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Abstract

In this paper we introduce a weighted LTL over product w-valuation
monoids that satisfy specific properties. We also introduce weighted
generalized Biichi automata with e-transitions, as well as weighted
Biichi automata with e-transitions over product w-valuation monoids
and prove that these two models are expressively equivalent and also
equivalent to weighted Biichi automata already introduced in the liter-
ature. We prove that every formula of a syntactic fragment of our logic
can be effectively translated to a weighted generalized Biichi automa-
ton with e-transitions. For generalized product w-valuation monoids
that satisfy specific properties we define a weighted LTL, weighted
generalized Biichi automata with e-transitions, and weighted Biichi au-
tomata with e-transitions, and we prove the aforementioned results for
generalized product w-valuation monoids as well. The translation of
weighted LTL formulas to weighted generalized Biichi automata with
e-transitions is now obtained for a restricted syntactical fragment of
the logic.
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1 Introduction

Weighted automata over finite and infinite words, defined in [27] and [15],
[16] respectively, are essential models in theoretical computer science suit-
able to describe quantitative features of systems’ behavior. They can be
seen as classical automata whose transitions are equipped with some value,
usually taken from a semiring. Weighted automata have already been suc-
cessfully used in applications in digital image compression and natural lan-
guage processing (cf. Chapters 11 and 14 respectively in [11]), and there
is a constantly increasing interest for possible use of these models in other
fields also, e.g., in medicine, biology (cf. [31],[32]). Chatterjee, Doyen, and
Henzinger in [5] defined automata with weights over the real numbers. The
behavior of these automata is not computed with the use of the structure of
the semiring. More precisely, the weight of a run (finite or infinite) is com-
puted by using a function that assigns a real value to the (finite or infinite)
run of the automaton. Examples of such functions are Maz and Sum for fi-
nite runs, and Sup, Limsup, Liminf, limit average, and discounted sum for
infinite runs. The real value that eventually the automaton assigns to a word
is computed as the maximum (resp. supremum for infinite words) of the
values of all possible runs of the automaton on the word. In that work, Chat-
terjee, Doyen and Henzinger presented answers to decidability problems and
studied their computational complexity, and further compared the expres-
sive power of their model for different functions. Similar questions were
answered in [6], [7], [8] where other kinds of automata that use functions for
the computation of the weight of a run were presented. With the functions
mentioned above we can model a wide spectrum of procedures of the behav-
ior of several systems. The peak of power consumption can be modeled as
the maximum of a sequence of real numbers that represent power consump-
tion, while average response time can be modeled as the limit average ([3],
[4]). For a detailed reference on the importance of valuation functions we
refer to [5]. Droste and Gastin introduced a weighted MSO logic in [10], and
Droste and Meinecke extended this logic in [13] to a weighted MSO logic
capable of describing properties of the automata of [5], and introduced the
structures of valuation monoids and w-valuation monoids as a formalism
capable of describing in a generic way their behavior for different functions.
The authors further defined the structures of product valuation monoids
and product w-valuation monoids by equipping valuation and w-valuation
monoids with a multiplicative operation that is not necessarily associative
or commutative. Under the consideration of specific properties of the afore-
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mentioned structures the authors proved for finite (resp. infinite) words the
expressive equivalence of syntactical fragments of their logic with weighted
automata (resp. weighted Muller automata) whose behavior is computed
with the use of valuation functions (resp. w-valuation functions). In [25],
the structure of valuation monoids was equipped with a family of product
operations, as well as with a Cauchy product and iteration of series, and
the expressive equivalence of weighted automata over valuation monoids and
weighted rational expressions was proved. In the same work, similar results
were obtained for the case of infinite words.

In the field of quantitative description of systems, the interest is also fo-
cused in the development of tools able to perform quantitative analysis and
verification of systems [17], [26]. A possible road to follow is the definition
of quantitative specification languages and the investigation of their relation
with weighted automata. Such a study would set the foundations for a suc-
cessful generalization of the automata theoretic-approach in model-checking
(cf. [28],[29]) in the quantitative setup.

An automata theoretic approach for reasoning about multivalued ob-
jects was proposed in [20]. More, precisely, the authors defined a weighted
LTL and weighted automata over De Morgan Algebras and presented a
translation of the formulas of the logic to weighted automata. In [21] the au-
thor defined a weighted LTL with weights and discounting parameters over
the max-plus semiring and introduced the model of weighted generalized
Biichi automata with e-transitions and discounting. In that work, formu-
las of a syntactic fragment of the proposed logic were effectively translated
to weighted generalized Biichi automata with discounting and e-transitions
and this model was proved expressively equivalent to weighted Biichi au-
tomata with discounting introduced in [12]. In [22] (Chapter 4) it was
shown that the aforementioned translation is also possible for formulas of a
larger fragment of that logic.

It is the aim of this work to introduce a weighted LTL over product
w-valuation monoids capable of describing how the quantitative behavior of
systems changes over time and present a translation of formulas of a frag-
ment of the logic to weighted generalized Biichi automata with e-transitions,
and provide in this way a theoretical basis for the definition of algorithms
that can be used for the verification of quantitative properties of systems.
As mentioned before the structure of product w-valuation monoids refers to
a wide range of applications.

More precisely, we introduce a weighted LTL with weights over product
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w-valuation monoids (resp. generalized product w-valuation monoids), and
prove the results of [22] (Chapter 4) for a restricted syntactical fragment
of the proposed logic. In more detail, the content of this paper can be de-
scribed as follows. After presenting some preliminary notions in Section 3,
in Section 4 we present the structures of product w-valuation monoids and
generalized product w-valuation monoids and we study their properties. In
Section 5, for product w-valuation monoids (resp. generalized product w-
valuation monoids) that satisfy specific properties we define the models of
weighted generalized Biichi automata with e-transitions and weighted Biichi
automata with e-transitions. We prove that these two models are equivalent
and also equivalent to weighted Biichi automata over product w-valuation
momoids (resp. over generalized product w-valuation monoids). In Section
6, we introduce the weighted LTL over product w-valuation monoids that
satisfy specific properties and prove that the formulas of a syntactic frag-
ment of the proposed LTL can be effectively translated to weighed general-
ized Biichi automata with e-transitions following the constructive approach
of [21]. In Section 7 we obtain the results of Section 6 for a restricted syn-
tactical fragment of the weighted LTL over generalized product w-valuation
monoids.

2 Related work

We recall from the introduction that weighted versions of LTL and transla-
tions of formulas of the proposed logics to weighted automata were presented
in [20] and in [21] (see also in [22]). Both constructions, the one in [20] and
the one in [21] aim to simulate the inductive computation of the semantics
of the formulas of the proposed logics, nevertheless different algebraic prop-
erties of the underlying structures lead to different constructive approaches.
More precisely, in [20] the authors treat the formulas as classical ones where
elements of De Morgan Algebras are considered as atomic propositions and
obtain by [29] the corresponding Biichi automaton. Then, the automaton
is transformed into a weighted one where the weights of the transitions
are indicated by the sets of atomic propositions with which the unweighted
automaton moves between two states. In [21] the approach of [29] is also
followed in the sense that the states of the automaton are sets of formu-
las satisfying discrete conditions of consistency, and the final subsets are
defined with respect to the until operators. Nevertheless, the effective simu-
lation of the computation of the semantics of the given formula requires the
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existence of a maximal formula (according to subformula relation) in each
state that will indicate the induction (and thus the operations) connecting
the formulas k£ € K of the state. In addition, as in [9], e-transitions are
used to reduce formulas. However, in [9] the goal of the reduction is the
production of sets of formulas whose elements are atomic propositions, or
their negations, or formulas with outermost connective the next operator.
In the case of [21] e-transitions are used to reduce the maximal formula of a
set, and to ensure that the state set of the automaton is finite. In this work
we follow the constructive approach of [21], however the lack of algebraic
properties, with which every semiring is equipped with, imposes the need
for a stronger syntactical restriction on the formulas of our logic, in order to
achieve the desired translation of formulas to weighted generalized Biichi au-
tomata with e-transitions. Another quantitative version of LTL with values
over [0,1] and discounting parameters is presented in [2], where the authors
show that threshold model checking problems can be decided by translat-
ing the weighted LTL formulas of that logic into Boolean nondeterministic
Biichi automata.

Lately, classical results for LTL have been generalized in the weighted
set-up. More precisely, in [14] the authors proved for (infinitary) series
over arbitrary bounded lattices the coincidence of LTL-definability, FO-
definability, star-freeness and aperiodicity. In [23] (cf. also Chapter 5 in [22])
the expressive equivalence of (fragments of) LTL-definable, FO-definable,
star-free and counter-free series infinitary series over the max-plus semiring
with discounting was proved. This result was generalized in [24] (cf. also
Chapter 5 in [22]) for infinitary series over totally commutative complete,
idempotent and zero-divisor free semirings.

3 Preliminaries

Let C, K be sets. If B is a subset of C' (resp. proper subset of C'), we shall
write B C C (resp. B C C). We shall denote by P (C) the powerset of
C. An index set I of C is a subset of C' whose elements are used to label
the elements of another set. A family of elements of K over the index set
I, denoted by (k;);c;, is a mapping f from I to K where k; = f (i) for all
i € I. We shall denote by N the set of non-negative integers.

Words Let A be an alphabet, i.e., a finite non-empty set. As usually,
we denote by A* the set of all finite words over A and A* = A*\{e} , where
¢ is the empty word. The set of all infinite sequences with elements in A,
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i.e., the set of all infinite words over A, is denoted by A“. Let w € A¥. A
word v € AY is called a suffix of w, if w = wv for some u € A*. Every infinite
word w = apa;y ... with a; € A(i > 0) is written also as w = w (0) w (1)...
where w (i) = a; (¢ > 0). The word w>; denotes the suffix of w that starts
at position 4, i.e., w>; =w (H)w (@ +1)....

Monoids A monoid (K,+,0) is an algebraic structure equipped with
a non-empty set K and an associative additive operation + with a zero
element 0, i.e., 0+ k =k + 0 = k for every k € K. The monoid K is called
commutative if + is commutative.

A monoid (K, +,0) is called complete if it is equipped, for every index
set I, with an infinitary sum operation ) ; : K I' K such that for every
family (k;);c; of elements of K we have

D hi=0,> ki=kj, Y ki=kj+kforj#I

€0 ie{j} ie{j,l}
and
> (xn) -5
jeJ \i€el, il
if UIj =TI and Ijm[j’ = () for j # j'. We note that every complete monoid
JjeJ

is commutative.

Let K be a complete monoid. K is called additively idempotent (or
simply idempotent), if k + k = k for every k € K. Furthermore, K is zero-
sum free if K + k' = 0 implies k = k¥’ = 0. It is well known that if K is
idempotent, then K is necessarily zero-sum free ([1]). We recall (cf. [18])
that idempotency gives rise to a natural partial order in K defined in the
following way. Let k,k’ € K, then k < k' iff ¥ = k' + k. Equivalently, it
holds k < k' iff k¥’ = k" + k for some k" € K (cf. Chapter 5 in [11]). We
recall that a partial order of a set K is a total order, if k < k', or ¥ < k
for all k, k' € K. Let now K’, K” be two non-empty subsets of a complete
monoid K. We define the sum of K’ and K" in the following way

K +K' ={keK|3K cK K'eK"st. k=kK+k'}.

Series Let A be an alphabet and K be a complete monoid. An infini-
tary series over A and K is a mapping s : AY — K. For every w € A% we
write (s,w) for the value s (w) and refer to it as the coefficient of s on w.
We denote by K ((A%)) the class of all infinitary series over A“ and K.
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4 Product w-valuation monoids, generalized prod-
uct w-valuation monoids, and their properties

For a set K we denote by L Cy;, K the fact that L is a finite subset of K

and we let (Ky;,)" = U L*. We now recall the definition of w-valuation
LCjinK

monoids and product w-valuation monoids from [13], with the difference

that we equip these structures with two additional properties.

Definition 1 An w-valuation monoid (K,+,Val®,0) is a complete monoid
(K,+,0) equipped with an w-valuation function Val¥ : (Kfy)Y — K such
that Val® (k;);cny = 0 whenever k; = 0 for some i > 0. A product w-valuation
monoid (K,+,-,Val¥,0,1) is an w-valuation monoid (K,+,Val*,0) fur-
ther equipped with a product operation - : K?> — K, with 1 € K,1 # 0, such
that Val* (1¥) =1 and 0 -k =k-0=0, 1.k =k-1 =k forall k € K;
additionally, for every index set I and k € K, > (k-1) = k- >_1, and for

T T
every L Cpin K, finite index sets I;(j > 0), and all k;; € L (i; € I;)

Val* | > &, = D Va (k) (1)

i€l jEN (ij)jEI()Xflx...

The property described by equation 1 expresses the distributivity of
Val® over finite sums. We recall that this property has also been considered
in [25] for the definition of Cauchy w-indexed valuation monoids.

Remark 1 Observe that for every k € K, it holds ky - (ks - k3) = (k1 - ko) ks
for every ki, ko, ks € {0,1,k} such that k; € K\{0,1} for at most one
i€{1,2,3}.

We introduce now the notion of generalized product w-valuation monoids.
These are defined with the same way as product w-valuation monoids with
the difference that these structures are equipped with a restricted version
of the distributivity property of Val* over finite sums.

Definition 2 A generalized product w-valuation monoid (K, +,-,Val*,0,1)
is an w-valuation monoid (K,+,Val®,0) further equipped with a product
operation - : K? — K, with 1 € K,1 # 0, such that Val* (1¥) = 1 and
0-k=k-0=0,1k=Fk-1 =k for all k € K; additionally, for every
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index set I and k € K, Z( 1) =k Zl and the following hold: Let

L Cyin K, and I;(j > 0) a famzly ofﬁmte index sets. If for all but a finite
number of j > 0, one of the following holds k;; € L\{0,1} for all i; € I,
or ki, € {0,1} for all i; € I;, we have

Val* | >k, = > Va (k) ey

i;€15 jeN (ij)].EI()Xle...

Observe that every product w-valuation monoid is a generalized prod-
uct w-valuation monoid. However, not every generalized product w-valuation
monoid is a product w-valuation monoid (see Example 2). We will call
the product w-valuation monoid (resp. the generalized product w-valuation
monoid) (K, +,-,Val¥,0,1) idempotent if the complete monoid (K, +,0) is
idempotent.

Subsequently, we derive properties of product w-valuation monoids and
generalized product w-valuation monoids. For simplicity we provide the
proofs only for product w-valuation monoids. The reader may check that
essentially the same arguments also hold, if K is a generalized product w-
valuation monoid.

Lemma 1 Let K be an idempotent product w-valuation monoid or an idem-
potent generalized product w-valuation monoid. Then,
(i) [[11], Chapter 5, Lemma7.3] Zl =1 for every set I with size at

I
most continuum.

(ii) Zk‘ = k for every set I with size at most continuum and every

ke K.
(iii) > k+ Y K =k for cvery K' C K.
keK  KeK’ keK
(iv) Z K+ Z K = Z k  for every K', K" non-empty subsets
ke k'eK’ keK'+K"

of K with size at most continuum.
Proof. (ii) It holds ) (k-1) = k- > 1, for every k € K, and index set I.
T

T
Hence, by the above property and (i) we get > ;k=Fk-> ;1 =k-1=kF.
(iii) For K’ = () it is obvious. Otherwise, we get
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Sk+ S K= > k+ K+ S K= > k+ > K=k
keK k'eK’ keK\K' k'eK’ k'eK’ ke K\K' k'eK’ keK
where the first and last equality hold by the completeness axioms of the
monoid, and the second one by idempotency.

(iv) For each k' € K’ (resp. k” € K") there exists an index set I/ # ()
(resp. I # () with size at most continuum such that

— / /"
> ko= X > (K+K)
keK/+K" keK'+K" | (K k')EK XK
s.t k=k/+k"

=% (T k) + 2 (Zi k)

k/eK( k.lleKll

— Zk,l_‘_ Z k,l/

k/ GK/ k//eK!/

where the first and last equality holds by (ii), and the second equality by
the completeness axioms of the monoid. m

Lemma 2 Let K be an idempotent product w-valuation monoid or an idem-
potent generalized product w-valuation monoid, and K', K" C K such that
the size of K' is at most continuum and for every k' € K' there exists
K'e K" with &' <K'. Then, > K < > k'

keK! K'eK"

Proof. There exist index sets I, J, with the size of I being at most contin-
wum, such that K’ = {k, € K | i € I}, K" = {k;! cK|je J} . We let

T = {j € J|3i; € Ik, € K such that k| < k;.’}.
J J

For every j € J we let I; = {z el|kl < k:;’} It holds UIj = I. We fix
_ jeJ
a j € J. For every i € I, we have kj = k; + k7 and by idempotency and
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Lemma 1(ii) it holds &7 = Z <k:; + kj > We thus get

i€l
DK =D | 2 (ki k)
jeJ jeJ \i€l;
() ex (Tm
jej i€l jéj 1€l
=D K+ K.
iel jeJ

We conclude the second equality by the completeness axioms of the monoid,
and the last one by Lemma 1(ii), and the fact that I; has size at most

continuum for every j € J. Hence, Zk; < Zk;’ < Zk‘;’ where the first
el jeJ JjeJ

inequality is concluded taking into account the definition of the natural

order of K, and the second inequality holds by Lemma 1(iii), and again by

the definition of the natural order of K. m

Lemma 3 (i) Let (K, +,-,Val*,0,1) be an idempotent product w-valuation
monoid, and L Cy;, K. If (k;il)i>0 and (kiz)i>0 are families of elements of
L such that for every i > 0, k} §7k72-2, then Val® (k‘il)l.>0 <Val® (k?)i>0.
(ii) Let (K,+,-,Val“ 0,1) be an idempotent generalized product w-
valuation monoid, and L Cy;, K. If (kil)i>0 and (k‘?)i>0 are families of
elements of L such that for every i > O,k}_g k?, and f_or all but a finite
number of i > 0, it holds {k:-l k:-z} C L\{0,1}, or {k‘-l k‘-2} C {0,1}, then

19"V 171

Val* (kil)izo < Val® (/‘512)1'20'
Proof. (i) It holds

Ve (kiz)i>0 = Val® (klz + kzl)i>0 = Z Val¥ (k‘fl)
_ C (oun)E{12}
= Val® (kil)z'>o + Z Val¥ (k;%) >0
C Goune)e{12)¥ >
(Jo,d1,--.)#1¥

where the second equality holds by the distributivity of Val* over finite
sums, and the third one by the completeness axioms of the monoid, and
this proves our claim.

1>0
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(ii) We can prove the claim with the same arguments used in the pre-
vious case. H
In the rest of this paper we will consider idempotent product w-valuation

monoids (K, +, -, Val*“,0,1) (resp. idempotent generalized product w-valuation

monoids) that further satisfy the following properties (resp. further satisfy
the following properties and the natural order is a total order). For all
kki e K,(i>1)

Val® (l,k’l, k‘Q, ]{73, .. ) = Val¥ (ki)i21 s (2)

k=Val® (k,1,1,1,...) (3)

In the rest of the paper we shall call the properties described by equa-
tions 2, 3, Property 2, and Property 3 respectively. We note that Prop-
erties 2 and 3 express a notion of neutrality of 1 over Val“. Next, we
present examples of product w-valuation monoids, and generalized product
w-valuation monoids.

Example 1 Every idempotent totally commutative complete semiring (cf.
[24]) (K,+,-,0,1) can be considered as an idempotent product w-valuation
monoid (K,+,-,]],0,1) if we consider as the w-valuation function the count-
ably infinite products operation [[ that every totally commutative complete
semiring is equipped with. Moreover, these structures satisfy Properties 2,
and 3. We can verify these properties, as well as the ones in the definition
of product w-valuation monoids in a straightforward way by applying the
completeness axioms of the structures.

Example 2 We consider the structure (R sup, inf, liminf, — oo,oo) where
@ = R U {00, —0c0} and liminf is an w-valuation function from (Rﬁn)w to
R defined by

timinf ((di);0) =

tim(int {di | k > i, d # 00})

inf {d; | i > 0 with d; # oo}

( if there exists i > 0 with
—00
di = —OQ
00 if for all 1 >0, d; = 00

if dj # —oo for all j >0,
and there exist infinitely
many i > 0 with d; # oo

otherwise
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(R sup, inf, liminf, — oo, oo) s an idempotent generalized product w-valuation
monoid that satisfy Properties 2, and 3, and the natural order obtained in
the structure is a total order. We observe that (@, sup, inf, liminf, — oo, oo)
is not a product w-valuation monoid. To verify this observation we present
the following counterexample. We consider the families of elements of R,
(kij)z'jelj’ where for every j > 0 with j # 1, it holds I; = {1,2}, and
k1 = oo,ke = 6, and for j = 1, we have Iy = {1}, and ki = 5. Then,

liminf| supk;. =5, and sup <lz’mz’nf ki), ) = 6.
i;€15 K (i]‘)jEIoXhX... ( Z])JEN

JEN

In the Appendix we prove that the structure presented in the previ-
ous example is indeed a generalized product w-valuation monoid. In [13]
the authors have also considered an w-product valuation monoid where the
classical liminf-function is used. The definition of liminf in our example is
motivated by the need to capture the semantics of weighted logics that will
be introduced of Section 6. In particular, the semantics of our until-operator
expresses the fact that whenever the w-valuation function is applied, then
the valuation should take into account only a finite number of first terms of
an infinite sequence. This in our example is expressed by the fourth case in
the definition of the w-valuation function.

5 Weighted generalized Biichi automata with e-
transitions over product w-valuation monoids,
and generalized product w-valuation monoids

Let (K,+,-,Val¥,0,1) be an idempotent product w-valuation monoid, and
A be an alphabet. We introduce now the models of weighted generalized
Biichi automata with e-transitions and weighted Biichi automata with e-
transitions over A, and K. We note that weighted Biichi automata over
w-valuation monoids have already been considered in [13], [25].

Definition 3 (i) A weighted generalized Biichi automaton with e-transitions
(e-wgBa for short) over A and K is a quadruple A = (Q,wt, I, F), where Q
is the finite set of states, wt : Qx (AU {e})xQ — K is a mapping assigning
weights to the transitions of the automaton, I is the set of initial states and
F ={F1,...,F} is the set of final sets F; € P(Q), for every 1 < i <I. For
every t € Q x {e} x Q we require that wt (t) = 0 or wt (t) = 1. Moreover, for
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every (q,e,q') € Q x {e} x Q with wt (q,¢,q") =1, and every i € {1,...,1},
we have q € F; iff ¢ € F;.

(11) An e-wgBa is a weighted Bichi automaton with e-transitions (e-
wBa for short) if | =1, i.e., there is only one final set.

(11i) An e-wBa is a weighted Biichi automaton (wBa for short) if for
every q,q € @Q it holds wt (q,e,q") = 0.

If A=(Q,wt,I,F)isan e-wBa, then we simply write A = (Q,wt, I, F).
Let w = apay ... € A with a; € A(i >0). A path P, of A over w is an
infinite sequence of transitions P, = (qj,bj,qj+1)j>0, bj € Au{e} (j >0),
such that w = bgby.... Let ig < i1 < i9 < i3 < ... be the sequence of
positions with b;, = aj, for every k > 0, and hg < hy < hg < hg < ... be the
sequence of positions with by, = ¢ for every [ > 0. Then, we let the weight
of P, be the value

if wt (qh y€y4h +1) =1
Val® (wt (g, ,ak, ¢ ! '
weight o (Py) = (wt (qs, ax %k+1))k20 for every [ > 0

0 otherwise

Let Py = (g5,bj,¢j+1)j50. bj € AU{e} (j =2 0) be a path of A over
w. The set of states that appear infinitely often along P, is denoted by
In® (P,). The path P, is called successful if qo € I and In® (P,) N E; # 0,
for every i € {1,...,1}. We shall denote by succ4 (w) the set of all successful
paths of A over w. The behavior of A is the infinitary series ||A| : AY — K
with coefficients specified, for every w € A%,

(IIAl, w) = Z weight 4 (Py) .

Py esucca(w)

Remark 2 In the definition of our e-wgBa we impose a restriction on the
weights that wt assigns to e-transitions. More specifically, we require that
e-transitions have weight 0, or 1, and that 1-weight e-transitions are only
allowed between states that belong to the same final subsets of the automaton.
As it will be presented in the sequel, this restriction is sufficient for express-
ing the intuition of the translation of our weighted formulas to e-wgBa, as
we will need transitions that reduce formulas without modifying the weight
of the path, and in the same time respecting the conditions imposed by final
subsets. In the general framework, with this definition we obtain a gener-
alization of wBa that allows flexibility to move between states, and at the
same time respects acceptance conditions, and weight computation that are
determined by transitions that consume a letter of the input word.
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Remark 3 As mentioned before, wBa over w-valuation monoids have al-
ready been considered in [13], [25]. In contrast to [13], [25], in our no-
tations we do not explicitly define a set of transitions as a subset of all
possible triples (q,a,q’), and then use a weight function to assign weights to
the elements of this subset. Our weight function wt assigns weights to all
possible transitions of the automaton, and then, similarly to [13], [25], we
obtain the weight of a path by applying Val® to the sequence of weights of
the transitions of the path. By the definition of Val¥, if the weight of one
transition is 0, then the weight of a path is 0. This implies that given a
wBa defined by Definition 3, we can obtain an equivalent wBa defined as in
[18] with a set of transitions at least the ones with non-zero weight at the
original automaton, and vice-versa. Given a wBa defined as in [13], we can
construct a wBa defined by Definition 3, by assigning the weight 0 to every
tuple (q,a,q’) that does not belong to the set of transitions of the original
wBa. Hence the two notations lead to equivalent definitions. We note that
for [25] we refer to the simplest form of wBa introduced in that paper.

Two e-wgBa are called equivalent if they have the same behavior. We shall
also denote an e-transition with weight=1 by = and we will write — for the
transitive and reflexive closure of = . Finally, for every w = ag...a, € AT
we shall denote by ¢ — ¢’ a sequence of transitions (95, 05,q5+1) <j<n with
qo = q, and g, 11 = ¢'. Now, we let o

pria(w) = {weight 4 (Py) | Py € succa (w)}

for every w € A“.

e-wgBa (resp. e-wBa, and wBa) over generalized product w-valuation
monoids are defined in the same way with e-wgBa (resp. e-wBa, and wBa)
over product w-valuation monoids presented above.

Lemma 4 Let (K,+,-,Val“,0,1) be an idempotent product w-valuation
monoid or an idempotent generalized product w-valuation monoid. For every
e-wgBa over A and K we can effectively construct an equivalent e-wBa.

Proof. Let A =(Q,wt, I, F) be an e-wgBa over A and K with F ={Fy,..., F;}.
We let A" = (Q', I',wt’, F') be an e-wBa defined as follows:

e Q' =Q x{1,...,1},
o I'=1x{1},
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e For every ((q,1),b,(¢',7)) € @ x (AU{e}) x Q' we let:

Wt ((4:3) b, (¢')
if (beAji=jandq¢F)
wt(q,b,¢') or (be A,j=(i+1)modl and q € F})
or (b=-¢andi=yj)
0 otherwise

[ F/:le{l}.

We will prove that prig (w)\ {0} = prig (w) \ {0} for every w € A¥.
To this end let w = aga; ... € AY and P, = (g, b;, gi+1);5¢ be a successful
path of A over w with weight 4 (P,) # 0. Moreover, let ig < i1 < iy <
i3 < ... be the sequence of positions with b;, = aj for every £ > 0, and
ho < hy < hy < hg < ... be the sequence of positions with b, = ¢ for every
{ > 0. It holds

Val® (wt (g, ak,qik+1))k20 # 0 and wt (qn, €, qn,+1) = 1 for all £ > 0.

We define the path

Py, = ((4i,9i) s bis (git1, 9iv1))i>0

of A over w by setting go = 1 and for every ¢ > 1, we point out the following
cases. If b, # ¢, we let g; = g;—1 if ¢i—1 ¢ F,, ,, and ¢; = (gi—1 + 1) mod !
ifg_1€F, ,.1fbi_1 = ¢, welet g; = g;_1. By construction P}, is successful
and for every ¢ > 0 it holds

wt' (¢, 9i) , bis (Gi41, Giv1)) = Wit (gi, b, gig1)
which implies that

weight 4 (Pl’U)

= Val” (wt' ((gig, 9i,) » ks (Gig+15 Gir+1))) 320

= Val* (wt (qiy, ks Giy+1)) >0

= weight 4 (Py) .
We thus get prig (w) \ {0} C prig (w)\ {0} . In order to prove the opposite
inclusion we let P, = ((¢,9i),bi, (¢i+1,gi+1));>o be a successful path of

A’ over w with weight_ 4 (P),) # 0, which by construction of A" implies
wt' ((gi, 9i) » bi> (¢iv1, 9iv1)) = wt (qi, bi, giv1) and either b; € A, g; = gin
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and ¢; ¢ Fy,, or b; € A, git1 = (9 +1)modl and ¢; € Fy,, or b; = € and
9i = gi+1- Then, P, = (q;, b;, Qi+1),-20 is a successful path of A over w and
weight 4 (P,,)
= Val* (wt’ ((¢iy, Gir) > k> (Qig+1 gik—i-l)))kzo
= Val® (wt (g, ak» Gip+1)) k>0
= weight 4 (Py) )

where the sequence of positions ig < i1 < 19 < i3 < ... is defined as before.
Thus, prig (w)\ {0} C prig (w)\ {0} . Which implies that

pria (w) \{0} = pria (w)\ {0}

Hence,

Ay = > k= >, &

kepri 41 (w) kepri 4 (w)\{0}
= > k= > k=(Mlw),
kepria(w)\{0} kepria(w)

where the first and last equality hold due to the completeness axioms of
the monoid and Lemma 1(ii), and this concludes our proof. For idempotent
generalized product w-valuation monoids we can prove the lemma’s claim
using the same arguments. m

We shall need some auxiliary definitions. Let A = (Q,wt, I, F') be an
e-wBa over A and K, w = apay... € A¥ and P, = (¢, qi+1);>0 €
succ4 (w) with no e-transitions. We consider the set of paths Paths (P,) C
succ4 (w) containing P, and every path derived by P, if we replace one or
more transitions (¢;, a;, gi+1) ,© > 0, by a sequence of transitions of the form
G — 7375 ¢ip1. Furthermore, we let

Vp, = {k € K | 3P, € Paths (P,) with weight 4 (ﬁw> - k;} .

Lemma 5 (i) Let (K,+,-,Val¥,0,1) be an idempotent product w-valuation
monoid. For every e-wBa over A and K we can effectively construct an
equivalent wBa over A and K.

(ii) Let (K,+,-,Val“,0,1) be an idempotent generalized product w-
valuation monoid. For every e-wBa over A and K we can effectively con-
struct an equivalent wBa over A and K.
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Proof. (i) Let A =(Q,wt,I,F) be an e-wBa over A and K. We define the
wBa A" = (Q,wt’, I, F) by setting

wt/ (Q7 a, q,) = Z wt (67 CL,G) .
4,q€Q
1G,q—q
We let w = agpay ... € AY and P, = (¢i,ai,¢i+1);59 € succa (w). For all
i > 0 it holds wt’ (¢;, a;,qiv1) = > wt (3, a3,q;). Then,
Gi,q;€Q
@G58 Qi1

weight 4 (P,) = Val* Z wt (gi, a;, q;)
4i,3;€Q
@G, Git1 i>0
= Z Val” (wt (¢, ai, q;))i>o
i>0

GG, i1

where the second equality holds by the distributivity of Val“ over finite sums.
Clearly, P), is also a successful path of A over w and it holds weight 4 (P),) =

Z weight 4 <ﬁw) = Z k. The last equality is concluded by the
Py€ePaths(Pl,) keVp,
completeness axioms of the monoid and Lemma 1(ii). Hence, we get

(A= > Dokl o= X >k

Pj,€succ 4r1(w) \FEVps, P}, esucc 4 (w) keVpr \{0}
We show that U Ve |\ {0} = pria(w)\{0}. The first
P}, esucc 41 (w)

inclusion U Vpr | \ {0} C pria(w)\ {0} holds by definition of

P}, esucc 41 (w)

Vpr . To prove the converse inclusion, i.e., prig (w)\ {0} C U Vpr

P/, esucc 4 (w)

\ {0},
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we prove that for every k € prig (w)\ {0} there exists P, € succy (w) such
that k£ € Vp; . To this end we fix a k € prig (w) \ {0} and we let

w(O)...w(kl—l) w(kl)...w(k1+k2—1)

. * *
Pw 1qo — qiq qi1+kq — qio —
* w(kl-‘rkg)...w(kl—l—kz-i-kg—l) *
Qis+ko — Qis — Qigths — -« -

be a successful path of A over w with weight4 (Py) = k,kj € N,j > 1. We
define the path P, of A’ by setting

w(0 w(l
PZUZQ();;qil_i_l —;%'1—1-2~~

w(ki—1) w(k1)
e Qi1+k1—1 — Qi1+k1 — qi2+l e
w(k1+ka—1)

. qi2+k2_1 — qi2+k2 e

By Definition 3 we get that P, € succq (w) (observe that for every j > 0,
Qij+k; € F = qi;,, € F, where kg = ig = 0). Moreover, P;, € succa (w) and
weight 4 (Py) € Vp; as wanted. Hence,

(]

w) =3 >,k

P! esucc(A") kGVPéJ\{O}

= > k= Y k=(Alw

kepria(w)\{0} kepria(w)

and the proof is completed.

(ii) Let A =(Q,wt,I,F) be an e-wBa over A and K. We define the
wBa A = (@,W,T,F) by setting @ = QU.S where S = {s, | ¢ € Q} is a set
of new states. Moreover, we let I = {s,|q€ [}UI, F = {s,|q€ F}UF,

and for every (p,a,p) € Q x A x Q we set
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ifp=s,P=55€8
and there exist q,¢' € Q,

1 with wt (¢, a,q’) =1,
44,4 =7
4 W(p7a7]_)): 1f(]1:p,QQ:§€Q, OI'if
Nz wt(aaaag) p:q1€Q,]_?:Sq2€S, or if
q,9€Q D= Sq Gs’p:qzeQ

153,32
wt(q,a,9)#1,0

0 otherwise

We let w = agpay ... € A and Py, = (gi, @i, Gi+1);50 € succy (w), with
non-zero weight, such that ¢; € Q for all i > 0. Then,

weight (P),) = Val* Z wt (gi, i, q;)
qi,9;€Q
GGG~ qit
wt(§:,a,q;) 71,0 i>0
= Z Val® (wt (g, ai, G;)) >0
Gi,3,€Q

GG, 0;— i1
wt(alvaqu);élvo

where the second equality is obtained by the distributivity of Val* over
finite sums for generalized product w-valuation monoids. For every P, =
(¢, ai,qi+1);>9 € succg(w) such that ¢; € Q for all i > 0, we consider
the set of paths Paths (P),) that contains all the paths derived by P, if we
replace one or more states in P,, by its decoy in S. Clearly, every path in
Paths (P.) is a successful path of A over w and it holds

weight 4 (P{U) + Z weightx (Fw) = Z k.
Py €Paths(P},) k€Vpy,
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Hence, we get

(lA] w)
= Z weight 5 (Py,) + Z weight 1 (Py)
P/, €succz(w)N(QxAxQ)“ P}, €succz(w)N(QxAxQ)"
P€Paths(P})
= Z weight 4 (P,) + Z weight 5 (Puw)
Pl €succ(w)N(@x AxQ)* PucPaths(PL)

- >

Pl €suceg(w)N(Q@xAxQ)” \k€Vpr

> >

P, €succz(w)N(QxAxQ)* kEVP{U\{O}

We note that the second equality holds by the completeness axioms of the
monoid. Using the same arguments as in case (i), and taking into account
that for every k € pria (w) \ {0} there exists P, € succy (w)N(Q x A x Q)

such that k € Vp: , we can prove that U Vpr | \{0} =
Py, esuccz(w)N(QxAxQ)*
prig (w)\ {0}, and thus it holds

(A} w) = > >, K

P, €succz(w)N(QxAxQ)* kEVP{U\{O}

= > k= > k=(Alw

kepria(w)\{0} kepria(w)

as wanted. m

6 Weighted LTL over product w-valuation monoids

In what follows, we present our definition of the weighted LT L over product
w-valuation monoids. We recall that a weighted LT L has appeared for the
first time in [20]. This follows the definition of weighted M SO logic over
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semirings presented in [10]. We also recall that a weighted M SO logic over
w-valuation monoids was defined in [13], where the w-valuation function has
been used for the definition of the semantics of the universal first order, and
second order quantifier. Analogously, we will use the w-valuation function
of the underlying structure for the definition of the semantics of the always
operator of our logic.

Let AP be a finite set of atomic propositions and K = (K, +,-,Val“,0,1)
be an idempotent product w-valuation monoid. In the sequel we shall de-
note the elements of AP by a,b,c,.... The syntax of the weighted LT L over
AP and K is given by the grammar

pu=klal-alpeVelpAp|Op|eUp|Op

where k € K and a € AP.
We denote by LTL (K, AP) the class of all weighted LT L-formulas
over AP and K.

Definition 4 The semantics ||| of formulas ¢ € LTL (K, AP) are rep-
resented as infinitary series in K (((P (AP))“)) inductively defined in the
following way. For every w € (P (AP))“ we set

o ([IE],w) =k,

1 ifaecw(0)
0 otherwise

)

(el w) = {

0 otherwise ’

m«mWoz{l fagw)

(e Al w) = (el w) - (1l w),
(e vl w) = (el w) + (Il w),
(

(

1O¢ll,w) = (el w=1),

o (leUy|,w)
= Zvalw ((”90” 7w20) Y (H(p” 7w2i—1) ) (WH 7w2i) L1, ) )
i>0

(I8¢, w) = Val* (el , w2i)) >0 -
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We shall denote by true the formula 1 € K. The syntactic boolean
fragment bLTL (K, AP) of LTL (K, AP) is given by the grammar

pu=0]truela|-aleVe|oAe|OpleUp|Op

where a € AP. Inductively, we can prove that Im (||¢||) € {0,1} for every
@ € bLTL (K, AP) and the semantics of the formulas of bLTL (K, AP) and
the corresponding classical LT L formulas coincide. Let p,9 € LTL (K, AP).
We will call p, ¢ equivalent if (|||, w) = (||¢| ,w) for every w € (P (AP))%.

Proposition 1 For every ¢,v € LTL (K, AP) the following equivalences
hold:

o o A1p =1, whenever 1 is boolean

o o A= A, whenever ¢ is boolean
o pAtrue =g

e OeAy)=(Op) A (OY)

e OeVy)=(Oyp) Vv I(OV)

e OeUy) = (Op) U (OY)

e O0p) =0(0¢)

e Ok=k, forallk e K

As in [22] we let an LT L-step formula be an LTL (K, AP)-formula
of the form \/ (ki N ;) with k; € K and ¢; € bLTL (K, AP) for every

1<i<n
1 <i <n. We denote by stLTL (K, AP) the class of all LT L-step formulas
over AP and K. We introduce now the syntactic fragment of restricted U-
nesting LT L-formulas.

Definition 5 The fragment of restricted U-nesting LT L-formulas over AP
and K, denoted by RULTL (K, AP), is the least class of formulas in LT L (K, AP)
which is defined inductively in the following way.

-k € RULTL (K, AP) for every k € K.
. bLTL (K, AP) C RULTL (K, AP).
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. If p € RULTL (K, AP) , then O¢ € RULTL (K, AP).
- If o, € RULTL (K, AP), then ¢ V¢ € RULTL (K, AP).

- If o € bLTL (K, AP) and ¢ € RULTL (K, AP),
then p A, N € RULTL (K, AP).

- If . € stLTL (K, AP) , then Ut € RULTL (K, AP).
. If p € stLTL (K, AP), then Op € RULTL (K, AP).

Remark 4 Let ¢ € LTL (K, AP). We will say that ¢ is of form A, if it is

of the form ¢ = /\ ©i, n > 1, where there exist at most onei € {1,...,n}
1<i<n

such that ¢; ¢ bBLTL (K, AP), and for all i € {1,...,n}, ¢; is not a finite

congunction M A...AX with k > 2. We can prove inductively in the structure

of RULTL (K, AP)-formulas that every ¢ € RULTL (K, AP) is of form A.

Foro=k o=a, o =-a,0=0Q¢,0=¢ V¢ ©=9pUE =01 where

¢, ¢" € RULTL (K,AP),&, v € stLTL(K,AP), we have ¢ = /\ i

1<i<1
with 1 = @. Assume that ¢ = P A€ where 1 = /\ v; € RULTL (K, AP),
1<i<n
and £ = /\ § € BLTL (K, AP) are in form A. Then, ¢ = /\ Vi
1<j<m 1<i<m+n

where p; = ;1 < i < n, and pppj = &5,1 < j <m, is also in form A, i.e.,
@i 18 not a conjunction \y A ... AN Xg with k> 2 for alli e {1,...,m+n},
and since & is boolean, there exists at most an i € {1,...,n+ m} with
vi ¢ bLTL (K, AP).

A formula ¢ € LTL (K, AP) is called reduced if (a) for every subfor-
mula of the form 1 A ... A with k& > 2 it holds: ¢; # true for every
1 <i <k, and ¢; # ¢j whenever ¢;, p; with 1 < i < j < k are boolean
and (b) no until operator is in the scope of any next operator. For every
¢ € LTL (K, AP) we can effectively construct an equivalent reduced for-
mula by applying the equivalences of Proposition 1. We shall denote this
formula by @,.

In the sequel, we prove that for every reduced restricted U-nesting
formula ¢ there exists an e-wgBa accepting its semantics.We recall that
the value assigned by ||¢|| to an infinite word w is computed by induction
on the structure of . Moreover, in the induction for the semantics of the
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(),d, and U operators we compute the values assigned by the semantics
of subformulas of ¢ on suffixes of w. It is our aim to define A, in a way
that it simulates the above induction. For this we define the states of the
automaton as sets of formulas, and every non-empty state will contain a
maximal (according to subformulas relation) formula. The weights of the
transitions are defined so that successful paths with non-empty states will
simulate the inductive computation of the semantics of the maximal formula
of the first state of the path. We consider as non-empty initial states of the
automaton the ones with maximal formula ¢. We recall from [30] that if
p € LTL (K, AP), the closure cl (¢) of ¢ is the smallest set C' such that
(a) peC, (b)ifpANEE€C,orpVEeCC, orpUE € C, then ¢, € € C, and
(c)if Oy € C or O € C, then ¢ € C. In fact ¢l (¢) contains ¢ and all its
subformulas.

Definition 6 [22/Let ¢ € LTL (K, AP). A subset B of cl () will be called
p-consistent if B =0, or the following conditions hold.

- For every a € AP, a € B implies —a ¢ B,

- p € B,

- IfYyNEEB, then ¢, & € B,

- IfyveEe B oryUE e B, theny € B or€ € B,
. IfO4 € B, then ¢ € B.

Example 3 Let Ry, = (Ry U{oc},min,+,00,0) be the tropical semir-
ing. It is well known that the tropical semiring is idempotent totally com-
mutative complete (see Chapter 5 in [22]). Let AP = {a,b}, and ¢ =
aVbe RULTL (Ryin, AP). Then, {0,{aVb,b},{aVb,a},{aVbab}}C
P (cl (p)) is the set of all p-consistent sets.

Example 4 Let AP ={a,b,c}, and ¢ = (aN2)V (bA3),v = U (Oc) €
LTL (Ruyin, AP). Then, B, = {p,aN2,a,2} is a p-consistent set, and
By ={¢,0,a N2,a,2} = {¢} U B, is a 1-consistent set.

Let ¢ € LTL (K, AP) and B # () be a ¢-consistent set. Let also ¢’ € B,
and A, T be ¢'-consistent subsets of B. Then, with standard arguments we
get that A UT is also a ¢'-consistent subset of B. This implies that for
every ¢ € LTL (K, AP), ¢-consistent set B, and ¥ € ¢l (p), there exists
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the greatest (according to subset relation) ¢-consistent subset of B. Keeping
the notations of [21], we denote this set by Mp . Clearly, if ¢ € cl (¢) \B,
then Mp ,, = 0. Moreover, we shall denote a p-consistent set B by B.,.

Definition 7 [22]Let p € LTL (K, AP) and By, be a p-consistent set. The
finite set of formulas next (B,) C LTL (K, AP) is defined in the following
way. We set next (0) = {0} and for B, # 0,

~if o =a, or p = —a, or ¢ = k,a € AP,k € K, then next(B,) =
{true},

if o =Y AE, then
next (By) = {/ N | ¢ € neat (MBWZJ) &' € next (Mng)} ,

- if o = V&, then next (By) = neat (Mp, ) Uneat (Mg, ¢)
- if p = O, then next (B,) = {¢},

- if o = YUE, then
next (By) = neat (Mp,¢) U{eAY' | € neat (Mp, )},

- if o = O, then next (By) = {p A | ¢/ € next (Mp, )} -

The elements of next (Bso) will be called next formulas of B,. Clearly,

every formula in next (By) is a finite conjunction of the form /\ 1; where
1<i<k

for every 1 < i < k,¢; € cl(p) or ¥; = 0 or 9p; = true. Using in-
duction on the structure of ¢ we can easily derive that for every ¢ €
bLTL (K,AP) (resp. ¢ € stLTL(K,AP), ¢ € RULTL (K,AP)) and ¢-
consistent set By, it holds next (By,) C bLTL (K, AP) (resp. next (By,) C
bLTL (K, AP) ,next(B,) C RULTL(K,AP)). We recall that the value
assigned by ||¢]| to an infinite word w is computed by induction on the
structure of . Moreover, in the induction of the semantics of the (), [, and
U operators we compute the values assigned by the semantics of subformu-
las of ¢ on suffixes of w. Next formulas of a (-consistent set indicate the
formulas whose semantics should assign a value to w>; so that (||¢|| ,w) can
be effectively computed.

Next, we define inductively for every formula ¢ € LTL (K, AP) and
every @-consistent set B, a mapping vp,, : next (B,) — K assigning values
from K to next formulas of B,. We let vy (0) = 0. Now, assume that B, # 0.
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o For p =k € K, v,y (true) = k.
e For ¢ =a or p = —a with a € AP, we set vy, (true) = 1.

o Let o = A& We let vp, (V' AE) = vny,, (V) - vmy,  (§) where
V' € next (Mp, ), & € next (Mg, ¢) .

e Next, let ¢ = 9 V £ For every ¢ € next (MBM,) U next (Mng)
we let vp, (¢') = vay_, (¢) + vy, (¢) Where abusing notations

UMp, ., (¢') (vesp. var,_  (¢')) will stand for 0 whenever ¢’ ¢ next (Mg, )

(resp. ¢' & next (Mg, ¢)).

e Assume that ¢ = (). Then, for the unique element v of next (B,)
we set vp, (¢) = 1.

o Forp =9 U, welet vp, (0 AY') = vy, (') where ) € neat (Mp,)

and vp, (§') = UMp, ¢ (&) with & € next (Mng) .
o For ¢ =i, weset vp, (9 AY') = vy, (V') where t)’ € next (Mg, ) -

Example 5 Let AP = {a,b,c} andp = (a AN2)V(bA3) € LTL (Rpip, AP).
For B, = {¢,a N2,bA3,a,2,b,3} we have next (B,) = {true Atrue} and
vB, (true A true)= 0.

Now, let ¢ = @U (Oc). For By = {¢,p,a N2,bA3,a,2,b,3, Oc} we
have next (By)= {¢ A (true A true) ,c}. Thus, vg, (Y A (true A true)) = 0
and v, (c) = 0.

In the sequel, we use next formulas of a set B, and the mapping vp,
to define the non-e-transitions of the desired automaton and their weights.
More precisely, the states of the automaton will be consistent sets of for-
mulas. We allow non-e-transitions with weight# 0 only from a set B, to a
set B, with ¢' € next (B,), and the weight of this transition will be equal
to vp, (¢'). We will also use e-transitions with weight=1 to move from a
p-consistent set to a @.-consistent set, i.e., through the e-transitions we
will reduce formulas by erasing from conjunctions multiple copies of identi-
cal boolean formulas and the formula true. This reduction ensures that the
state set of the automaton is finite. It is also crucial that we reduce formu-
las only with e-transitions, since otherwise the reduction should change the
structure of a formula, and thus the computation of vp, would not be well
defined.
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Let ¢, € LTL(K,AP) and By, By, y-consistent, -consistent sets
respectively. We say that By is reachable by B, if there exists a se-
quence o, . ..,p; € LTL(K,AP), and By, ..., By;, ¢o-consistent,. .. ,p;-
consistent set respectively, such that (i) @9 = ¢,...,¢; = 1, and (ii) for
every 0 < [ < j — 1 if ¢ is reduced, then ¢1 € next (By,), otherwise
©1+1 = (¢1),. - Observe that, since ¢ is reduced, the formulas ¢; (1 <1 < j)
satisfy condition (b) in the definition of reduced formulas. This implies that
reduction, whenever it is applied, reduces only conjunction. Let reach (By,)
contain all sets of formulas reachable by B, . As the following remark shows
reach (By,) is not finite in general.

Remark 5 [22] We let AP = {a,b,c}, o =0(0(aAN2)) € LTL (Ryin, AP),
and By, = {¢,0(aN2),aN2,a,2}. Then, for every j > 1, every consistent

set of the formula o A /\ ¥ | with ¥ =0 (aA2) (1 <i<j) belongs to
1<i<j
the set reach (By), and hence reach (By,) is not finite.
Let now ¢ = ((aN2)Uc)Ud and B, = {p,(aAN2)Uc,aN2,a,2}.

Then, for every j > 1, every consistent set of the formula ¢ N /\ Wy

1<i<j
with ; = (aAN2)Uc(1 < i< j) belongs to the set reach (By), and hence
reach (By) is not finite.

However, the situation is different, if we consider formulas from RULTL(K, AP).

Lemma 6 Let ¢ € RULTL (K, AP) be reduced and B, be a @-consistent
set. Then, reach (By) is finite and effectively computable.

The previous lemma is proved with the same arguments as in Lemma 94 in
[22].

Definition 8 Let p,v € RULTL (K, AP). For everym € P (AP) the triple
(B, m, By) is called a next transition if the following conditions hold.

- For every a € AP,

a € By, implies a € @, and —a € By, implies a ¢ ,

- is reduced and ) € next (By,).
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Definition 9 Let ¢ € RULTL (K, AP). Then, for every By, B,,, with
B, # 0 and By, # 0 the triple (By, €, By, ) is called an e-reduction transi-
tion.

Sometimes in the sequel an e-reduction transition will be called for
simplicity an e-transition. Next, for every reduced RULT L (K, AP)-formula
¢ we construct an e-wgBa A, and show that ¢ and A, are expressively
equivalent.

Definition 10 Let ¢ € RULTL (K, AP) be reduced. We define the e-wgBa
A, =(Q,wt, I, F) over P(AP) and K as follows. We set

o = Jgj ({By} Ureach (By)),

©
o [ ={B, | B, : -consistent set} ,

o wt(By,b, Be)
if (By,b, Be) is a next transition

v

B By (&) and Be # ()
1 if (By,b,Be) is an e-reduction transition
0 otherwise

for every (By,b,Be) € Q@ x (P(AP)U{e}) x Q, and
o F={Fyuy | QUY" €cl(p)} where

By #0, 5= N\ i is of form A with
Fouer =Bz €Q | 1§i/gk ., ‘
i e Up", 1 <i<k
for every Q'UQ" € cl ().

Observe that for every ¢'U¢” € ¢l (¢) , and every non-empty By, By, €
Q, the relation By € Fy iy, implies that By, . € Fy,r, and vice-versa.
Thus, the e-transitions of the automaton are well defined. We note that if
@ contains no U operators, then we have no acceptance conditions, which
means that all infinite paths that start with a @-consistent set are suc-
cessful. Now, let w € (P(AP))” and P, = totita... be a successful
path of A, over w. If there is an i > 0, such that ¢; is not a next tran-
sition or an e-reduction transition, then weight, (Py) = 0. We shall
denote by next4, (w) the set of all successful paths of A, over w com-
posed of next and e-transitions only. For the rest of this section we let

prig, (w) = {weightAw (Pw) | Py € newty, (w)} .
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Remark 6 Let ¢ € RULTL (K, AP) be reduced and p1Upa € cl(p) such
that p1Ups does not appear in the scope of an always operator in . Then,
for every w € (P(AP))* and P, € nextaq, (w), there is a state in P,
such that all the subsequent states are in F, y,,. More precisely, for ev-
ery 1Ups € cl (@), if there is a next transition in the path where a next
formula of the mazimal p1U pa-consistent subset of the beginning state (of
the transition) appears as a part of the conjunction defining the mazimal
formula of the arriving state, then, after a finite number of next transitions
and since Py, is successful, there is a mext transition where the next formula
of the mazximal p1U po-consistent maximal subset of the beginning state of
the transition is a next formula of the maximal pa-subset of the beginning
state, i.e., a formula that is a conjunction not containing o1Ups. Since this
holds for every appearance of p1Upa, we conclude that there is a state in
P, such that all the subsequent states are in Fi yy,.

Next, we prove by induction on the structure of a reduced RULTL (K, AP)-
formula ¢ that A, accepts ||¢|| .

Lemma 7 Let ¢ = a,o = —a, or ¢ = k, with a € AP, k € K. Then,
Al = lleoll -

Proof. Let ¢ = k € K\ {0,1}. Then, the automaton A, = (Q,wt, I, F) is
defined in the following way.

o Q={0.{k} {true},{0}}

k if g={k},q = {true}, and b € P (AP)
N ifg=¢q,q#0, andb=¢, or
* wt(g,b,q) = if g=¢ =true, and b € P (AP)
0  otherwise

o I={{r},0}

The automaton contains no final subsets, i.e., F = ). Let P,, € newt 4, (w).
Then, the next transitions appearing in the path either form the sequence

({k},w (0), {true}) ({true} ,w (i), {true})); ,

or the sequence

(0,w(0),{0}) ({0}, w (1), {true}) (({true} ,w (i) , {true}));s, -
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In the first case, using Property 3 we get weight 4, (Py) = Val* (k,1,1,1,...)
= k, and in the latter case weights, (Py) = Val“(0,0,1,1,1,...) = 0.
Hence, we get for every w € (P (AP))”

(Al wy = > K =k=(k],w)

k'epria, (w)

as wanted. The lemma’s claim for ¢ = a,o = —a, p = 0, ¢ = 1 can be
proved with similar arguments. m

Lemma 8 Let ¢,{ € RULTL (K,AP) and ¢ =¥V &. If Ay, A¢ recognize
[0, [|€]| respectively, then Ay, recognizes ||¢|| .

Proof. Let w = mymma... € (P (AP))” and Ay = (Qq,wt1, [1, F1), Ae =
(Q2,wto, I, Fo) and A, = (Q,wt, I, F). First, we prove that

Yook< > k+ >k

kepria, (w) kEpm'Aw (w) kEpm’A5 (w)

To this end we show that for every path P, € newxty, (w) there exist paths
P, € nexta, (w), Py € next 4, (w) with

weight 4, (Py) = weight 4, (Pé) + weight 4, (Pg) .

We let
Py: By, = B, ™ B, = By = By, = Ba ...

be a path in next 4, (w) with weight 4, (Py) # 0. This implies that
wt (B:D,ﬂ'o, Bwl) # 0 and wt (Bsoiym’ B¢i+1) #0
for every i > 1. Then, by definition
(a) ¢! € next (MB;,¢> \next (MB;,@) and wt (B:p,wo, B,) = UMy, (),
or
(b) p! € next (MB;’@) \next <MB;,¢) and wt (B;,WO,B¢1) = UMy, (¢,

or
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(c) ¢! € next <MBZ«;7¢> ﬂnemt (MBL’@) and
wt (By w0, Bot) = vy, (1) + Uiy (o)
If (a) holds, then the path
Py Mp, =3 By = By = By = B ...
of Ay over w is successful, hence P} € nexta, (w) and weighta, (Py) =
weight 4, (Pj}), which implies that
weight 4, (Py) = weight 4, (P&,) + weight 4, (Pl%)

for

Py (0,m0,{0}) ({0}, w1, {true}) ({true} , mi, {true})) sy
If case (b) holds, then the path
Pl :Mp ¢ ™ Byt = By ™ B2 = By ...
of A¢ over w is successful, i.e., P2 c next 4, (w), and
weight 4, (Py) = weight 4, (Pé) + weight 4, (Pg)

for
P&) : (07 7o, {O}) ({0} y 1 {true}) (({true} » T {tTue}))izo :
If case (c) holds, then
1 1 1
Mg, (97) +ony,  (97) = v, (¢)

and for the paths P!, P2 of Ay, A¢ respectively, defined as in cases (a) and
(b) respectively, we get

weight 4, (Py) = weight 4, (Pé) + weight 4, (Pg) .
More precisely, for k1 = UMy, (901) Jko = UMy (901) it holds

weight 4, (Py)

=Val¥ (wt (B;,Wo,Bpl) ,wt (Bsole’ﬂl’Beoz) ,wt (nge,WQ,Bws) ,)
= Val¥ (kl + ko, wt (B¢}e,ﬂ1,B¢z) ,wt (nge,ﬂg,Bpg) ,)

= Val¥ (k:l,wt (B<p}e77T17ng2) ,wt (B@%E,TFQ,BSDB) ,)

+ Val® (k‘g,wt (Bso}«e’ﬂl’Beo?) ,wt (nge,wg, Bps) ,.. )

= weight a,, (Pw) + weight 4, (Pw)
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where the third equality holds by the distributivity of Val* over finite sums.
We have thus shown that for every k € prig, (w) there exist &' €
pria, (w) + prig, (w) such that & < k" and by Lemmas 1iv, 2 we get

> k< > k (4)

kepria, (w) kepria,, (w)+priag (w)

:Zk;Jer.

kEpm'Aw (w) kEpm’A5 (w)

We now show that

oo k+ Y k< >k

kepriAw (w) kEpm’AE (w) kepria, (w)
Assume that
Py : By = By, ™ Byi = By1 ™ By2 = Bya ...

is a path in next 4, (w) with weight 4, (PL) # 0. We set B, = ngu{zﬁ VEL.
Then, the path

Py : B, ™ By = By ™ By2 = Bya ...

is a path of A, over w in next, (w) and we claim that weight 4, (Py) >
weight 4, (Pl) . It suffices to prove that

w

wt (B:D,ﬂ'o,Bwl) > wity (B;},WO,BW) ,

then our claim is derived by Lemma 3. If ¢! ¢ newt (M B;,g) , then the

equality holds by definition. Otherwise, wt (B:D,WQ,Bwl) = B, (1/11) =
1 1y _ 1 1y _

UMB{P,w (1/1 ) +UMB(9,5 (w ) = UBip (1/1 ) +UMB<’P’€ (w ) = witq (B;},Tro,Bwl) +
1 .

UM (1/) ), i.e., wt (B:O,wo,Bw1) > wty <B;,W0,Bw1> as wanted. For

P, € next g, (w) with weight 4, (P,,) = 0 it trivially holds weight 4, (Py) >

weight 4, (P&,) for every P, € next, (w).

Similarly, for every path P2 € next A (w) there exist a path P, €
next 4, (Py) with weight 4, (Py) > weight 4, (P2) . Hence, for every k €
pria, (Py) (resp. k € pria, (w)) there exists a k' € prig, (w) such that
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k < K. This implies that > k< > k and » k<
kepria,, (w) kepria, (w) kepriag (w)
Z k. Again by Lemma 2 and idempotency we get,
kepria, (w)

Yookt ) k< D>k (5)

kepriAw (w) kepriAé (w) kepria, (w)

as wanted.
Therefore, for every w € (P (AP))“ we get

(Mgl w) = > &

kepria, (w)
= Y k+ Dk
kepria,, (w) kepria, (w)
= (A, w) + ([|Aell , w)
= (Il w) + (Nl w)
= (lp v &, w)

where the second equality holds by 4 and 5. m

Lemma 9 Let v € RULTL (K, AP) and ¢ = Q. If Ay recognizes |||,
then Ay, recognizes ||¢|| .

Proof. Let Ay = (Q",wt',I',F'), A, = (Q,wt, I, F), and w = momy ... €
(P(AP))”. We show that pria, (w) = prig, (w>1). It suffices to prove
that for every P, € nexta, (w), there exists a P,,_ | € nexty, (w>1) with

w>1
weight 4, (Py) = weight 4, (Péj> 1) and vice-versa. For the straight impli-
cation, our claim clearly holds if the empty state appears in P,. Now, let
P, € nexty, (w) be a path with non-empty states that starts with a next

transition, i.e., it is of the form
Py:B, ™ B,y = B, ™ By 5 By ...

We have ¢! = 1, and wt (B¢,WO,BSD1) = vp, (v) = 1, where the last
equality holds by the definition of vg,. Then, the sequence

Pl By S By = B ...

w>1
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is a path of Ay over w>y with P,,_ € nexty, (w>1), and

weight A, (Py) = Val® (l,wt (Bso}«e’ﬂl’Beo?) ,wt (B@ge,ﬂ'g, Bps) ,)
=Val¥ (wt' (Bgo}.evﬂ-lngoQ) ,wt! (Bgo%evﬂ-?ngoS) ,)

= weight 4, (PQCJN) .

The second equality holds since wt (Bcpg; Lo T B<p¢+1) = wt’ (B
for every i > 1, and by Property 2.

Conversely, let P,,_ : By Rt By 5 By ... beapath in next 4, (w>1)
with non-empty states. Then, the sequence

Py : By U{Oy} ™ By ™ By = By ...

pher i Boien)

is a path of A, over w with P, € nexty, (w), and

weightAw (Pw) = weight,% <P1/Uzl> :

If the empty state occurs in P,,_ it is obvious.
Thus, for every w € (P (AP))” we have

(Mol w)y = > k= > k=(l¢l ws1) = (IO¥] , w),

kGPTiAW (w) kepriAw (wzl)

as wanted. m
For every ¢ € LTL(K,AP), and every B,, we let next (B,) be the

subset of next (B,) containing all /\ Y; € next(B,) of Form A where
1<i<k

; # 0 for all i € {1,...,k}. The subsequent three lemmas will contribute

to the proof of the remaining induction steps.

Lemma 10 Let o € RULTL (K, AP), and By, B, # () be p-consistent sets
with B, C B,. Then, next (By) C next (B},) and for every ¢ € newt (By)
it holds vp, (¢) > vp, (V).

Proof. For atomic propositions a,—a € AP, and for kK € K our claim is
obvious. Let ¢ = AV . If Mp_, # 0 and Mp, ¢ # (), then

’I’L/EEt (B¢) = ’I’L/EEt (MB(P,)\) U ’I’L/EEt (MBsovf)
C next (MB;’)\> Unext (MB(/{J@)
= next (pr)
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where the inclusion holds by the induction hypothesis since Mg, x € M B,
and these two sets are A-consistent, and similarly Mp, ¢ C M Bl and these
two sets are £-consistent.

Moreover, for every i € next (MB(P,A) N next (Mng) , we have

vp, (V) = vmy, () + o, ()
> 'UMB%A (7;[)) + UMBw,g (¢)
=vp, (¥),

whereas for ¢ € next (MBW)\) \n/e}t (MBW{) we have
UBL (4) > UMB{P,A (¥) > UMp, (V) = UB, ().

In the same way, for ¢ € next (Mg, ) \next (Mg, ) we get vg, (V) 2
vg, (¥). Now, if Mp_, # 0 and Mp, ¢ = 0, then

next (By) = next (MBWA) C next <MB;7A) C next (B:p)
and for every 1 € next (By), we have
UBL (W) 2= UMy, \ (V) 2 Vaip, , ($) = vB, (V).

The case Mp, \ = () and Mp_ ¢ # 0 is treated similarly.
Let ¢ = A A€ such that A € RULTL (K, AP), ¢ € bLTL (K, AP).
Then,

next (B,) = {X NE | N €next (Mp,)),¢ € neat (Mvag)}
C {X NE TN € next <MB;,,,\) ,& € next (MB;,5>}
= next (B:O)

where the inclusion again holds by the induction hypothesis since Mp, x C
Mp; x and Mp,¢ C Mp ¢ Moreover, for every 1) = N AE with N €

next (MBW,A) & € next (Mng) we have
VB, (T’Z)) = ,UMB[P,)\ (X) 'UMB;,,g (5/)
2 UMp, » () "UMp, £ (&)
=vg, (V)
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where the inequality holds by induction hypothesis and the fact that £ is

boolean. More precisely, by induction hypothesis it holds wvas, | \N) >
b

UMp,, (X), and UMy &) > UMp, £ (&), and since € is boolean UMy (&) =

0 implies UM, ¢ (¢') =0, and UMp, ¢ (§') = 1 implies vyr,, , (§') = 1, and

bt
thus we conclude the inequality.

Assume now that ¢ = Of. Then, next (By) = {&} or next (B,) = 0.
In both cases next (B,) C next (B],) = {¢} . In addition if next (B,) = {£},

then vy, & =1 =vB, &) .
Next, let ¢ = AU where A\, & € stLTL (K, AP)

next (B,)
= {e AN | N €neat (Mp,) }
U {g’ | ¢ € next (MBM)}
C {gp AN | N €next <MB;,>\)}
U {5/ | ¢ € next <MB&75)}
= next (B:p) .
For ¢ € next(By) with ¢ = ¢ A XN and N € next (Mp, ), we have
v, (¥) = UM (N') = vaag, \ (X) =vp, (1) . For ¢ € next (B,) with ¢ =
¢ € next (Mp, ¢) we get v, (V) = UMy (&) 2 VMg, (&) = B, (V).
Finally, if ¢ = ¢ where & € stLTL (K, AP), then
next (B,) = {(p NE | € € neat (MBM)}
- {(p NE | € € next <MB;,5>}
= next (B:D) ,
and for every ¢ = @ A ¢, with ¢ € next (Mp,¢), we have vp, (¥) =
UMB{P,ﬁ (5/) Z UMB(P,g (5/) = UBLP (w) - n

Lemma 11 Let ¢ € bLTL (K, AP) and £ € RULTL (K, AP). If 1,& are
reduced and ¢ = (Y N\ §),,, then for every B, # 0 and ¢’ € next (By,) there
exist a 1)-consistent set By and a {-consistent set Be such that for some
V' € next (By), & € next (Be) it holds o), = (U1, AN&he),e and vB, (¢) =
UBy (¢/) " UBg (5/) :
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Proof. Assume first that ¢ # true and £ # true. We point out the following
cases.

(a) ¥ = /\ Vv, & = /\ ¢; and there exist i1,...,4, € {1,...,m1}

1<i<my 1<j<me
and ji,...,Jn € {1,...,ma} such that ¢, =&;,,..., ¢, =¢j,. Then,

e= N\ vi|nA A &
1<i<my 1<j<ma
J#J1s-JF T

and

/ / /
e A E AR
1<i<my 1<j<ma

JFI15e I F I

where ¢] € next (Mp,, y,),i € {1,...,m1},and §; € next (MBWQ) ,J €
{1,...,m2}\{j1,...,jh}.We let

By={}u| | Mz,

1<i<mg

and

BE = {5} U U MBW&

1<j<ma

Then, ' = [\ 4] € next(By) and & = &' A (¢, A... AW, €
1<i<my
next (Be) where £’ = /\ &5 It follows that ¥y, = (¢r. A &)
1<j<me
J#JseIF T
and since MBz/;ﬂl’i = MBWTM’MB@Q = MBW@. (1 <1< my, 1< j < m2)

re’?
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we get that
v, (¢) =TI vatapw () TI  vatm,g ()
1<i<mq 1<j<ma
JFI1se I FIn
= H UMB¢7¢i (1/}7/4) ’ H UMBE 75j (é..;)
1<i<my 1<j<ma
JF#I1 5 FTn
’ H UMBg,wik (1/}7/%)
1<k<h

v, (¥) 0p, (€)
(b) (¥ NE),, =1 A&, and our claim follows by definition.

Now, let ¢ = true, and & # true. Then, ¢ = (Y AN§),, = &, and for
B¢ = By, By, = {true},& = ¢/, and ¢/ = true our claim obviously holds.
For the case where i # true, and & = true, and the case ¥ = £ = true, we
act similarly. m

Lemma 12 Let ¢p € bLTL (K, AP) and § € RULTL (K, AP) be reduced
and m € P(AP). If (Bd,, , Bw/) , (Bg, , Bgr) are next transitions with ¢’ €
next (By), & € next (Be), and vp, (V') # 0,up, (§) # 0, then for ¢ =
(Y NE),, there exist B, # 0,¢ € next (By), and " € RULTL (K, AP)
such that

(i) (Bg, ™, By) is a next transition for every By andvp, (¢') > vp, (')

UBg¢ (6/) )

(it) @ = (Vhe N, and for every infinite sequence of next and e-
reduction transitions

Beo =% B — Bg — Bea — Bz ...

re

with €0 = ¢ and VB, (5”1) # 0 (1 >0), there exist an infinite
sequence of next and e-reduction transitions

By =% Byi — By, = Bya — Bya ...

with \° = 4, and vp , (A7) = vB, (&) for every i > 0.
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Proof. First, we assume that both 1, £ are different from true and we point
out the following cases.

@y= N &= N & | with &, 11 € RULTL (K, AP),
1<i<m 1<j<ma+1
£ € BLTL (K, AP) for every j € {1,...,ma}, and there exist i,...,4, €
{1,...,ma}, gi,..., 0 € {1,...,ma} such that ¢;, = &,,..., ¢, = &,.
Then, ¢/ = /\ P& = /\ §;- where 1; € next (MBWW) for ev-
1<i<my 1<j<ma+1
eryi€ {l,...,mq}, 5; € next (Mstfj) for every {1,...,mq + 1}. Clearly,

e={ N\ v~ N &| LetBo={o}u| |J M, |U
1<i<my 1<j<mo+1 1<i<ma
#1500 F T

U Mp, ¢; | - We can prove that B, is a p-consistent set (see proof
1<j<ma+1
of Lemma 107 in [22]). Moreover, Mp, 4, € Mp, 4, and Mp,.¢; € Mp, ¢

(1 <i<my,1<j<mgy),which by Lemma 10 implies that ¢’ = /\ (0
1<i<my
A /\ §§- € next (By) . Therefore, (BW , B¢/) is a next transition
1<j<ma+1
JFET15 I FIn
and

UB, (90/) = H UMp,, i (sz’) ’ H VMg, £; (53)

1<i<my 1<j<ma+1
JF G150 F I
/ /
> I vy, @) TT vwsg (€)
1<i<mg 1<j<ma+1
JFJ15-JF T
/
' H UMBg,Ejk (Sjk)
1<k<h

=g, (V) o5 (¢)
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where the inequality is concluded due to the following: By Lemma 10, we
get UMp, i (sz,) 2 UMp,, i (sz,)’ and UMp,,.&; (%) 2 UMp, (%) for every
1< <mi, 1< 5 < my+ 1T holds vary, y, () = 1, vary g, (g;.) —1

(1 <i<my,1<j<msg), which implies UM, (W) = Lo, ¢ <£§> =1
(1 <i<my,1<j<my).Then, taking into account Remark 1, we conclude
the inequality.
We have completed the proof of (i). In order to prove (ii) we set

P = /\ & Tt holds ¢, = (Y. AYye),. - We consider now the

1<j<mo+1

J#J1sedFTn
infinite sequence of next and e-reduction transitions

Beo ™ B = Bg, ™ Ber = Bea ...

with €9 = ¢/, and VB, (1) #0 (i > 0). Clearly,

50:&6:( ;‘/e/\(w;d/\"'/\w;h)re)r )

e

J1
Lemma 11, we obtain that for every i > 0, there exist a Ai_-consistent
set By , and a (;.-consistent set B , and formulas AL e next (BA%) )
("t € newt (Be) such that &5 = (NEP A, and v, (&) =
VB, (A1) " VB, (C”’l) For every i > O,'ngE (&) ;é' 0 and ¢, is
boolean, hence B, (¢t =1, ie, UB,; (&) = UBy; (A1) for every

re

1 > 0. So, the sequence

Then, for \° = ¢/, and ¢° = < ! /\.../\53—}) , by induction on ¢ and
re

By ™ By = By T By = Bya ...

satisfies the lemma’s claim.

(b) If (y NE),, =Y NE, we set By, = {p} U By U Bg, and we proceed
in the same way. Finally, it is trivial to prove our claim in the cases where
at least one of ¢, £ equals to true. m

Lemma 13 Let p = YA withy € bLTL (K, AP) and§ € RULTL (K, AP).
If Ay, A¢ recognize Y|, ||€]| respectively, then A, recognizes |||l

Proof. Let Ay, = (Q1,wt1, 1, F1), Ac = (Qa2, wta, I2, F2), Ay, = (Q,wt, I, F),
and w = mymma... € (P(AP))”. First, we show that (||A,|l,w) <
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(ll¢ll sw) . In order to do this, it is necessary to prove that for every P, €
newt 4, (w), there exist P € next 4, (w) and P? ¢ next 4, (w) such that
weight 4, (Py) = weightAw (PL) - wezghtAg (Pz). If weight 4, (Py) = 0,
then the paths P!, P2 can be defined in the obvious way. Otherwise, it
is possible to deﬁne the paths PL, P2 due to the following. At every next
transition of P, the automaton .4, simulates two next transitions, one of
Ay and one of Ag¢, and multiplies their weights. Since ¢ is reduced there are
two possibilities. Either P, starts with a next transition, or if not, before
realizing the first next transition the automaton realizes a finite number of
e-transitions connecting ¢-consistent sets. In the second case, the weight of
the path coincides with the weight of the suffix path starting with the first
next transition. So it suffices to prove our claim for paths P, € nexta, (w)
with non-zero weight of the form

Py: By ™ By 5 By BB 5 B ...

where ¥ = (Y A E),, =P A&
We let ¥ = ¢ and ¢ = ¢. By induction and Lemma 11, we get that

for every i > 0, there exist a 1)’ -consistent set By , a ¢i -consistent set
B , and formulas P € next (Bd,}-ne) &L € next (B&'.e) such that ng'l
(¢z+1 éH_l)re and wt (ngi.evﬂ-i’Bgo”l) = ,UBw;'.e (¢z+1) . 5§;e (gz-ﬁ-l) .

So, the sequences

Py :Byo ™ Byt = By ™ Bya = Bya ...

and

P} : Beo ™% Bet = Be ™ Bex = Bga ..

form successful paths of next and e-transitions of A, and Ag, respectively.
We note that in the above paths for every i > 0, By, Bgi are non-empty
sets and ’-consistent, &*-consistent respectively. It holds

weight 4, (Py) = Val® (wt( i ’m’BW“))po
=Val¥ (wtl (BW ,F,,BWH) s wito (B&'e,m,Bgiﬂ))
= Val* (wty (Bgi,,mi, Beiv1)) o
= Val¥ (wt1 (Bwe,m, BW))DO Val¥ (th (B&e,m, Bgi))
= weight 4, (P&,) -weight 4, (PE))

i>0

i>0

2We shall call this inductive procedure, Procedure 1.
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where the third and fourth equality hold by the fact that P! is a path on
the boolean formula ¢ with weight 4, (PJ}) = 1, i.e., the weight of each
next transition appearing in the path is equal to 1. We thus conclude that
for every k € pria, (w) \ {0} there exist k1 € prig, (w) \ {0} = {1} kg €
pria, (w) \ {0} such that k < ky - k2 = ko which implies

(Al ,w) = > k
hepria, (w)\{0}
ko

kapriag (w)\{0}

IN

= > ki | - > ke
kiepria, (w)\{0} kaepria, (w)\{0}

(1l w) - (€l w)

— (ol w).

Clearly, if ([Ag|l,w) = 0, it holds (|l Ay, w) < (ol ,w).

Now, we prove that (|¢|,w) < (|| Ayl ,w). For this, we first prove
that for every Pl € next 4, (w) with weight 4, (w) = 1 and every P? ¢
next 4, (w) with weight 4, (w) # 0 there is a P, € nexta, (w) such that
weight 4, (P&,) -weight 4, (Pl%) = weight 4, (Pl%) < weight 4, (Py). We let

Py Byo ™ Byt = By1 ™ Bya = Bya ...
and
P2 : B 3 B = Bg ™ B = Bea ...

Clearly, P1 P2 contain no empty states and £t1 € next (B&;e), Pt e
next (Bd}ie) for every ¢ > 0. Taking into account Remark 6, we distinguish
the following cases.

(a) The set ¢l () () cl (§) contains no subformulas of the form ;U ps.

(b) For every ¢1Ups € cl (¢)(cl(€), ¢1Ups does not appear in the
scope of an always operator [ in at least one of ¥, &.

(c) For every p1U¢ps € cl (¢) (el (€) that is in the scope of an always
operator [J in both 1, £, there is an n > 0, such that the acceptance
condition from U s is satisfied for every position n’ > n in at least one
of PL P2.

(d) There is at least one ¢1Upo€ ¢l (¢) ()l (€) that is in the scope
of an always operator O in both 1, &, and in both P! P2 the acceptance
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condition from ¢1U¢s is satisfied for infinitely many positions, and not
satisfied for infinitely many positions, too.

If case (a), or (b), or (c) holds we act as follows. Inductively, we can
determine a path P, of next and e-transitions of A, over w

Py: By 5 By = By ™ By = Bz ..

in the following way?3: For ¢ = " = (¢0 A ﬁo)m, and for the next transitions
(Bwo,ﬂ'(), Bwl) , (Bgo, o, B§1) we apply Lemma 12, and we obtain B,o # 0,
o' € next (Bgoo) such that for every B, the triple (Bgoo, 0, B¢1) is a next
transition with

wty (nge,ﬂo,B¢1) - witg (B§9€=7TO7B§1) < wit (Bspo,Tro,Bcpl) .

We also get 5(1’1) € RULTL (K, AP) with ¢!, = ( L /\E(l’l)) , and an

re

infinite sequence of next and e-transitions BZ(M) Uk Bz(l,Z) 5 Bg(l,z) ... with

UB_ ) (E(I’HU) = wty (Bsi ,Wi,BsiJrl) for every ¢ > 1. Assume now that

&re e
B;-1 are built with the previous procedure for every j < m, which implies
that there exists £ € RULTL (K, AP) such that ¢ = (1/;;'; A Zﬁ’j’”) ,
re

and an infinite sequence of next and e-transitions Bg(m,l) Ty Bz(m,z) —

re

Bg(m,z) ... with UBE("M‘) (g(m,i+1)) — wt2 (Bg;.réflJri,ﬂ'm_lJ,_i,Bstri) for all

i > 1. We apply Lemma 12 for ¢]} = ( s /\Ei?’”) and the next tran-

re
sitions (Byg , Ty, Bynt1) , (Bg(m,1),7Tm,Bz(m,2)) . We get Byp # 0,0+ €

next (Bgogé) such that for every B m+1, (Bgogé, T, B
tion with

Spmﬂ) 1s a next transi-

— ,2
wtl (Bwrwg,ﬂ'm, me+1) . UB,(m H (f(m )>
Ere’

= wt1 (Bw;ré s TTmyy me«kl) . th (B&ré s Tlmy B§m+1)
< wt (Bsp?}i, Tm s B¢m+1) .

Hence, for every ¢ > 0 it holds wty (Bwe, i, B¢i+1)'wt2 (B&E, T, B§i+1) <
wt (B%e, i, B@iﬂ) , which implies

3We shall call this inductive procedure, Procedure 2.
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Val¥ (wty (By;_,mi, Byin1) - wty (Bgi_, mi, Beiv))
< Val¥ (wt (By; ,mi, Bi))
—

Val® (wtg (B&-.e,m, B§i+1))i>0
<Val¥ (wt (Bcpge, T, B¢i+15)
—

Val® (wty (By:,, mi, Byi1)),5, - Val® (wty (Bgi , mi, Biv1))
<Val¥ (wt (Bme, T, B¢i+1)5 )

i>0

i>0

i>0

0
i>0
where the first inequality holds by Lemma 3, and the third and fourth

inequality are derived by the fact that wty (Bwie,m, Bw"“) = 1 for every
1 > 0. Thus,

weight 4,, (PJ}) -weight 4, (Pj) < weight 4, (Py) -

Following the constructive proof of Lemma 12, and since either (a), or (b),
or (c) holds, we get that for all ;Upsc cl (¢) (el (§), P, satisfies the ac-
ceptance condition for ¢1Upo for infinitely many ¢ > 0, i.e., P, is successful.

Assume now that case (d) holds, and let 1Ups € cl (1) Nl (§) with
the property of case (d). Clearly, p1U¢py is boolean. Let iy < iy < ...
be the sequence of positions with Bwip € Foup,,p =2 1, and with the
additional property that in positions i1 — 1 < i3 — 1 < ... the acceptance
condition from ¢1Uypy is not satisfied. Then, due to the fact that p1Ueps
is not in the scope of a next operator, we can determine a path P2 of
next and e-reduction transitions of A over w such that for every position
ip,p > 1, the acceptance condition of 1 Ups is satisfied, and weight 4, (PJ})

weight 4, (Pg) < weight 4, (P&}) -weight 4, <1/3:%> . Also, ]/3:% can be chosen
in such a way that the above statement is satisfied for every p1Ups € cl (¢)N
cl (€) with the property of case (d).* We construct the path P,, € neat 4, (w)
by Pl and P2, in the same way that P, was constructed by P! and P?
in cases (a), (b), (c). Then, P, is successful and we get weighta, (Py) -

weight . (P2) < weighta, (Py) -weight 4, (ﬁ:%) < weighta, (Py) -

4The existence of this path is determined by Procedure 3, which is presented in the
Appendix of this paper.
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We have shown that for every Py € nexta, (w) with weighta, (w) =
1 and every P2 ¢ next 4, (w) with weight s, (w) # 0 there is a P, €
next 4, (w) with

weight 4, (Py) - weight 4, (P2) = weight 4, (P2) < weighta, (Py).

w

This implies that for every k1 € prig, (w)\ {0}, ks € pria, (w)\ {0} there
exists k € pria, (w) such that k1 - ko = ko <k, i.e.,

(el w) = ([l w) - (€N, w)

= > k|- Sk

kiepria, (w)\{0} ka2€pria. (w)\{0}

— Z ko

ka€priag (w)\{0}

< Y,k

kepria, (w)\{0}

= (Ml w)

as wanted. Hence, we have shown that (||¢||,w) < (|| Ay, w) , and (|| Ay, w)
< (Jlell,w) for every w € (P(AP))*, which implies that (||¢|,w) =
(44l ,w), and the proof is completed. m

The proof of the Lemma 14 can be found in the Appendix. Then,
Lemma 15 can be proved with the same arguments with ones we used in
the proof of Lemma 14.

Lemma 14 Let yU{ € RULTL (K, AP) with ¢,§ € stLTL (K, AP), and
£ € bLTL (K, AP) be reduced formulas (1 < j <k,k>1) andm € P (AP).
Let (By,m, By), (ng,ﬂ, ngr_) be neat transitions with By, # 0,1’ € next (By)

B, #0,&; € next (Be,) 1 <j <k), and vp, (¢') - H UBg, (53) £0.°
1<j<k

®Since &; (1 < j < k) are boolean, by Remark 1, and the fact that k-1 = 1-k = k,

k-0=0-k =0 for every k € K, we conclude that the product vgs, (¢') - H VB, (&)
1<j<k
is well defined.
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Then, for ¢ = | (YUE) A /\ 13 there exist B, # 0,4 €
1<5<k re
neat (By), ¢, &/ € bLTL (K, AP) (1< j < k) such that
(i) (By, ™, By) is a neat transition and vg, (¢') > vp, (Y H VB, <£’)
l<j<k

(i) e = | (WUE) Ay A /\ <£§-’> and for every infinite
<<k T
sequence of next and e-reduction transitions

re
Byo ™% By = By1 ™ By2 = Bya ...

with 40 = /., (resp. WO = (5;) 1<j< k;) andvp,, (V1) £0 (i >0),

there exists an infinite sequence of next and e-reduction transitions

By ™ By 5 By 5 By = By ...

with \O = !, (resp. N0 = <£§’) 1< < k‘) and vp (A = B, (vi+h)
for every i > 0. "

Lemma 15 Let yU{ € RULTL (K, AP) with ¢,§ € stLTL (K, AP), and
£ € bLTL (K, AP) be reduced formulas (1 < j <k,k>1) andm € P (AP).

Let (Be,m, Be), (ng,w, BE;-) be next transitions with Be # 0, € next (Be),
Be, # 0, € next (ng) (1<j<k), and vp (£)- H v, (5;) # 0.

1<j<k

Then, for ¢ = | (YUE) A /\ & there exist B, # 0,4 €
1<5<k re

next (By), ¢, €/ € bLTL (K, AP) (1 < j < k) such that

(i) (B, m, By) is anext transition and vg,, (¢') > vg, (§ H VB, (5/)
1<]<k

(ii) o, = | &L N /\ <§§-’) and for every infinite sequence
1<k 0"
of next and e-reduction transitions

re

Byo B Byt = By1 T Byz = Bya ...
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with 6 = &, (resp. v0 = (¢) 1< j<k) andug,, (411) #£0(i20),
re re
there exists an infinite sequence of next and e-reduction transitions

By B By 5 By 5 By 5 By ...

with \° = ¢”, <resp. N0 = <§§-’) ,1<5< k> and vp,, (N =ovp , ()

for every i > 0.

7
Yre

Lemma 16 Let ¢ = U with ¢,& € stLTL (K, AP). If Ay, A¢ recognize
0], I€]] respectively, then Ay, recognizes ||¢||.

Proof. Let w = mymma... € (P (AP))” and Ay = (Q1,wt1, 1, F1), Ae =
(Q2,wta, I, Fo), and A, = (Q,wt, I, F). Let also

Py:By ™ By = By ™ By = By ..

be a path in next 4, (w) with weight 4, (w) # 0. Since P, is successful there
is an [ > 0 such that B € F,, for the first time. We claim that there are
paths Pul)>j of Ay over w>;, 0 < j <1 —1, and a path Pul;>l,1 of A¢ over
w>;—1, that are simultaneously simulated while A, runs P,,. This is due to
the following. Until the [th next transition the automaton moves between
states that are consistent sets of conjunctions containing ¢. After the lth
next transition the automaton moves between states that are consistent sets
of conjunctions not containing ¢. For every 0 < j <[ — 1, at the jth next
transition of P, the choice of the next formula of the maximal p-consistent
subset of the state indicates a next transition of A, that can be considered
as the first transition of a path of 4, over the suffix of w starting at this
point. At the [th next transition this choice indicates a next transition of
A¢ that can be considered as the first of a path of A¢ over w>;_.
Now, formally for P, we have that ¢ = ¢, and the following hold.

e For every 0 < m < [ there exist boolean formulas (™), . p(mm)

such that ¢ = <<p A 4,07(0?’1) A A gpfn?’m)> with
re

(i) p Ap™Y) € next (MB m717§0>, and (™) € next (MB mﬂ’w), and
Pre ¥re

(i) gp(mvp) € next (A(m_l’p_l)) for some gpgen_l’p_l)—consistent set A(m—1p-1)
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(2 < p < m). Moreover,
wt <B¢%71,Wm_l, B(pm>
= oy L, <¢<m,1>) Uy (so(mvz)) ST <¢(m,m>)
Pre
= UMp 1% <(‘0(m,1))
Pre
where last equality holds since weight 4, (Py) # 0, which implies that
wt <Bw%71,ﬂ'm_1,B¢m> # 0, ie., Vgm-15 (gp(m’j+l)) = 1 for every 1 <
j<m-1.°6
D — <90ge’1) /\.../\4,07(]@'1)) for boolean formulas @b .. ptD)
re
(i) oY € next (MB 171,§> , and
Pre
(i1) o) € next (A(l_l’p_l)) for some cpge_l’p_l)—consistent set AU=1r=1)
(2 <p <1). Furthermore,
wt <BS0£‘;177T1_17 B¢l>
= oy, <(p(l,1)> U4 <(p(l,2)) U (gp(u))
Pre

1,1
= ’UMB 1 <(p( )> .
Pre

e Last, by induction on n and the same arguments used in the proof of
Lemma 11 we get that for every n > [ there exist boolean (™1, . . ()

such that o7, = <<p7(fe"1) /\.../\gpﬂ“”) and ¢("P) € next (A("_l’p)) for

re

some gpyel_l’p)—consistent set A(n=1p) (1<p<l),and
wt <B$077‘L;1 s Tn—1, B<p7l>

= /UA(nfl,l) <(,0(n’1)) . 'UA(nfl,l) ((p(nvz)> - 'UA(nfl,lfl) <(p(nvl))

=1,

where the last equality is concluded by the fact that weight4, (Py) # 0,
i.e., Vym-1,) (go("’j)) =1 for every 1 < j <|.

6Recall that <p(7”’1) is boolean, as it is a next formula of an LT L-step formula. Then,
plmd ) (1 <5 <m —1) are boolean, since they are next formulas of boolean formulas.
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For every 0 < m < [ the sequence

1 . Tm1 2 m,1) ™ 2 m+1,2
Wom_1 - meil,w — Bcp(m’l) — A( ) = Bw(m+1,2) — A( ) -
- re

—1.1—m) Ti-1 2 — i
A(l Ll—m) — Bcp(l,l7m+1) — A(l’l m-+1) 4 B(p(l+1,l7m+1)

is a path in next4, (W>m—1) with

wez.ght./h[, (PJ}Zm—l) = Val® (UB(mel P (go(m’l)) ) 17 17 s )

and the sequence

™

—1 e
P2 . Mg i Boay S ABD BB iy S ALY
Pre

W>1—1

is a path of next 4, (w>;-1) with

weight 4, (Pfuzl,l) = Val® (va,,l,s (cp(“)) ,1,1,1,...) .

We note that for every 0 < 7 < [ — 1, and every 7 > 1 the state B itia

appearing in the above paths could be any non-empty oUT%%)-consistent
set. We show that P&bm, 0<m<I[-1, and PE)>171 are successful. Let
us assume the contrary. Then, there exists a subformula of ¢ of the form
E'UE" and an n > [, such that for every r > n, there is an 1 < h < r such
that (™" does not satisfy the acceptance condition of Ay¢ corresponding to
'U¢", or it does not satisfy the acceptance condition of Ay, corresponding
to £'UE”. But then P, would not be successful, which is a contradiction. It
holds

weight 4, (Py)

UMp 0 ((10(071)) yo s UMp I—o (Qo(l_l’l)) )
=Val¥ "
MBngl ¢ (Sp(l’l)) 717 17
. 1 . 1
Yl weight 4, <Pw20> sy weight 4, (szliz) ,

weight a, (P2 ) ,1,1,. ..

W>[—1
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<3 > Val® (ko, ... kic1, ki, 1,1,...)
i20 | g, epria, (w>;)(0<j<i)
kiE]zJT’iAé (wZi)
Z kOu ey Z ki—la
_ Z Val koEpm’Aw (wzo) kiflepriAw (w2i—1)
220 Z ki,l,l,...

lﬂEpm’A5 (wZi)

1>

= Z()(Val“ (AN ws0) 5 -5 (Mgl wsim1) s (Al w>i) , 1,1,...)))

= > (Val* (¢l w=0) s - - (10l weiza) s (l€l] w=i) , 1,1,..)))

>0

= (llll, w) -

The second equality holds by Property 3, the inequality by Lemmas 1iii,
2, and the third equality by the distributivity of Val“ over finite sums, and
the fact that pria, (w>;) (0 <j <i—1), pria, (wx;) are finite for all i > 0.
For every path P, € next, (w) with weight 4, (Py) = 0 it trivially holds
weight 4, (Pu) < (gl w). Thus, for every k € pria, (Pu).k < (o], w),
and so by Lemmas 1ii, 2 we get

(HA<PH7w) = Z k< (el w).

kepria, (w)

We show now that (||¢||,w) < (|| Ag|l, w). To this end, we fix an [ >
0, and we let P} € nexta, (wsy) for every 0 < m < I, and P2, €
next 4, (w;). We further assume that weight 4, (w>m) # 0 (0 <m <1),
weight 4, (w>;) # 0. We prove that there exists a path P, € nexty, (w)

such that

Val® (weightAw <P$>O> yooweight 4, (PJ}N%) s weight 4, (me) ,1,1,...)
< weighty, (P,) .
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We set
Pl

w

T * Tm-+41
o B m.0) = Bmay = Bw’gfeﬂ,l) = Byma ...

and

P2 :Beo ™ Ba 5 Ba 3 Bea ...

Ww>q

For every j > 1, it holds ¢(™Je next (Bw(lm,jfl)) 0<m<Ii-1),

and &€ next (Bg-;l). We point out the following cases: (a) There is at
least one subformula p;Ugpy € ¢l (1) that is in the scope of an always
operator in ¢, and for at least two of the paths P;_ (0 <m <[ —1) the
acceptance condition from ¢1Ugs is satisfied for infinitely many positions,
and not satisfied for infinitely many positions, too. (b) There is at least one
©1Ups € cl () Necl (§) that is in the scope of an always operator in both
1, & and for at least two of the above [ + 1 paths the acceptance condition
from ¢1U s is satisfied for infinitely many positions, and not satisfied for
infinitely many positions, too.

First assume that cases (a) and (b) do not hold. Then, we set ¢ = ¢
and the following is true.

e For every 0 < m < [, with the use of Lemma 14, we obtain Bym # 0,
and ™! € next (Bym ) such that

m-+1 (Jm—j+1)
By (¢™1) > H YB_ (jym—) (711 >
0<j<m "

=5, g (¥)

and (Bgogé ,ﬁm,B¢m+1) is a next transition. More precisely, ¢. =

oA /\ plm=7) , and we apply Lemma 14, for the next

0<j<m-—1
re

transitions (B, .0 T Byonn ) and (B o ms Bygm-sin )
0<j<m-1).

e By Lemma 15 we obtain B, # 0 and ¢'*! € next (Bsoi-e> such that
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<B<p£n Tl B¢z+1> is a next transition and

UB , <SDZ+1> Z VB (") - H YB (-3 (ﬂ)w—jﬂ))

©r
" o<j<i-1

It holds, cpie = [pA /\ E)) , and we apply Lemma

0<i<i—1
re

15, for the next transitions (Bw(lj,lfj),ﬂ'm, Bw(j,l,jﬁ)) 0<ji<i-1),
and (Bé‘(),']Tl,Bgl) .

Last, with the same arguments used in Lemma 12 we obtain, for every
k>1, By # 0 and OFtl € next (Bsolﬁe> such that (Bcp;;e,ﬂk, B¢k+1)
is a next transition and

k+1) ( k—l—i—l)

v %) >wv . | | v b

Bk, ( = "Bk ¢ B k=) (w@h=it))
0<j<i—1 7re

=1,

where the last equality is obtained by the following. It holds v, £ €
stLTL (K, AP), which implies that 4" ¢l. € bLTL (K, AP) for
all j > 1,0 < m <[ —1. Since P&,>m(0§m§l—1), and P3)>l
have non-zero weight, all but the first next transitions appearing in
P, (0<m<l—1),and P._ have weight 1.

Ww>q

Clearly, the path P, : Bo s B¢1i> B LIt B ... (where we let

By be any non-empty ¢'-consistent set (i > 0)) is a successful path of A,

over w. This is concluded by the constructive proofs of Lemmas 14, 15,

12 and by the fact that (a), and (b) do not hold, which imply that for all
o1Upo€ cl ()Nl (€), Py satisfies the acceptance condition for p1Ups for

infinitely many ¢ > 0. It holds

witq (Bwyen,o) s Tmy Bdf(m’l)) < wt (Bcp;’éy Tm, B¢m+1)

for every 0 < m < [, and

wtg (nge,m,Bgl) < wt (Bcpﬁne’m’Bgol“)
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and
1 <wt <B§0¢-e,ﬂ'k,B§0k+1>

for every k > [. Hence, by the above relations, Lemma 3, and Property 3
we get

Val® (weightAw (Péz()) sy weight 4, (PJ}ZIA) s weight 4, (PiZl) ,1,1,...)
< weight 4, (Py) -

Now, if case (a) or (b) holds, we can prove our claim following the same
arguments used in the proof of Lemma 13. Thus, for every [ > 0, every

P, € nexta, (w>m), where 0 < m < [, and every P._, € nexta, (ws),
there exists a P, € newxty4, (w) such that -

Val® (weightAw <P&,>O> sy weight 4, (Pulblﬂ) sweight a, <P£>l) ,1,1,...)
< weighta, (Py) -

Thus, it holds

Z Val® (k‘o,...,k‘l_l,k‘l,l,l,...)§ Z k
1>0,0<m<lI keprig, (w)
kmepriAw (wzm)

IﬂEpm’A‘E (WZI)

—
ko, ...,
kOEPTiAw (wzo)
ZValw > ki1, > ki, | < Z k
>0 kia€pria, (wxi-1) kiepria, (w>1) kepria, (w)
1,1.1,...
—

(I
1,

ZV@Z“ < (YN, w>0) - -+,

1>0

|¢||7w2l—1) ) (H(pvaZl) )
L1, < 2k
kepriAv(w)
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(el w) < (1A, w)

where the second inequality is obtained by the distributivity of Val® over
finite sums, and the fact that pria, (w>m) (0 <m <), and pria, (w>;) are
finite, and this concludes our proof. m

Lemma 17 Let o € stLTL (K, AP) such that ¢ = Oy. If Ay recognizes
||, then A, recognizes ||||.

Proof. Let Ay =(Q",wt',I'|F'), A, =(Q,wt,I,F). First, we prove that
(1 AslLw) < (lell,w) for every w € (P(AP))“. To this end, let w =
momi7 ... and Py, € nexty, (w) be a path with weighta, (Py) # 0. We
show that there exist paths P,,_ € nexta, (w>;) (i > 0) such that

weight o, (Py) < Val® (weight/lw (Pzi;zi)>i20

Without any loss we may assume that P, starts with a next transition.

So we let
Py: By ™ By = By ™ B2 = B2 — ...

It holds ¢° = % = ¢ and for every i > 1, we can prove by induction
on ¢ and the same arguments used in Lemma 12, that there exist boolean
formulas ¢ ... o) guch that L, = (gp/\gpye’l) /\.../\gpye’l)) , and

re
907(}571) € next (MB Flﬂ/,) ,gp(i’p) € next (A(i_l’p_l)) where AG—1r=1) ig 4
Pre

gpgie_l’p_l)—consistent set (2 <p<i), and

wt (Bgoﬁl’m_l’BsDi) = UMB(PFI . (‘p(i’l)) . H U AG—1,0-1) <(p(i,p)> (6)
e 2<p<i
= 'UMB i1 ((p(zvl))
Pre ¥

where the last equality holds since v 4¢i-1,1) (tp(i’z)) = ... = Ug6-1i-1) (go(i’i)) =
1.
Hence, for every i > 0 we can define the path P,,_ € nexty, (w>;) as
follows. B
P Mg,

g € A(i+1,1) il g A(i4+2,2
W i = Bgo(i“’l) — A( ) — BSD(¢+2,2) — A( ) ce
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where for every j > 1, we let ng(z#j,j) be any non-empty (+77)_consistent
set. We show that P,,_ is successful. Let us assume the contrary. This
means that there exists a boolean subformula of 1 of the form £U¢’ and an
n > 0, such that for every r > n, there is an 1 < h < r such that go(r’h) does
not satisfy the acceptance condition of Ay corresponding to £'UE”. But
then P, would not be successful, which is a contradiction. Moreover, it

holds
weight 4, (Pé}%_)
= Val¥ <1)MB . ((p(i+1’1)> 5 UAGi41,1) (90(i+2’2)> y U A(i+2,2) (gﬁ(i+3’3)) ,>

Pre
(1), 1,1, >

i—l—l,l)

Pre ¥

= Val¥ <’UMB ,

= VMp ((10 s

Phrer¥

where the last equality holds by Property 3. Then,

weight 4, (Py) = Val® (weightAw <P1220> ,weight 4, (P;}Zl) ,)

< Val* Y koo

ko EpriAw (wzo)

= Val” (¢l w=0) , (I¢ll, w>1) .. )
= (llell, w),

where the first inequality is concluded by Lemmas liii, 3.
Hence, for every k € prig, (w) it holds k£ < (||¢||,w), and thus using
Lemmas 1ii, 3 we get (|[Ayll,w) = > k<(|l¢||,w). We show now that
kEpriAw(w)
(llell; w) < (IApll,w). To this end, we let P,,_. € nexta, (w>;) (i >0). We
will prove that there exists a P, € next4, (w) with

Val¥ <weightAw <P1;ZO> ,weight 4,, (PL'UZl) ,) < weight 4, (Py) -

If Val* <weightAw <P’ > ,weight 4, (P’ ) ,) = 0, then the in-

’LUZO wzl
equality holds for every P, € nexty, (w). Otherwise, no empty states
appear in P,_ (i > 0) and the subsequent hold.

7
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Let o1Ups € ¢l (). There exist paths ]311,21. € nextq, (ws;)(i >1)7
with the following properties. (a) There are infinitely many j > 1 such that
at the next transition of ]3w> . (1 <k <j) that processes the letter 7, and
at the corresponding next transition of Pl ,» the automaton moves to a
state that satisfies the acceptance condition of ¢1Upy, and (b)

wW>0 W>1

< Val¥ <weight,4w <P11}>0) ,weight 4, (ﬁwz1) ,weight 4, <I3U,22> ,)

Val¥ <wez’ghtAw (P’ ) ,weight 4, (P’ ) ,)

Moreover, the paths ]3w>i(i > 1) can be chosen so that condition (a) is
satisfied for every p1Upy € cl () . We set 1371,20 = P, and for every i >0
we let

ﬁwzi : Bw(i,o) LY B¢(i,1)i> ngm jiae Bw(i,2)

Clearly, for every j > 1 it holds ¥ € next <B¢£2j,1)>(z’ > 0). Then,

we set ¢ = ¢ and with the same procedure used in Lemma 14 we obtain
for every m >0, a Bym # 0 and ™! € neat (Bym), such that

Wi (") 2 11 vs gy (W0T)
0<j<m bre

= H wt’ (ng‘z;mfj),Wm,Bw(j,mfjﬁ»l))
0<j<m

= wt, (Bd}g;n,()) s TTmyy Bd}(m,l))
= weight 4, <Pw2m>

Then, the path

Py: By B By 5 By S By .

(where we let B, be any non-empty ¢'-consistent set (i > 0)) is a
successful path of next and e-reduction transitions of A, over w and it
holds

Val® (weightAw <ﬁw2i>>i20 <Val* <7)ng6 (‘PHl))

= weight 4, (Py) .

i>0

"We can prove for every ¢ > 1 the existence of the path ﬁw>i following the constructive
arguments of Procedure 3.
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Thus, for every family P),_. € nexta, (w>;) (i >0) there exists a P, €
next 4, (w) such that -

Val® (weightAw (Péj?i))izo < weight 4, (Py)

ie., for every family k; € pria, (w>;) (i > 0) there exists a k € prig, (w)
such that Val® (k;);~o < k. Then, by Lemma 2 we get

S ValF (k)isg < Y. k= (Al w)

kiEpriAw (wzi) priAv(w)
i>0
Moreover,
Y Val¥ (ki) = Val¥ >k
kiepriAw (wzi) kiepriAw (wzi) >0

>0
= Val* (|91, w=i);s¢
= (llell s w)

where the first equality holds by the distributivity of Val“ over finite sums
and the fact that for every ¢ > 0 the set prig, (w>;) is finite. We con-
clude that (||¢||,w) < (||Ax|l,w) . Hence, for every w € (P (AP))” we have
(Il ,w) = (l¢ll ,w) , and the proof is completed. m

Lemma 18 Let p € bLTL (K, AP). Then, A, recognizes ||¢|| .

Proof. We prove our claim by induction on the structure of bLTL (K, AP)-
formulas and using the same arguments as in Lemmas 7, 8, 9, 13, 16, 17.
|

Lemma 19 Let p € stLTL (K, AP). Then, A, recognizes ¢ .
Proof. Our claim is derived by Lemmas 18, 7, 8. =
Theorem 1 Let ¢ € RULTL (K, AP). Then, A, recognizes ||| .

Proof. By Lemmas 7, 9, 8, 13, 19, 16, 17, 18 we get that || A,|| = ||¢|| for
every ¢ € RULTL (K,AP). m

Corollary 1 Let ¢ € RULTL (K, AP). Then, we can effectively construct
a wBa over P (AP) and K recognizing ||¢|| .
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7 Weighted LTL over generalized product w-valuation
monoids

We let AP be a finite set of atomic propositions and K = (K, +,-,Val¥,0,1)
be an indempotent generalized product w-valuation monoid. The syntax
and semantics over the weighted LT L over AP and K is defined as in the
previous section, as well as the class LTL(K,AP), and the fragment of
bLTL (K, AP). We let a restricted LT L-step formula be an LTL (K, AP)-

formula of the form \/ (ki N @;) with k; € K\{0,1} and ¢; € bLTL (K, AP)
1<i<n

for every 1 < i < n. We denote by r-stLTL (K, AP) the class of restricted

LT L-step formulas over AP and K. We introduce now the syntactic frag-

ment of totally restricted U-nesting LT L-formulas.

Definition 11 The fragment of totally restricted U-nesting LT L-formulas
over AP and K, denoted by t-RULTL (K, AP), is the least class of formulas
in LTL (K, AP) which is defined inductively in the following way.

- k €t-RULTL (K, AP) for every k € K.

- bDLTL (K,AP) Ct-RULTL (K, AP)

- If p € t-RULTL (K, AP) , then O¢ € t-RULTL (K, AP) .

- If o1 € t-RULTL (K, AP) , then ¢V ¢ € t-RULTL (K, AP).

- If p e bLTL (K, AP) and ¢ € r-stLTL (K, AP),
or € bLTL (K, AP), or ¢ =EUM, or¢p =&
where E,\ € r-stLTL (K, AP),
then o N, ANp € t-RULTL (K, AP).

- If p,9p € r-stLTL (K, AP), then ¢U € t-RULTL (K, AP) .
. Ifp € r-stLTL (K, AP) , then Op € t-RULTL (K, AP).

We adopt the theory of the previous section (observe that using induc-
tion on the structure of ¢ we can derive that for every ¢ € t-RULTL (K, AP)
and -consistent set By, it holds next (B,) C t-RULTL (K, AP)). The fol-
lowing theorem is obtained by induction on the structure of t--RULT L (K, AP)-
formulas and using the same arguments as the ones used in Lemmas 7, 9,
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8, 13, 19, 16, 17, 18 of the previous section. The stronger syntactical re-
striction that we impose on the fragment of totally restricted U-nesting
LT L-formulas allows us the use of the distributivity of Val“ over finite
sums for generalized product w-valuation monoids and Lemma 3 whenever
necessary.

Theorem 2 Let ¢ € t-RULTL (K, AP) . Then, A, recognizes ||¢|| .

Example 6 Let AP = {a,b}, and p =0 (a AN2)€ t-RULTL (K, AP) where
K is the generalized product w-valuation monoid of Example 2. Then,
Ay, = (Q,wt,in, F) is defined below, where ™ ranges over P (AP), and
by m, we denote any letter in P (AP) that contains a.

e Q={q1,...,q5} withqr = 0, g2 = {—oc}, g3 = {true} ,qu = {¢,a A 2,a,2},
g5 = {p A (true Atrue) ,p,a A 2,2, a,true A true, true}

e The states with initial weight co are the sets qi1,qa.

e The transitions with weight# —oo are the following:
wt (g3, 7, q3) = wt (gs,€,q4) = wt (qx, €, qx) = 00 where k = 2,3,4, and
wt (qa, Ta, @5) = 2.

o The automaton has no final sets since @ contains no U operators.

Corollary 2 Let ¢ € t-RULTL (K, AP). Then, we can effectively con-
struct a wBa over P (AP) and K recognizing ||¢|| .
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8 Conclusion

In this paper we introduced a weighted LT'L over product w-valuation monoids
(resp. generalized product w-valuation monoids) that satisfy specific prop-
erties, and proved that for every formula ¢ of a syntactic fragment of the
weighted LTL we can effectively construct a weighted generalized Biichi au-
tomaton with e-transitions A, whose behavior coincides with the semantics
of . We provided in this way a theoretical basis for the definition of quan-
titative model-checking algorithms. The structure of product w-valuation
monoids and generalized product w-valuation monoids, that was used for
the domain of weights, refers to an interesting range of possible applications.
Naturally, in order to reach the goal of quantitative reasoning it is neces-
sary to further investigate complexity and decidability results, providing in
this way more arguments for the definition of model-checking algorithms
incorporating the proposed weighted LTL. In [19] the authors introduced
the notion of safety in the weighted setting. More precisely, for a rational
number ¢, a finite series s over a given alphabet and Q is called g-safe if
every word with coefficient at least ¢ has a prefix all whose extensions have
coefficient at least q. Given a deterministic weighted automaton, the au-
thors relate the safety of its behavior with its structure. They also propose
the extension of their theory to infinite words as a challenging perspective
and we further add that the definition of the notion of safety for infinitary
series could be related with syntactical fragments of the weighted LTL and
the structural properties of the corresponding weighted generalized Biichi
automaton with e-transitions that we propose in this paper. Finally, an-
other interesting road for extending the theory of our weighted LTL, is to
study its relation with weighted FO logic, w-star-free series and weighted
counter-free automata on infinite words.
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Appendix.

In the following proof, we prove that the structure presented in Exam-
ple 2 is indeed a generalized product w-valuation monoid.
Proof. We prove first the distributivity of Val* over finite sums for gener-
alized product w-valuation monoids.

Let L Cyiy R, finite index sets I (j > 0), and ki, € L (i; € I;,j > 0)
such that for all but a finite number of j > 0, it holds k;; € L\ {oo, —oc}
for all i; € I;, or k;; € {00, —oo} for all i; € I;. We will prove that

liminf < sup k:ij> = sup (lz’mz’nf (k:ij )j eN) .
jeN

ijEIj (ij)jeloxllx...

We set A =liminf (sup k;,-j> ,and B = sup <lz'mz'nf(/<;,~j)jeN) .
(45)
jeN J

ijEIj i jEI()Xllx...

Assume that there exists an [ > 0, such that k;, = —oo for all ¢ € I.
Then, for all (ij)j eloxIi x..., limz’nf(kij)jeN = —o0, i.e., B = —o0.
Moreover, supk;, = —oo, and thus A = —oo as wanted. Otherwise, we point

yel;

out the following cases:

(I) Assume that for all j > 0 there exists i; € I; such that k;; = oo.

Then, there exist (i;); € Io X I; X ... such that lz’mz’nf(k‘ij)jeN = oo which
implies that B = oo. In addition, we get that supk;, = oo for all j > 0, i.e.,
i;€15

A = 0o as well.

(IT) Assume that there exists finitely many j > 0, such that k;; # oo

for all i; € I;, then sug) ki; # oo for only a finite number of j > 0, which
v €15
implies that A = inf { sup k;; | j > 0 withsupk;; # oo p. Moreover, for all
ijel; ijel;
but a finite number of j > it holds k;; € L\ {oc,—oo} for all i; € I}, or
ki; € {oo,—o0} for all i; € I;, thus there exists finitely many j > 0 such
that k;; € L\ {oo,—oc} for all i; € I;, which implies that the following
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equalities are true.
B = sup (lzmmf(k‘l) . )
(ij)jEI()XIlX... 77JeN
ki ;#—00,j20
= sup (inf {k‘ij | 7 > 0 with k;; # oo })
(ij)jeloxllx...
ki, 700, >0

:inf{supk‘, | 7 > 0 withsup &; ;éoo}:A.
ijel i;€15
(IIT) Assume that there exists infinitely many j > 0 such that k;; # oo

for all i; € I;. Since I are finite for every h > 0, it holds supk;, €
ih€lp

{kiy | in € In} for every h > 0, hence there exist a sequence (i;); € Ip x I1 X
I5 x ... such that A —lzmmf( J)j>0, and thus A < B.

Let now (ij). € Ip x Iy x I3 x ..., and h > 0 be the maximum j > 0
such that {k;, | i, € In} N L\ {oco, —oo} # 0, {ki, | in € I} N{o0, —o0} # 0,
then

liminf(k‘ij)jeN = in (inf {k;, | 1 > j, ki, # o0})
= lim (inf {k;, | I > j, k;, # o0})
j>h
< lim [ inf ¢ supk;, | 1 > j, supk;, # oo
.7>h ilell ilell

= lim [ inf ¢ supk;, | [ > j, supk;, # oo
Jj=20 i€l i€l

= lz’mz’nf(supk‘ ) =A
i€l jEN

where the second and third equality hold because the sequences

(inf {ki, [ = j, ki, # 00}) ;50 <1nf {Supk‘” | 1 > h, supk;, # oo})
§>0

yel; yel;

are increasing, and the inequality holds by the fact that

inf {k;, |l > j, ki, # oo} <inf {Supk‘il |1 > j,supk;, # oo} ,
el el
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for every j > h. Thus, A = B as wanted.
We prove now Property 2. We will prove that for all k; (i > 1) €
R, liminf(co,ky1, ka,...) =liminf (ky, ko, ...). First we assume that 1
such that k; = —oo, then liminf(co,ky, ka,...) =liminf (ki,ke,...) = —o0.
Otherwise we point out the following cases.
-If Vi > 1, k; = oo, then liminf (co,k1, ko, . ..) =liminf (ki, ks, ...) = oc.
- If there exist infinitely many ¢ > 1 such that k; # oo, then
liminf (c0,k1, ko, ...) = 21;011 (inf{k:ij | i > j ki, # oo}) =liminf (k1, ko, ...).

- Finally, if there exist finitely many ¢ > 1 such that k; # oo, then
liminf (c0,k1, ke, ...) = inf {k‘ij |7 > 1k, # oo} =liminf (k1, ko, ...).

We prove now Property 3. Let k € R, then we point out the cases
k = 00,k = —o0 or k # 00,—00, and we conclude by the definition that
k =liminf (k, 00,00, ...) in all three cases, as wanted.

The rest of the properties of generalized product w-valuation monoids
are concluded in a straightforward way by the definition of the liminf-
function, and the operations of sup,inf. m

Definition of Procedure 3 Let {\1,..., Az} be the subset of ¢l (¢)) Nel (€)
containing all formulas of the form xUp, and let p1Ups = A;. We let
P= Bgong Bgl Bz ... where By, B , ¢ > 0, are defined in the following

5716 ’ ~627 511:'67
v~vay. For all i < i1 — 1 we set & = &, Bgi = Bygi, and B, = Bgi . We set
fil_l = fil_l, and Bgirl = Bgirl, and B~7i%71 =B.i,-1UMp . _

&re
We have that ¥ = g% A (8)" with ()" € newt <MB L ) . P,
Y17 o1 Ups )

satisfies the acceptance condition for p1Ugs at position iy, i.e., (8)" €

next (MBwirl > . Then, 9% = ( LA (5’)?6) , and let sequence 1
yP2 re

iy

U I3 i1+1 I3
B = Bﬁi1+1 — Bﬁi1+1 R Bﬁi1+2 — B ij+2 — ...,

and sequence 2

Uy 5 Tiq1+1 I3
i1 _; B(B/)”Jrl — B( i1+1 — B(ﬁ/)zl+2 — B(ﬁ/)zlJrZ — ...

B, /
(8)e ) e

be the sequences obtained by Procedure 1. Also, £ = ¢t A (¢’ )il, where

(¢")™ is the conjunction of elements of next (MB > \next <MB§Z.171 )
»P2

€171 01Uy
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that appear in 1. Then, £'L = (CT’% A (C’)g) , and let sequence 3
re

i I3 Ti1+1 I3
B i = Bci1+1 — Bci1+1 L B<i1+2 = B2 — ...,
re re re

and sequence 4

B(C/)il 7r_1% B(C/)i1+1 i) B(C/)i1+1 ﬂil—jl B(C/)i1+2 i) B(C/)i1+2 — ...

re re

be the sequences obtained by Procedure 1. Then, we obtain ?,B@ for

i € {iy+1,...,i3 — 1} following procedure 2 for sequences 2, and 3. We
apply inductively the construction for all 7;, 7 > 2. Observe that since ¢1Up2
does appear in the scope of a next operator, then whenever ¢Ups appears
as part of the conjunction of form A of the maximal formula of a state in
Pl P2 then it is obtained from a next formula of the non-empty ;U ps-
consistent subset of the previous state.

For every 2 <'m < k we obtain ﬁ”}v by applying the previous procedure
for Pp,—1 and Pl. Then, we set P2 = P.

We present the proof of Lemma 14.

Proof. Let ¢ = \/ (k; ANy) where k; € K, and ¢y € bDLTL (K, AP).
1<I<m
First, we assume that all §; (1 <j <n) are different from true and ¢ ¢
bLTL (K, AP), and we point out the following cases.
@ & = N €U with (U4 € bLTL (K, AP) for every i; €
1<ij<m;

{1,...,m;},5€{1,...,k},and for every j € {2,...,k}thereexistijl-,...,i}-lj €

j

ik o
{1,...,m;}, such that for every k € {1,...,h;}, 5(3’3) = 5(] %) for some
i e{1,...,5—1},iy € {1,...,mj }. Then, & = /\ (g(jviﬂ'))/, where

1<ij<m;
(g(j,ij))/ € next | M () for every i; € {1,...,m;}, je{l,...,k}.
Bﬁjvg I

Moreover, it holds ¢ € stLTL(K,AP), and thus ¢/ € bLTL(K,AP).
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Clearly,

© = (YUE) A /\ €U) | A /\ /\ £U5)

1<iz<my 2<5<k 1<ij<m,

.. .,k
ijﬁz},...,ijﬁsz

Let B, = {¢U&} U By, U M - . W
et By = {YUE} " U U Bg,.,f(”j) e can prove
1<5<k \1<4;<m; J
that By, is a (-consistent set following the arguments of proof of Lemma

i . o C . <7< <. < :
107 in [22]. Moreover, Mng ,S(Nj) - MB@,g(“J’) (1<j<k1<i;<my)

and By, € Mp, 4. Then, with the same arguments used in Lemma 10, we get

that ¢’ = (WUOAYA| N\ (€D Al A A (o)

1<ip<my 2<5<k 1<i;j<m;
o o hy
z]-;éz} ,...,z]-;ész

next (Be) . Therefore, (B,, T, By) is a next transition and

vB, (cp’) = UB, (W) . H vMng,,g(Ml) ((5(1,1'1)> >

1<iz<my

0 U S <(£Uv"j>)’>

2<j<k 1<ij<my; &

. ., by
Zj;éz},...,z]-;ézj]
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>vp, (V) ] UMB_ 1) <<€(1’i1)>,>

1< <my

11 11 e <<5<j,ij>>'>

2<j<k 1<i;j<m,

. ., .hy
zj;éz},...,zj;ézjj

11 ) G T ((gm)’)

. X
2<j<k 2J€{Z;Z;J} &8
/ !
=g, () ][ va, (€))
1<5<k

where the inequality is obtained using Lemma 10, Remark 1, and the same
arguments that are used in the proof of the corresponding inequality of
Lemma 12.
We have completed the proof of (i). We prove now (ii). The claim
of (ii) trivially holds for ¢ = ¢/, &] = &|. For 2 < j < k we set & =
A (€99)" It holds
1<i;<m;

zj;éz},...,zj;ész

o =wuoreal A () AL AN ()]

1<is <my 2<j<k | 1<i;<m;

.. . hy
zj;éz},...,zj;ézj]

and
ehe = | WU AU A&, A | N (| |
2<j<k e
Let now j € {2,...,k}. We consider now the infinite sequence of next and

e-reduction transitions

Byo B Byt = By1 T Byz = Bya ...
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with 40 = (5;.)T6 and vg, (41) #0 (i > 0). Clearly,

S N G (g(j”i‘”’)>

re re

Then, for X’ = (&)  and ¢° = (f(j’i})>//\.../\ <§(j’i?j)>/ , by

re
induction on 7 and Lemma 11, we obtain that for every ¢ > 0, there exist a
Are-consistent set By , and a (;.-consistent set Bg; , and formulas ML e
next (Byi ), ("' € next (B ) such that

i+l _ i+1 i+1
re _()‘re A re )7,67

and

UB ' =B ‘ VB, : .
i (@) (A1) v, (¢7)

For every ¢ > 0, UB,; (1/1“’1) # 0 and (¢, is boolean, hence UB,

)\1’;.‘6
(Ci—l—l) —1,

ie, vp (pith) = vB, (A1) for every i > 0. So, the sequence

%
re

By B By = By Bya 5 Bya ...
satisfies the lemma’s claim.

) I [ UOA | N & = @UOA | N &, weset B, =
1<j<k 1<j<k
re
{pUE U By U <1<U<kB§j>’ and we proceed in the same way.
<j<
Finally, we use the same arguments to prove our claim in the cases
where at least one of §; (1 < j < k) equals to true. m
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