agents withitas for these kinds of interactions, to
develop ambiguity resolving algorithms and to verify th@ioperties such as termination, correctness of
interactions etc.
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