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Abstract. The concept of structured occurrence nets is an extension of that of
occurrence nets which are directed acyclic graphs that represent causality and
concurrency information concerning a single execution of a distributed system.
The formalism of structured occurrence nets has been introduced to facilitate the
portrayal and analysis of the behaviours, and in particular failures, of complex
evolving systems. Such systems are composed of a large number of sub-systems
which may proceed concurrently and interact with each other and with the exter-
nal environment while their behaviour is subject to modification by other systems.
The purpose of this paper is to provide an extension of structured occurrence nets
to include models built up of acyclic nets rather than occurrence nets.

1 Introduction

The concept of structured occurrence nets [16420]] is an extension of that of occurrence
nets [11] which are directed acyclic graphs (a subclass of Petri nets) that represent
causality and concurrency information concerning a single execution of a distributed
system. The formalism of structured occurrence nets has been introduced to facili-
tate the portrayal and analysis of the behaviours, and in particular failures, of complex
evolving systems. Examples include a large hardware system which suffers component
break-downs, reconfigurations and replacements, a large distributed system whose soft-
ware is being continually updated (or patched), a gang of criminals whose membership
is changing, and an operational railway system that is being extended. (In these latter
cases we are regarding crimes and accidents as types of failure.) The underlying idea of
a structured occurrence net is to combine multiple related occurrence nets by using var-
ious formal relationships (in particular, abstractions) in order to express dependencies
among the component occurrence nets. By means of these relations, a structured occur-
rence net is able to portray a more explicit view of system activity, involving various
types of communication between subsystems, and of system upgrades, reconfigurations
and replacements than is possible with an occurrence net, so allowing one to document
and exploit behavioural knowledge of (actual or envisaged) complex evolving systems.

Communication structured occurrence nets are a basic variant of structured occur-
rence nets that enable the explicit representation of synchronous and asynchronous in-
teraction between communicating subsystems. A communication structured occurrence
net is composed of a set of distinct component occurrence nets representing separate
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subsystems. When it is determined that there is a potential for an interaction between
subsystems, an asynchronous or synchronous communication link can be made between
events in the different subsystems’ occurrence nets via a channel/buffer place.

Another variant of structured occurrence nets, behavioural structured occurrence
nets, conveys information about the evolution of individual systems. They use a two
level view to represent an execution history, with the lower level providing details of
its behaviours during the different evolution stages represented in the upper level view.
Thus a behavioural structured occurrence net gives information about the evolution of
an individual system, and the phases of the overall activity are used to represent each
successive stage of the evolution of this system.

This document extends and systematises the ideas contained in [16]], after allowing
backward non-determinism and forward non-determinism in the representation of the
components of a complex evolving system. This is achieved by replacing occurrence
nets with more general acyclic nets. As a result, it leads to communication structured
acyclic nets and behavioural structured acyclic nets generalising previously introduced
models.

2 Preliminaries

All sets used in the relational structures considered in this paper are finite which sim-
plifies some of the definitions and results. For two sets X and Y, X C Y means that X is
a proper subset of Y, i.e., X C Y and X # Y. The disjoint union of X and Y is denoted
by X WY, and nonempty sets Xi,...,X; form a partition of asets X if X = X1 ¥ --- W Xj.

For a binary relation R, xRy means that (x,y) € R. The composition of two binary re-
lations, R and Q, is a binary relation given by Ro Q = {(x,y) | 3z: xRz AzQy}. Moreover,
for every k > 1, w define:

Rk A R ifk=1
RoR 1 otherwise .
The first definition introduces notions related to partial orders which can be used,
e.g., to capture causality is concurrent behaviours.

Definition 1 (relations and orderings). Let X be a set and R C X x X.

. idy £ {(x,x) | x € X} is the identity relation on X.

. R is reflexive if idxy C R.

. Risirreflexive if RNidy = @.

. R is transitive if RoR C R.

. (X,R) is a partial order if R is irreflexive and transitive.

Rt 2 R'UR?U... is the transitive closure of R.

. Risacyclicif R" Nidy = @. O

N LA W~

The following facts follow directly from the definitions.
Proposition 1. Let X be a set and R C X x X.

1. If (X,R) is a partial order then R is acyclic.
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2. If Ris acyclic then (X,R™) is a partial order.
3. Risacycliciff there areno xy, ..., x (=x1) € X (k> 2) such that x\Rxy, . .., x;_1Rxy.

Rather than using sequences of events to represent possible executions of concurrent
systems, we will use sequences of sets of events. The following definition introduces
two useful notions related to such sequences.

Definition 2 (sequence of sets). Let 6 = X ... X be a sequence of sets and X be a set.

1. o £ X1 U---UXy denotes the set of elements occurring in .
2. olx £ (X1 NX)...(XxNX) denotes the restriction of © to the elements of X.
3. © |x is obtained from G|x by deleting all the occurrences of the empty set. &

Example 1. For 6 = {a,b}{a,c}{d}, Uo = {a,b,c,d}, Ol = {a,b}{a}D, and
0 Napy= {a.bHa}. ¢

When defining or proving properties of the elements of a set X for which we are
given an acyclic relation R, one can apply the principle of mathematical induction.
Typical patterns are as follows:

defining property P, for every x € X
First define Py for every x such that {y | yRx} = &. Then, for every other x € X,
define P, assuming that P, has been defined for each element y € X such that yR " x.
proving property P, for every x € X
First prove P, for every x such that {y | yRx} = &. Then, for every other x € X,
prove P, assuming that P holds for each element y € X such that yR™x.

3 Acyclic nets

This section is concerned with Petri nets which generalise occurrence nets and can
provide a direct support for causality analysis.

The following are intuitive explanations of the main concepts defined in this and
subsequent sections using terminology based on accident/crime investigations:

acyclic net
A basic fragment of ‘database’ of all facts (both actual or hypothetical represented
using places, transitions, and arcs linking them) accumulated during an investiga-
tion. Transitions (events) and places (conditions/local states) are related through ar-
rows representing causal and/or temporal dependencies. Hence, the representation
is required to be acyclic (this is a minimal requirement). Acyclic nets can represent
alternative ways of interpreting what has happened, and so may exhibit (backward
and forward) non-determinism.

backward deterministic acyclic net
An acyclic net such that for each event it is possible to state precisely which other
events must have preceded it.

occurrence net
An acyclic net providing a complete record of all causal dependencies between
events involved in a single ‘causal history’.
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Fig. 1. Acyclic nets with initial markings.
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Definition 3 (acyclic net). An acyclic net is a triple acnet = (P,T,F), where P and T
are disjoint finite sets of places and transitions respectively, and F C (P x T)U(T x P)
is the flow relation such that:

1. P is nonempty and F is acyclic.
2. Foreveryt € T, there are p,q € P such that pFt and tF q.

Notation: AN is the set of all acyclic nets. &

Graphically, places are represented by circles, transitions by boxes, and arcs between
the nodes (i.e., places and transitions) represent the flow relation. If it is important to
indicate explicitly acnet, we denote P, T, F by Pycnets Tucnets Facnet t€spectively.

In addition to the acyclicity of F, it is required that each event has at least one
pre-condition (pre-place) and at least one post-condition (post-place). Acyclic net can
exhibit backward non-determinism (more than one arrow incoming to a place) as well
as forward non-determinism (more than one arrow outgoing from a place).

Notation 1 (direct precedence in acyclic net) Let acnet be an acyclic net. To indicate
relationships between different nodes, for all x € Pycper U Tacner and X C Pacper U Tycner,
we denote the directly preceding and directly following nodes as follows:

x = preacnet (x) é {Z | ZFaCﬂE[x} X = preacnet (X) é U{.Z | zZ€ X}
x* = pOStacnet (x) é {Z | 'XFGCM’IZ} X* = pOStacnet (X) é U{Z. | zZ€ X} .

Moreover; the initial and final places are respectively given by:

P(;’;Ze[é{pEP|'p:®} and ngnezé{PGP|P.:®}.
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Note that having the notations like *x in addition to more explicit pre,,,., (x) helps to
keep some of the subsequent formulas short.

.re init in
Proposition 2. Pucner = Pygper WPOStyeper (Tacner) = chnez W Pre yener (Tacner), for every a-
cyclic net acnet.

Proof. Tt follows directly from the definitions. ad

Example 2. In Figure [[(a), acnet; is an acyclic net such that *ps = pre,g,., (P5) =

{Cad} anda® = pOStacnetl (a) = {P27P3}- Moreover, Pai’Z‘Zetl = {pl} and Pt];:netl = {P47P5}-
¢

3.1 Subnets of acyclic nets

It is often desirable to analyse substructures of records represented by nets where only
some of the events are included.

Definition 4 (subnet of acyclic net). A friple net = (P,T,F) is a subnet of an acyclic
net acnet if @ # P C Pyenet, T C Tyener, F = Facng[|(P><T)U(T><P), and, for everyt € T:

{p | (pvt) € F} = preacnet (t) and {p | (t’p) S F} = pOStacnet (t) .
Notation: net C acnet. &

Note that a transition included in a subnet retains its pre-places and post-places; in other
words, it retains its local environment.

Proposition 3. A subnet of an acyclic net is also an acyclic net.

Proof. Tt follows directly from the definitions and the fact that a subset of an acyclic
relation is also an acyclic relation. a

The next notion captures not only a structural inclusion between acyclic nets, but it
is also intended to correspond to inclusion of the behaviours they capture.

Definition 5 (co-initial subnet of acyclic net). An acyclic net acnet is a co-initial sub-
H H init __ pinit
net of an acyclic net acnet' if acnet C acnet’ and Pyyt,, = P .

Notation: acnet C acnet . &
Proposition 4. Let acnet C acnet be acyclic nets.

1. Pacnes = P™ & posty eyt (Tucner)-

cnet’
2. acnet = acnet iff Tyenet = Tyener'-

Proof. (1) By Proposition ] acnet is an acyclic net, and so, by Proposition 2 we
have Pucner = Pyyres & POSty e (Tucner) - Hence, by Definitions [l and Bl Pycper = P!,
POSt;cper (TGCVWI)'

(2) The (=) implication is obvious. To show the (<) implication, suppose that

Tacnet = Tyener - Then, by part (1) and Proposition[2]

it init
Pacner = P(;Z;wt’ W POStycyper (TaC'lEf) = Pl,ll:,l‘;’let, & POSt,cer (Tacnet’) = Pacnet’ .

Moreover, by Definition 4] Feper = Fyeper - Hence acnet = acnet'. O
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3.2 Subclasses of acyclic nets

The next definition introduces acyclic nets which will represent individual causal histo-
ries.

Definition 6 (occurrence net). An occurrence net is an acyclic net such that |*p| < 1
and |p*| < 1, for every place p.
Notation: ON is the set of all occurrence nets. &

Occurrence nets exhibit both backward determinism and forward determinism. We also
consider acyclic nets where only the forward non-determinism is allowed.

Definition 7 (backward deterministic acyclic net). A backward deterministic acyclic
net is an acyclic net such that |*p| < 1, for every place p.
Notation: BDAN is he set of all backward deterministic acyclic nets. &

In the literature, backward deterministic acyclic nets are sometimes called nonde-
terministic occurrence nets or even occurrence nets (in which case occurrence nets as
defined above are called deterministic occurrence nets).

Example 3. In Figure[Il bdaner, is a backward deterministic acyclic net, while ocnet;
and ocnet, are both occurrence nets. &

Proposition 5. ON C BDAN C AN.

Proof. The inclusions ON C BDAN C AN follow directly from the definitions. More-
over, in Figure[ll acner; € AN\ BDAN and bdanet; € BDAN\ ON. O

4 Step sequence semantics of acyclic nets

We now introduce notions related to the behaviour of acyclic nets. The intuition behind
them is as follows:

marking
A global state of a possible execution history of the system modelled by a net.
initial and final markings
There is always a single initial global state. In general, there is more than one final
global state, which corresponds to the fact that a single net may capture alternative
execution histories.
step
A set of events which might have occurred simultaneously and effected a move
from one global state to another.
enabled step
A step which can be executed at a global state thanks to all its input places being
present/marked.
mixed step sequence
An alternating sequence of global states and executed steps transforming one global
state into another.
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Fig. 2. Executing mixed step sequence {p1 H{a}) {p2,p3{B}) {pa, p3}[{c}) {pa,ps } and show-
ing the consecutive snapshots (i) — (if) — (iii) — (iv).

reachable marking
A global state which can be obtained by executing a sequence of steps starting from
the initial marking.

scenario
An occurrence net providing a representation of a system history.

well-formed acyclic net
An acyclic net where each execution history from the initial state has an unambigu-
ous interpretation in terms of causality and concurrency.

Definition 8 (step and marking of acyclic net). Let acnet be an acyclic net.

1. steps(acnet) & {U € P(Tyener) \ {@} |Vt Zu € U : *tN*u = 3} are the steps.
2. me_lr_l(ings(qqnet) £ P(Pyener) are the markings.
3. Mt £ pinit g the initial marking. O

acnet acne,

Graphically, markings are indicated by black tokens placed inside the corresponding
circles.
Note that in a step no two transitions can share a pre-place.

Example 4. For the acyclic nets acnet; and bdanet; depicted in Figure [[(a,b), we
have steps(acnet,) = steps(bdanet;) = {U € P({a,b,c,d})\{@}|c¢ UVd ¢ U} and
Minit — Minit — {pl}- <>

acnety bdanet;

Definition 9 (enabled and executed step of acyclic net). Let M be a marking of an
acyclic net acnet.
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(iii)

Fig. 3. Executing mixed step sequence {p; }[{a}){p2,p3}[{P,c}) {ps, ps} and showing the con-
secutive snapshots (i) — (i) — (iii).

1. enabledyene:(M) = {U € steps(acnet) | *U C M} are the steps enabled at M.
2. A step U € enabledyene:(M) can be executed and yield M' = (M UU*®) \ *U.
Notation: M|U),,,.; M. &
Enabling a step in a global state amounts to having all its pre-places marked. The execu-
tion of such a step adds tokens to all its post-places and then removes tokens from all its
pre-places. Note that in the standard Petri net semantics the execution of a step leads to
M' = (M\*U)UU?*, which yields a different result unless *U NU*® = &. However, the
latter always holds when the acyclic net is well-formed, as defined later in this paper.

Definition 10 (mixed step sequence and step sequence of acyclic net). Let My, ..., M;
(k > 0) be markings and Uy, ... Uy be steps of an acyclic net acnet such that we have
M1 [Ui) yoper Mi, for every 1 <i <k.
1. u=MyU M, .. .M_1UM,;isamixed step sequence from M to M.
2. 0 =U;...Uy is a step sequence from My to M.

The above two notions are denoted by Mo[IL)) yones Mk and Mo[O) yonor M, respectively.
Moreover, My|0),,,..; denotes that & is a step sequence enabled My, and My|),,,,.. Mk
denotes that My, is reachable from M.

acnet

If k =0 then u = My and the corresponding step sequence o is the empty sequence
denoted by A.
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In the last definition, the starting point of an execution is an arbitrary marking. The
next definition introduces a number of behavioural notions, assuming in each case that
the starting point of system executions is the default initial marking.

Definition 11 (behaviour of acyclic net). The following sets capture various beha-
vioural notions related to step sequences and reachable markings of an acyclic net
acnet.

~

. sseq(acnet) £ {o | M, [6),,. M} step sequences.

mixsseq(acner) 2 {11 | M, (1,00 M} mixed step sequences.
3. maxsseq(acnet) = {o € sseq(acnet) | =3U : oU € sseq(acnet)}

maximal step sequences.
4. maxmixsseq(acnet) £ {u € mixsseq(acnet) | -3U,M : uUM € mixsseq(acnet)}

maximal mixed step sequences.

5. reachable(acnet) = {M | MM [ M} reachable markings.
6. finreachable(acnet) £ {M | 3o € maxsseq(acnet) : M™ [6) ..M}

final reachable markings.
7. fseq(acnet) = {U;... Uy € sseq(acnet) |k>1 = |Uj|=--- = |Uy| = 1}
firing sequences.

¢

We can treat individual transitions as singleton steps; for instance, a step sequence
{t}{u}{w,v}{z} can be denoted by ru{w,v}z.

Example 5. The following hold for the acyclic net in Figure dl(5).

. sseq(bdanet|) = {A,a,ab,ac,ad,abc,acb,abd,adb,a{b,c},a{b,d}}.

. mixsseq(bdanet1) = {{p1},{p1}a{p2, p3}, {1 }a{p2. p3}{b,c}{pa, ps}.... }.

. maxsseq(bdanet,) = {abc,acb,a{b,c},abd,adb,a{b,d}}.

. maxmixsseq(bdanet;) = {{p1}a{p2,p3{b,c}{ps,ps},...}.

. reachable(bdanet,) = {{p1},{p2, p3}.{p2,ps}.{p2, P} {pa.p3}.... }-

. finreachable(bdanet;) = {{pa, ps},{p4,pe}}

. fseq(bdanet;) = {A,a,ab,ac,ad,abc,acb,abd,adb}.

Moreover, Figures2land[Blshow consecutive snapshots of acyclic nets involved in mixed
step sequences. &

N

N O\ A W=

The next result shows that it is always possible to arbitrarily serialise an enabled
step and, as a result, relate the step sequence based semantics and the firing sequence
based semantics.

Proposition 6. Let acnet be an acyclic net and U = {t,. ..t} be a step enabled at a
marking M.

1. IfU' and U" form a partition of U, then M[U'U")

2. M[{tl} e {tk}>acnel'
Proof. (1) Clearly, U’ is a step enabled at M. Let M[U"),,,.,M'. We observe that U” is
enabled at M’ which follows from *U U*U"” C M (see Definition[0(1)), *U'N*U" = &
(see Definition[8(1)), and Definition0(2). Hence M[U'U"),,...-

(2) As for k = 1 there is nothing to show, suppose that k > 1. Then U’ = {f;} and

U" ={1,...,5} form a partition of U. Hence, by part (1), M[{r; }{t2,...,1})
repeating the same argument k — 1 times, we obtain M[{f;}... {5 })

acnet*®

acnet - BY
O

acnet *
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4.1 Behaviour of subnets of acyclic nets

The structural inclusion of acyclic nets sharing the initial marking implies inclusion of
the behaviours they generate.

Proposition 7. Let acnet C acnet’ be acyclic nets. Then f(acnet) C f(acnet’), for f =
mixsseq, sseq, reachable, fseq.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that mixsseq(acnet) C mixsseq(acnet’).
Let u = MoU M ... M;_1UM; € mixsseq(acnet). Then p € mixsseq(acnet’) which
follows from M,,.,. = My = M'"! , (see Definition[3) and, for every 0 < i < k, we have

acne
Mi|Uis1) M; 1 which follows from M;[Uj 1) ;. Mi+1 and Definition @l O

acnet’

Due to being both backward-deterministic and forward-deterministic, occurrence
nets exhibit additional useful behavioural properties.

Proposition 8. Let 6 = U ...Uy (k > 0) be a sequence of nonempty sets of transitions
of an occurrence net ocnet, and M be a reachable marking of ocnet. Moreover; let
T=Uo.

1. o € sseq(ocnet) iff for every 1 <i <k, UN(UU---UU;_1) = & and
‘Cu)cuU- VU,

where Uy U---UU;_1 = @ fori=1.

& € sseq(ocner) implies Mt [0),0,., (Mt UT*)\ °T.

Tocner = U{Ug | é € Sseq(OCHEt)}'

4. MU), M implies U’ € enabledyene:(M'), for every U’ € enabledyene:(M) such
thatUNU' = @.

5. maxsseq(ocnet) = {& € sseq(ocnet) | UE = Tocner}-

N

6. finreachable(ocner) = {PI",}. N
7. Ift € enabled,cne:(M), then t € enabledoener(M') and MY D oener M Doenes Mo Where
M' = (Pylie V)V for V = {u € Tocner | uF "t}
Proof. 1f follows from the standard properties of occurrence nets. a

That is, an occurrence net is deterministic in the sense that each transition has a fixed
set of direct or indirect predecessors which have to occur first before the transition is
executed (see Proposition[8[(1,7)), and once it is enabled no other transition can disable
it (see Proposition [B(4)). Moreover, all the transitions can be executed (see Proposi-
tion [8(3)), the order in which transitions are executed does not influence the resulting
marking (see Proposition[8[2)), the maximal step sequences are those which use all the
transitions, and there is exactly one final marking (see Proposition[§|(6)).

5 Causality in acyclic nets

There is a straightforward way of introducing causality in acyclic nets by looking at
their step sequences. The idea can be explained as follows.
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Let ¢ and u be two transitions of an acyclic net acnet. Then u is a cause of t if,
for every step sequence cU € sseq(acnet) such that ¢ € U, it is the case that u
occurs in ©.

One can check that if u is a cause of ¢ in the above sense, then uF,’,,t. In other words,

if u is a cause of ¢ then there must be a direct path from u to ¢ in the graph of acnet.
The converse, however, does not hold. For instance, Figure [(a) depicts an acyclic net
in which there is a directed path from « to c, but there is also a step sequence {b}{c} in
which c¢ is not preceded by an occurrence of a.

However, when acnet is a backward deterministic acyclic net, then uF,.,,t implies
that u is a cause of 7. This is often referred to as backward determinism. Forward de-
terminism is an additional property enjoyed by occurrence nets. It means, for example,
that an enabled transition cannot be disabled by executing another transition. Also, after
executing an arbitrary step sequence, it is possible to continue the execution until all the
transitions have been executed.

A conclusion of the above short discussion is that causality can be investigated by
using purely graph theoretic concepts (in this case, directed paths in the graphs of acyc-
lic nets).

p -0
©O— (a)

pP1 P1

@*IZI\ P3 P4 @ P3 P4
P O—{- O » [ O
S G

()

Fig. 4. An acyclic net (a) and its two maximal scenarios (b, c), with their initial markings.

6 Well-formed acyclic nets

A fundamental consistency criterion applied to acyclic nets is well-formedness. Its
essence is to ensure an unambiguous representation of causality in behaviours they
represent. The definition of a well-formed acyclic net is derived from the notion of a
well-formed step sequence.

Definition 12 (well-formed step sequence of acyclic net). A step sequence U, ...Uy
of an acyclic net is well-formed if the following hold:
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1. t*Nu* =g, forevery | <i<kandallt #u € U,
2. Ul-'ﬂUj’ZQ,foralllSi<j§k. &

In a well-formed step sequence of an acyclic net, no place receives a token more than
once. It then follows, eg.g., that in such a step sequence no place is a pre-place of an
executed step more than once, the order of execution of transitions does not influence
the resulting marking, and each step sequence can be sequentialised to a firing sequence.

Proposition 9. Let ¢ = U, ...Uy be a well-formed step sequence of an acyclic net
acnet, and M . = MoU M| ... My_ UMy, be the corresponding mixed step sequence.

acnet

Moreover; let T =\Jo and U; = {t},... 1"}, for every 1 <i<k.

1. *U;NU? =g, forevery 1 <i<k.

2.UNU; =@ andUNU; =@, forall 1 <i< j<k

3. My =Mmt UT®\ " T.

4. t] "l € fseq(acnet).

5. enabledgener (M) Nenabledgene: (M) C enabledgene (M), forall 1 <i< j<m<n.

Proof. (1) Suppose that p € *U;NU;. Then p ¢ M™! and so there is j < i such that
p € U3, contradicting Definition [12(2).

(2) UinU; = @ follows from Definition[12(2).

Suppose that p € *U;N*U;. Then, by Definition[9(2) and part (1), p € M;_; N\ M;_; and
p & M;. Thus p ¢ My =M™, and there are t € Uy U---UU;—y and u € U1 U---UU;j_4
such that p € r* Nu®, contradicting Definition [12/(2). 4

(3) If follows from the fact that, for a given place p, at most one transition ti’ be-
longs to ®p (see Definition[12)), at most one transition tl-j belongs to p*® (see part (2) and
Definition[8(1)), and if p ¢ M, then there must exist #" € *p with [ < j.

@) Lett; = tl-l .. .tl-'"i , for every 1 <i < k. It suffices to observe that if 0 <i < k and
Ty...T; € fseq(acnet), where Ty = A, then 7y... 7y € fseq(acnet). Indeed, since o is
well-formed, so is 7y ... 7. Hence, by part (3), Mo[To. . . Ti),ene; Mi- Thus, by Proposi-
tion[6(2), 79 ... 711 € fseq(acner).

(5) Suppose that 1 € enabled,cne:(M;) N enabledgener(Min) \ enabledycne:(M;). Then
there is p € *t such that p € M; \M,, \ M;. Hence p & P!, ' p e (UyU---UU;)* and
p € (Ujy1U---UUy)®, contradicting Definition [[2(2). 0

To develop a sound treatment of causality in an acyclic net, it is required that all
step sequences are well-formed. Moreover, it is required that a well-formed acyclic net
has no redundant transitions which can never be executed from the initial marking.

Definition 13 (well-formed acyclic net). An acyclic net is well-formed if each transi-
tion occurs in at least one step sequence and all the step sequences are well-formed.
Notation: WFAN is the set of all well-formed acyclic nets. &

Example 6. The acyclic nets in Figure [[{a, b) are well-formed, but the acyclic net in
FigureM(a) is not.

The reason why the acyclic net in Figure B(a) is not well-formed can be explained in
terms of OR-causality which it exhibits. Intuitively, one can execute a and b first, and
then c. It is, however, impossible to state in such a case whether ¢ was caused by a or by
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b (we know, by looking at Figure (b, ¢) that only one of a and b is needed to cause c).
In the context of an investigation, one would presumably attempt to ‘repair’ the acyclic
net in Figure [{a) to resolve the problem. Two possible outcomes of such an attempt
are depicted in Figure[5} O

Checking that an acyclic net is well-formed can be done by looking just at its firing
sequences.

Proposition 10. An acyclic net acnet is well-formed iff each transition occurs in at
least one firing sequence and all the firing sequences are well-formed.

Proof. (=) Since fseq(acnet) C sseq(acnet), it suffices to show that each transition
occurs in at least one firing sequence. This, however, follows from acnet being well-
formed and and Proposition[9l4).

(«<=) Since fseq(acnet) C sseq(acnet), it suffices to show that each step sequence
is well-formed. If this is not the case, then there is U; ... Uy € sseq(acnet) (k > 1) such
that Uy ...U;_; is well-formed and U, ... Uy, is not well-formed. Let U; = {tl-l, e ,tl-'"i
for every 1 < i < k. Then, by Propositions [6(2) andI3,4), T =1¢] ...e{" ...t ..t} €
fseq(acnet). Hence, since 7 is well-formed, o is also well-formed, yielding a contradic-
tion. O

bl

Well-formedness is ensured when backward non-determinism is not allowed.

Proposition 11. All step sequences of a backward deterministic acyclic net are well-
formed.

Proof. 1If the result does not hold then, by Propositions[6l2) and[0(4), there is t; ...t €
fseq(acnet) (k > 1) such that 7; ... is well-formed and #; ...7¢ is not well-formed.
Hence there is i < k such that t? N¢* # &. Take any p € °t. Since acnet is backward
deterministic, #; = 7. Hence i < k and there is i < j < k such that p € 17. As p ¢ Mmimit
and p € *f;, there is 1 < m < isuch that p € ¢;,. This, however, contradicts ; ... being
well-formed. a

All occurrence nets are well-formed.
Proposition 12. ON C WFAN C AN.

Proof. Clearly, WFAN C AN. Moreover, ON C WFAN follows from ON C BDAN and
Propositions[8(3) and [[1l Moreover, bdanet; € WFAN \ ON in Figure[d] and the acyclic
net in Figure[(a) is not well-formed. a

7 Scenarios in acyclic nets

An acyclic net may exhibit both forward and backward nondeterminism and, as a result,
represent several different possible execution histories. The role of the next notion is to
identify structurally all such execution histories which can then be inspected, simulated,
and analysed.
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Fig. 5. Well-formed acyclic nets.

Scenarios of an acyclic net are acyclic subnets which start at the same initial mark-
ing and are both backward and forward deterministic. As a result, each scenario repre-
sents a distinct execution history with clearly determined causal relationships. Scenar-
ios are much more abstract than (mixed) step sequences, as one scenario will in general
correspond to many step sequences.

Definition 14 (scenario and maximal scenario of acyclic net). A scenario of an a-
cyclic net acnet is an occurrence net ocnet such that ocnet C acnet. Moreover, ocnet is
maximal if there is no scenario ocnet' # ocnet such that ocnet C ocnet T acnet.

Notation: scenarios(acnet) and maxscenarios(acnet) are respectively the sets of all sce-
narios and maximal scenarios of acnet. &

Intuitively, scenarios represent possible executions (concurrent histories), which are
both deterministic and consistent with the dependencies implied by the flow relation.
Maximal scenarios are complete in the sense that they cannot be extended.

Although scenarios represent behaviours of acyclic nets in a different way than
(mixed) step sequences, there is a close relationship between these two approaches. In
particular, scenarios do not generate executions which are not generated by the original
acyclic net.

Proposition 13. |J f(scenarios(acnet)) C f(acnet), for every acyclic net acnet and f =
mixsseq, sseq, reachable, fseq.

Proof. Tt follows from Definition[I4] and Proposition[7} a
The inclusions in the above result cannot be reversed.

Example 7. Consider the (non-well-formed) acyclic net acnet in Figure[(a) which gen-
erates step sequence 6 = {a,b}{c}. It has exactly two maximal scenarios shown in
Figure (b, c), neither of which can execute o. &

Definition [[4] introduced scenarios in a structural way. An alternative is to do this
behaviourally, through well-formed step sequences.

Definition 15 (scenario of well-formed step sequence of acyclic net). The scenario
induced by a well-formed step sequence © of an acyclic net acnet is the triple:

scenariogene () = (P, T, Fucnet|(pxT)U(TxP))

where T =)o and P = P, Upostye,e; (T)- &

acnet
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Example 8. In Figure[Il ocnet; = scenarioaener, ({a}{b,c}). Note that ocnet; can also
be derived as scenariogener, ({a}{b}{c}) or scenariogener, ({a}{c}{b}). O

Scenarios induced by well-formed step sequences are also scenarios in the structural
sense. Moreover, maximal step sequences induce maximal scenarios.

Proposition 14. Let o be a well-formed step sequence of an acyclic net acnet.

1. scenariogee(0) € scenarios(acnet) and 6 € maxsseq(scenariogener(0)).
2. o € maxsseq(acnet) implies scenariogee;(0) € maxscenarios(acnet).

Proof. Let o, P, and T be as in Definition Moreover, let ocnet = scenariogene:(0),
and 4 = MoU M, ... My_ UM, € mixsseq(acnet) be such that c = U, ... Uy.

(1) By Definitions[9] [[1] [0l and[T3] we have P = My U --- UM; and pre,,., (T ) C
P. Hence, by Definitions [4] and 3] ocnet is an acyclic net such that ocnet C acnet.
Moreover, by Definitions [12] and [8(1), and Proposition [0(2), ocnet is an occurrence
net. Hence ocnet € scenarios(acnet). It then follows from Proposition [B[1), Defini-
tion [I0(1), and ocner € ON that Proposition B[(1,5) can be applied to conclude that
0 € maxsseq(scenariogener(0)).

(2) By part (1), ocnet € scenarios(acnet). If ocnet ¢ maxscenarios(acnet), then there
is ocnet € ON such that ocnet C ocnet T acnet and T = Tyepes C Tpeper- By Proposi-
tion[7l o € sseq(ocner’). Hence, by Proposition [8(5), o ¢ maxsseq(ocnet’). This pro-
duces a contradiction with o € maxsseq(acnet) and Proposition[7] ad

Following an observation made in Example[§] two well-formed step sequences in-
duce the same scenario iff they involve exactly the same transitions.

Proposition 15. Let 6 and o’ be well-formed step sequences of an acyclic net acnet.
Then scenarioge,e:(0) = scenariogee:(0') iff Jo =o'

Proof. Tt follows directly from Definition a
Well-formedness of acyclic nets can be re-phrased in terms of their scenarios.

Proposition 16. The following statements are equivalent, for every acyclic net.

1. The acyclic net is well-formed.

2. Each transition occurs in at least one scenario, and each step sequence is a step
sequence of at least one scenario.

3. Each transition occurs in at least one scenario, and each firing sequence is a firing
sequence of at least one scenario.

Proof. Let acnet be an acyclic net.

(1) = (2) Suppose that 6 € sseq(acnet). Since ¢ is well-formed, by Proposi-
tion[14{(1), scenario,ene:(0) € scenarios(acnet) and ¢ € sseq(scenariogeyer(0)).

Suppose now that ¢ € Tyener. Since acnet is well-formed, there is ¢ € sseq(acnet) in
which 7 occurs. Moreover, as just shown, & € sseq(scenariogene:(0)).

(2) = (3) Obvious.



16 Structured Acyclic Nets

(3) = (1) Suppose that not all step sequences of acnet are well-formed. Then
there is cU € sseq(acnet) such that ¢ is well-formed and oU is not. Hence, by Propo-
sitions[6(2) and[013,4), there is a firing sequence 77" € fseq(acnet) such that Jo = J 7
and U = 7. Clearly, 77’ is not well-formed. On the other hand, there is ocnet €
scenarios(acnet) such that 77’ € sseq(ocnet), contradicting Proposition [Tl O

Each (maximal) step sequence of a well-formed acyclic net induces a (maximal)
scenario and, conversely, each (maximal) scenario is induced by a (maximal) step se-
quence. Therefore, the structurally and behaviourally defined scenarios coincide.

Proposition 17. Let acnet be a well-formed acyclic net.

1. scenarios(acnet) = scenariogene (sseq(acnet)).
2. maxscenarios(acnet) = scenariogene; (maxsseq(acnet)).

Proof. The (2) inclusions follow from Proposition 14l

(1) To show the (C) inclusion, suppose that ocnet € scenarios(acnet), and take any
o € maxsseq(ocnet). By Propositions[8(5) and[13] 6 = T,ener and o € sseq(acner).
Hence scenarioyene:(0) = ocnet and scenariogene(0) = scenariogene: (o). As a result,
ocnet € scenariogene (sseq(acnet)).

(2) To show the (C) inclusion, suppose that ocner € maxscenarios(acnet), and take
any ¢ € maxsseq(ocnet) C sseq(acnet). By the proof of part (1), we have ocnet €
scenariogener(sseq(acnet)). Suppose that o ¢ maxsseq(acnet). Then there is € Tyener
such that ot € sseq(acnet). We then observe that ocnet C scenariogene:(0t) and ocnet #
scenariogener(Ot), contradicting the maximality of ocnet. ad

Behaviours of acyclic nets correspond to the joint behaviour of their scenarios.
Proposition 18. Let acnet be a well-formed acyclic net.

1. f(acnet) = f(scenarios(acnet)), Jor f = sseq, mixsseq, reachable, fseq.
2. f(acnet) = f(maxscenarios(acnet)),
for f = maxsseq, maxmixsseq, finreachable.

Proof. (1) The (D) inclusions follow from Proposition 13l The (C) inclusion for f =
sseq follows from the second part of Proposition[T4(1). The remaining inclusions follow
from this and Definition[3]

(2) It suffices to consider f = maxsseq.

To show the (C) inclusions, suppose that ¢ € maxsseq(acnet). Then, by Proposi-
tion [[4(2), scenarioe,er(0) € maxscenarios(acnet). Moreover, by Proposition [T4(1),
0 € maxsseq(scenariogene(0)).

To show the (D) inclusions, suppose that ocnet € maxscenarios(acnet) and o €
maxsseq(ocnet) C sseq(acnet). If o ¢ maxsseq(acnet), then there is t € Tyeper Such
that o € sseq(acnet). Hence ocnet C scenariogene:(0t) and ocnet # scenariogene (Ot ),
contradicting the maximality of ocnet. a

In well-formed acyclic nets, all parts of their structure are relevant as they are cov-
ered by the scenarios in a graph-theoretic way.
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Proposition 19. X,cner = U{Xocner | ocnet € scenarios(acnet)}, for every well-formed
acyclic net acnet and X = P,T,F.

Proof. The (D) inclusions follow from Definitions [4] and [l The (C) inclusions follow
from Proposition[I6and Definitions d and O

Proposition 20. scenarios(acner) C scenarios(acnet’), for all acyclic nets acnet and
acnet satisfying acnet C acnet'.

Proof. It follows directly from the definitions. O

The next result shows that an occurrence net has exactly one maximal scenario
(itself), which can be interpreted as saying it is a precise representation of a single
execution history.

Proposition 21. maxscenarios(ocnet) = {ocnet}, for every occurrence ocnet.

Proof. By Definition[I4] ocnet € maxscenarios(ocnet).
Suppose that ocnef € maxscenarios(ocnet) \ {ocnet}. Then, ocnef’ C ocnet C ocnet
and ocnet’ # ocnet. This, however, yields a contradiction with Definition[14] O

8 Communication structured acyclic nets

Communication Structured Acyclic Nets (CSA-nets) are a generalisation of Communi-
cation Structured Occurrence Nets (CSO-nets) introduced and discussed in [20122116]].
In [23l14], cSO-nets were used to to deal with cybercrime and major accidents, and [[17]
demonstrated CSO-nets can be used as a framework for visualising and analysing be-
haviour of complex evolving systems. Other works on CSO-nets were related to prove-
nance [19] and timed behaviours [13]. This section introduces nets which generalise
Cso-nets by being based on acyclic nets rather than occurrence nets.
The following are intuitive explanations of the main concepts:

communication structured acyclic net (CSA-net)
A ‘database’ consisting of a number of disjoint acyclic nets which communicate
through special buffer/channel places. CSA-nets can exhibit backward and forward
non-determinism. They can contain cycles restricted to the buffer places.
buffer place
A place allowing synchronous or asynchronous transfer of tokens. A cycle involv-
ing only buffer places ‘implements’ synchronous communication.
communication structured occurrence net (CSO-net)
A cSA-net providing full and unambiguous record of all causal dependencies be-
tween the events involved in a single ‘causal history’.
backward deterministic CSA-net (BDCSA-net)
A CSA-net net providing unambiguous record of causal dependencies.
scenario
A Cso0-net providing a representation of a system history.
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well-formed CSA-net
A CSA-net where each execution history from the initial state has an unambiguous
interpretation in terms of causality and concurrency.
projected mixed step sequence
A mixed step sequence restricted to the nodes of a component acyclic net.
projected step sequence
A step sequence restricted to the transitions of a component acyclic.
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Fig. 6. Communication structured acyclic nets.

Definition 16 (CSA-net). A communication structured acyclic net (or CSA-net) is a fu-
ple csan = (acnety, ... ,acnet,,Q,W) (n > 1) such that:
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1. acnety,... acnet, are well-formed acyclic nets with disjoint sets of nodes (i.e.,
places and transitions). We also denote:

A A
Pesan = acnet| U---u Pacnet,, Ocsan =0
A

A
Tesan = Tacnetl u---u Tacnet,, Wesan =W
A A .
Fesan = Facnetl U UFacnet,, netcsan,i = acnet; (for 1<i< n) .

2. Qs a finite set of buffer places disjoint from Pegan U Tegan.
. WC (Q X Tcsan) U (Tcsan X Q) is a set Ofarcs'
4. For every buffer place q:

w

(a) There is at least one transition t such that tWq.
(b) IftWq and gWu then transitions t and u belong to different component acyclic
nets.

Notation: CSAN is the set of all CSA-nets. &

That is, in addition to requiring the disjointness of the component acyclic nets and the
buffer places, it is required that buffer places pass tokens between different acyclic nets.
Hence, if n = 1, then csan = (acnet;, &, &) and so the CSA-net csan can be identified
with its only component acyclic net acnet; (not only structurally, but also syntactically,
as will be shown later).

Notation 2 (direct precedence in CSA-net) Lef csan = (acnety,...,acnet,,Q,W) be a
CSA-net, x € Pegan U Tesan U Qcsan, and X C Pregan U Tegan U Qcsan- Then

precsan ('x) é {y | yFCS(lﬂ-x \/ chsan-x} precsan (X) é U{precsan (Z) | < e X}
pOStCS(I}’l (x) é {y | 'XFCSllﬂy \/ -XWCSllﬂy} pOStL’SIll‘l (X) é U{pOStCY{l}’l (Z) | < E X}

denote direct predecessors and successors of x and X, respectively. Moreover,
init A pinit init fin & pfin fin
Pcsan - Pacnetl U---u Pacnet,, and Pcsan - chnetl U---u Pacnetn U (QCS(M \ PrCcsan (TCSG’!))

are the initial and final places of csan, respectively. &

Note that no buffer place is an initial place.

Proposition 22. Prgqn W Qcsan = P Wpost ., (Tesan) = Pin w pre.oan (Tesan), for every
CSA-net csan.

Proof. Tt follows directly from the definitions. ad

Example 9. Figure [6la) depicts a CSA-net csan; such that pre,,, (ps) = {b,d} and
pOStcsanl (6‘) = {qlvpﬁ}' Moreover, Pcl?tll[n] = {Pl,PS}- ¢
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8.1 Subnets in CSA-nets
The next notion captures a structural inclusion between CSA-nets.

Definition 17 (subnet of CSA-net). Let csan = (acnety, ... ,acnet,,Q,W) and csan’ =
(acnety, ... acnet,,Q',\W') be CSA-nets. Then csan is included in csan’ if the following
hold:

1. acnet; C acnetg, forevery 1 <i<n.
2.0CQ.
3. PIC san (t) =PI an (t) and POst; 4, (t) = POSt gy (t)’ for every t € Tegan.

Notation: csan C csan'. &

Note that a transition included in a subnet retains its pre-places and post-places, includ-
ing the buffer places; in other words, it retains its local environment.

Proposition 23. Let csan C csan’ be CSA-nets. Then Qcsan € Qesan' and Wesan € Weoggw-

Proof. 1t suffices to show Qcsan C Qesan- Let ¢ € Qcsan. By Definition [T6(4a), there is

t € Togan such that tW,g,q. Hence, by Definition[T7(2), tW, v q. Thus ¢ € O eam - O

The next notion captures not only a structural inclusion between CSA-nets, but it is
also intended to correspond to inclusion of the behaviours they capture.

Definition 18 (co-initial subnet of CSA-net). A CSA-net csan is a co-initial subnet of
a CSA-net csan' if csan C csan' and Plyy, = P,
Notation: csan C csan’. &

Note that if csan and csan’ are as in Definition then csan T csan’ iff acnet; C
acnet,, for every 1 <i<n.

Proposition 24. Let csan C csan’ be CSA-nets.

1. Pegan = P™ wpost ., (Tesan)-

csan
! -
2. csan = csan’ iff Tesan = Tprgy-

Proof. (1) It follows from Proposition[d{(1) as well as Definitions[T6(4a) and[I7}2).
(2) The (=) implication is obvious, and the (<) implication follows from Propo-
sition[4)2) as well as Definitions[16[4a),[17(2), and |

8.2 Subclasses of CSA-nets
The next definition introduces CSA-nets representing individual causal histories.

Definition 19 (CSO-net). A communication structured occurrence net (or CSO-net) is
cson € CSAN such that:

1. The component acyclic nets belong to ON.

2. [ preceo, (q)] = 1 and [postyg,, (9)| < 1, for every g € Qcson-
3. No place in Peson belongs to a cycle in the graph of Feson U Weson.
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Notation: CSON is the set of all CSO-nets. &

That is, only cycles involving buffer places are allowed. CSO-nets exhibit backward
determinism and forward determinism.

Example 10. Figure[6(b,c,d) depict CSO-nets. &
We also consider CSA-nets with only forward nondeterminism.

Definition 20 (BDCSA-net). A backward deterministic communication structured a-
cyclic net (or BDCSA-net) is bdcsan € CSAN such that:

1. The component acyclic nets belong to BDAN.
2. |prebdcsan (Q)l =1, for every q € Opdcsan-

Notation: BDCSAN is the set of all BDCSA-nets. &
BDCSA-nets exhibit backward determinism, but forward determinism is not required.
Proposition 25. CSON C BDCSAN C CSAN.

Proof. Tt follows directly from Proposition[3 and the definitions. O

9 Step sequence semantics of CSA-nets

The intuition behind the step sequence semantics of CSA-net is similar as in the case of
acyclic nets, and so the terminology used will also be similar.

Definition 21 (step and marking of CSA-net). Let csan be a CSA-net.

1. steps(csan) £ {U € P(Tesan) \ {@} |Vt # u € U : pre,, () Npre,y,, (1) = @} are
the steps.
2. markings(csan) £ P(Pegan U Qcsan) are the markings.
3. MMt £ pinit s the initial marking. O
Example 11. steps(csan;) = {U € P({a,b,c,d,e,f})\{@} |a¢ UV c ¢ U}, for the
CcSA-net in Figure[6(a). O

Definition 22 (enabled and executed step of CSA-net). Let M be a marking of a CSA-
net csan.

1. enabledqsqn (M) £ {U € steps(csan) | pre gy, (U) € MU (post,,, (U)NQ)} are the
steps enabled at M.
2. A step U € enabled, .y, (M) can be executed yielding a new marking

M/ é (MU pOStCSllﬂ (U)) \preCSllﬂ (U) °

Notation: M|U),,,, M’ &

csan °
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Enabling a step in a CSA-net amounts to having all input places belonging to the com-
ponent acyclic nets present/marked in a global state. Moreover, if an input buffer place
is not present, then it must be an output place of a transition belonging to the step. Such
a mechanism allows one to sychronise transitions coming from different component
acyclic nets. The same mechanism of simultaneous output to and input from a place
is not available within the component acyclic nets, and so in Definition 22(1) we have
pre g, (U) € MU (post,,, (U)N Q) rather than pre,,, (U) C M Upost,,, (U).

Definition 23 (mixed step sequence and step sequence of CSA-net). Let M, ..., M;
(k> 0) be markings and Uy, . .., Uy be steps of a CSA-net csan such that M [U}) .., Mi,
forevery1 <i<k

1. u=MyU M, .. .M_1UM,; is amixed step sequence from M to M.
2. 0 =U;...Uy is a step sequence from My to M;.

The above two notions are denoted by Mo[lL)),, ., Mk and My[C),,,., My, respectively.
Moreover, My|0),.,,, denotes that G is a step sequence enabled My, and Mo]).,, Mk
denotes that M, is reachable from M.

csan

If £ =0 then u = My and the corresponding step sequence o is the empty sequence
denoted by A.

In the last definition, the starting point is an arbitrary marking. The next definition
assumes that the starting point is the default initial marking.

Definition 24 (behaviour of CSA-net). The following sets capture various behavioural
notions related to step sequences and reachable markings of a CSA-net csan.

1. sseq(csan) £ {o | MM [6),.\.a M} step sequences.

csan

2. mixsseq(csan) = {p | MM (1)) .. M} mixed step sequences.
3. maxsseq(csan) = {o € sseq(csan) | =3U : oU € sseq(csan)}

maximal step sequences.
4. maxmixsseq(csan) 2 {u € mixsseq(csan) | ~3U,M : pUM € mixsseq(csan)}

maximal mixed step sequences.

reachable(csan) = {M | MM ) . M} reachable markings.
6. finreachable(csan) £ {M | 3o € maxsseq(csan) : M™ o). M}

final reachable markings.

¢

Note that if a CSA-net has only one component acyclic net, acnet, then f(csan) =
f(acnet), for f = sseq, mixsseq, maxsseq,reachable, finreachable.

N

Example 12. The following hold for the CSA-net in Figure[6(a).

. sseq(csany) = {A,{a,e},{a,e}b,---}.

. mixsseq(csany) = {{p1,ps},{p1,psH{a.e}{p2,p6,q1},... }.

. maxsseq(csan; ) = {ab,aeb,abe,{a,e}b,a{b,e},ec{d, f},{e,c}{d, }}.
. maxmixsseq(csan;) = {{p1,ps}{a,e}{p2, ps,q1 }b{P1,P6,q1},-- -}

. reachable(csany) = {{p1,ps},{p2,P6,91},--- }-

O O R S
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6. finreachable(csan;) = {{p4,pe,q1},{p4,p7}} &

Projecting step sequences and mixed step sequences of a CSA-net onto a component
acyclic net yields sequences, mixed step sequences and scenarios of the latter.

Definition 25 (projected (mixed) step sequence of CSA-net). Let ¢ be a step se-
quence of a CSA-net csan, |1 be a mixed step sequence of csan, and acnet be one of
the component acyclic nets of csan.

]' projacnet(c) =0 rTacner'

2. PIOjyenes(M) is obtained from W [p,.,. .. 0T.me: DY deleting consecutive duplicate sets.
Example 13. For csany in Figurel0la), proj, e, ({a,e}b) = ab, proj,e,.,, ({a,€}b) = e,
and projyeyer, ({P1, psya{pa, ps}o{pa, ps}) = {ps}. ¢

Projected step sequences are step sequences of the component acyclic nets.
Proposition 26. For every component acyclic net acnet of a CSA-net csan:

projacnet(sseq(csan)) c SSGC](aCnet)
PrOj oo (Mixsseq(csan)) C mixsseq(acnet) .

Proof. Tt suffices to demonstrate that we have proj,.,.,(t) € mixsseq(acnet), where
u=MoyU M, .. M UM,;. We observe that in such a case the enabledness and calcu-
lations of the results of step executions in csan and acnet are fully consistent except that
if UiNTyener = D, then M;_ | N Pycner = M N Pycper (since acnet is well-formed, this is the
only situation that M;_| N Pyener = M N Pyener). But then the construction of proj,.,,.; (1)
then deletes multiple neighbouring copies of the same marking. a

9.1 Behaviour of subnets of CSA-nets

The structural inclusion of CSA-nets implies the inclusion of the behaviours they gen-
erate.

Proposition 27. Let csan C csan’ be CSA-nets. Then we have f(csan) C f(csan’), for
f = mixsseq, sseq, reachable.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition 7] O

Due to being both backward-deterministic and forward-deterministic, CSO-nets en-
joy several useful behavioural properties similar to those satisfied by occurrence nets.
For example, each CSO-net has a step sequence which uses all the transitions. This and
other properties are gathered together in the next result.

Proposition 28. Let 6 =U, ... Uy (k > 0) be a sequence of nonempty sets of transitions
of CSO-net cson. Moreover, let M be a reachable marking of cson and T = ©.

1. o €sseq(cson) iff forevery 1 <i<k UN(UU---UU;,_1) = & and

PrCcs0n (precson (Ul)) CUU-- Ul Ulin Pr€cson (Q Mpre g, (Ul)) .
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2.0¢ sseq(cson) implies Mé};gn [G>cson (Mé};gn U POSt s (T)) \precson (T)
3. Teson =U{UE | € € sseq(cson)}.
4. M[U),;,nM' implies U’ € enabled son(M’), for every U’ € enabledeson(M) such that

unu’'=g@.
5. maxsseq(cson) = {& € sseq(cson) | UE = Toson }-
6. finreachable(cson) = {Pg’fm}.

Proof. 1f follows from the results proved in [16]. O

In general, the step sequences of CSO-nets cannot be fully sequentialised (or lin-
earised) due to the presence of synchronous communications which cannot be split.
The next definition captures this notion formally.

Definition 26 (syn-cycle). A synchronous cycle (or syn-cycle) of a CSO-net cson is a
maximal set of transitions S C Tuson such that, for allt # u € S, (t,u) € Wi,
The set of all sync-cycles is denoted by syncycles(cson). &

The idea behind the notion of syn-cycles is to identify ‘tight’ synchronous commu-
nications which cannot be executed in stages.

Example 14. For csons in Figure[f(d), syncycles(csons) = {{c},{e},{d,f}}. O
Syn-cycles are nonempty and form a partition of the set of transitions.

Proposition 29. syncycles(cson) forms a partition of T.son, for every CSO-net cson.

Proof. If follows from results proved in [16]. O

Each step occurring in a step sequence of a CSO-net can be partitioned into syn-
cycles (in a unique way).
Proposition 30. Let M be a reachable marking of a CSO-net cson and M[U),, M.
Then there are syn-cycles Sy, ...,S; € syncycles(cson) such that U = S1W--- WSy and
MI[S1...Sk) oy M

cson

Proof. 1f follows from results proved in [16]. a

This means, for example, that all reachable markings of a CSO-net can be generated
by executing syn-cycles rather than all potential steps.

10 Well-formed CSA-nets

A basic consistency criterion applied to CSA-nets is well-formedness. Its essence is to
ensure a clean representation of causality in behaviours they represent. The definition
of a well-formed CSA-net is derived from the notion of a well-formed step sequence.

Definition 27 (well-formed step sequence of CSA-net). A step sequence Uy ...Uy of a
CSA-net csan is well-formed if the following hold:
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1. post,g,, (t) Npost,,, (u) =@, forevery 1 <i<kandallt #u € U,
2. pOSt gy, (Ui) NpOst,,, (Uj) =@, forall 1 <i< j<k. O

Intuitively, in a well-formed step sequence of a CSA-net, no place is filled by a token
more than once.

It then follows, e.g., that in a well-formed step sequence, no token is consumed
more than once, no transition is executed more than once, the order of execution of
transitions does not influence the resulting marking.

Proposition 31. Let 6 = U, ... Uy be a well-formed step sequence of a CSA-net csan,
and Mt = MoU\M ... My_ UMy, be the corresponding mixed step sequence. More-

csan

over, let T =Jo.

1. pre,y,, (U;) Npost..,, (Ui) C Ocsan, for every 1 <i <k
2. preqg, (Ui) Npregg, (Uj) = @ and UiNU; = @, forall 1 <i< j <k
3. M= Mé’;gn Upost g, (T) \ PTCcsan (T)

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition[9(1,2,3). a
Well-formedness is ensured when backward non-determinism is not allowed.
To develop a sound treatment of causality in CSA-nets, it is required that all step

sequences are well-formed. Moreover, it is required that a well-formed acyclic nets has
no redundant transitions which can never be executed from the initial marking.

Definition 28 (well-formed CSA-net). A CSA-net is well-formed if each transition oc-
curs in at least one step sequence and all step sequences are well-formed.
Notation: WFCSAN is the set of all well-formed CSA-nets. &

Intuitively, the executions of syn-cycles in CSA-nets correspond to the executions of
individual transitions in acyclic nets.

Proposition 32. All step sequences of a BDCSA-net are well-formed.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition[I1lusing Proposition 30l 0
Proposition 33. CSON C BDCSAN C WFCSAN C CSAN.
Proof. If follows from Proposition [12] O

11 Scenarios in CSA-nets

Scenarios of CSA-net start at the same initial marking and are both backward and for-
ward deterministic. As a result, they represent potential executions with clearly deter-
mined causal relationships. They are also more abstract than (mixed) step sequences, as
one scenario will in general correspond to many step sequences.

Definition 29 (scenario and maximal scenario of CSA-net). A scenario of a CSA-net
csan is a CSO-net cson such that cson T csan. Moreover, cson is maximal if there is no
scenario cson' # cson such that cson C cson'.

Notation: scenarios(csan) and maxscenarios(csan) are respectively the sets of all sce-
narios and maximal scenarios of csan. &
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Intuitively, scenarios represent possible executions (concurrent histories) consistent with
the dependencies imposed by the flow relation. This, in particular, means that all the
transitions have been executed and places marked at some point during an execution.
Maximal scenarios are complete in the sense that they cannot be extended any further.

Although scenarios represent behaviours of CSA-nets in a different way than step
sequences, markings and related notions, there is a close relationship between these
two approaches. First, we can see that scenarios do not generate step sequences nor
markings which were not generated by the original acyclic net.

Proposition 34. | f(scenarios(csan)) C f(csan), for every well-formed CSA-net csan
and f = mixsseq, sseq, reachable.

Proof. If follows from Definition 29] and Proposition[27] O

Definition 30 (scenario of well-formed step sequence of CSA-net). Let ¢ be a well-
Sformed step sequence of a CSA-net csan = (acnety, ... ,acnety, Qcsan, Wesan ). Moreover,
let T = o and ocnet; = scenariogcper, (prOJTmeti (0)), for every 1 <i<n. Then

scenariogsy (0) £ (ocnety, ..., 0cnety, poste, (T) O Qesans Wesan | (x1)0(Tx 0))
is the scenario of csan generated by ©. &

Scenarios of well-formed step sequences are scenarios in the original structural
sense.

Proposition 35. Let ¢ be a well-formed step sequence of a CSA-net csan.

1. scenario g, (0) € scenarios(csan) and 6 € maxsseq(scenariogs, (0)).
2. o € maxsseq(csan) implies scenarios,, (0) € maxscenarios(csan).

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition[T4l a

Two well-formed step sequences generate the same scenario iff they execute exactly
the same transitions.

Proposition 36. Let 6 and ¢’ be well-formed step sequences of a CSA-net csan. Then
scenarioggg, (0) = scenariogg, (0') iff Yo =J o'

Proof. Tt follows directly from Definition O
The well-formedness of CSA-nets can also be expressed in terms of scenarios.
Proposition 37. The following statements are equivalent, for every CSA-net.

1. The CSA-net is well-formed.
2. Each transition occurs in at least one scenario, and each step sequence is a step
sequence of at least one scenario.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition[16l O
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Each (maximal) step sequence of a well-formed CSA-net generates a (maximal)
scenario and, conversely, each (maximal) scenario is generated by a (maximal) step
sequence.

Proposition 38. Let csan be a well-formed CSA-net.

1. scenarios(csan) = scenariog,, (sseq(csan)).
2. maxscenarios(csan) = scenariogg,, (maxsseq(csan)).

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition[17} ad

There is a close correspondence between scenarios and step sequences of a well-
formed CSA-net csan. In particular, the behaviour of the CSA-net corresponds to the
joint behaviour of its scenarios.

Proposition 39. Let csan be a well-formed CSA-net.

1. f(esan) =] f(scenarios(csan)), for f = sseq, mixsseq, reachable.
2. f(esan) = f(maxscenarios(csan)), for f = maxsseq, maxmixsseq, finreachable.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition[18] O

Example 15. Consider the CSA-net csan; in Figure [(a). Then scenariocsan, ({a,e}) =
csony, scenarioesan, (eab) = csony, and scenariocn, ({c,e}{d, f}) = cson;.

Definition 31 (syn-cycle of CSA-net). The syn-cycles of a well-formed CSA-net csan
are given by syncycles(csan) = | J{syncycles(cson) | cson € scenarios(csan)}.
Notation: syncycles(csan) is the set of all sync-cycles of csan.

Example 16. For csan; in Figure[6(a), syncycles(csons) = {{a},{b},{c},{e}.{d, f}}.
o

Each step occurring in a step sequence of a CSA-net can be partitioned into syn-
cycles (in a unique way).

Proposition 40. Let M be a reachable marking of a well-formed CSA-net csan and
MU),,,,M'. Then there are syn-cycles S\, ..., Sk € syncycles(csan) such that U = S &
---LﬂSkandM[Sl...Sk> M.

csan
Proof. If follows directly from Propositions[30]and 39 O

This means, for example, that all reachable markings of a well-formed CSA-net can
be generated by executing syn-cycles rather than all the potential steps.

The next result can be interpreted as stating that no part of a well-formed CSA-net
is semantically irrelevant.

Definition 32 (coverability and non-redundancy). A well-formed CSA-net is covered
by scenarios if Xesan = |U{Xeson | cson € maxscenarios(csan)}, for X = P,T,F,Q,W.
Moreover, csan has non-redundant transitions if each transition of csan occurs in at
least one step sequence. &
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Proposition 41. Let csan be a well-formed CSA-net.

1. csan is covered by scenarios iff it has non-redundant transitions.
2. CSO-nets have non-redundant transitions.

The two ways of capturing the idea that there are no irrelevant components in csan are
equivalent, and CSO-nets have no redundant components.

The next result shows that an occurrence net has exactly one maximal scenario
(itself), which can be interpreted as saying it is a precise representation of a single
execution history.

Proposition 42. maxscenarios(cson) = {cson}, for every CSO-net cson.

Proof. By Definitions [5(1,2) and 29(1), we have cson € scenarios(cson). Hence, by
Definition 292), cson € maxscenarios(cson).

Suppose now that cson’ € maxscenarios(ocnet) \ {cson}. Then, we have cson’ C
cson and cson’ # cson. This yields a contradiction with Definition29(2). O

12 Behavioural structured acyclic nets

Behavioural Structured Acyclic Nets (BSA-nets) extend the model of BSO-nets intro-
duced and discussed in [16[2312217/5(19]. They can be seen as a way of capturing the
evolution of CSA-nets, by providing a mechanism to abstract parts of a complex activ-
ity by another (simpler) system. The behaviour in this case is expressed at two levels,
namely the upper-level and lower-level. The former provides a simple view and hides
unimportant details of the behaviour, while the latter shows the full details of behaviour
during different evolution stages.

Definition 33 (BSA-net). A behavioural structured acyclic net (or BSA-net) is a triple
bsan £ (Icsan, hesan, B) such that:

lesan = (lanety, ... lanet,,1Q,IW) and hcsan = (hanet,, ... hanet,,hQ,hW)

are well-formed CSA-nets (n > 1) with disjoint sets of nodes, and

n
ﬁ c U Planeti X Phanet,-
i=1

is a relation satisfying the following, for all 1 <i <nandt € Thaner; (below Bp = By} =
{r| rﬁp})for every p € Puesan):

1L |Mmit t,-| =1and |prehtmeti (t)| = |pOSthaneti (t)| =1L

hane
. __ pginit
2. ﬁMzmr = Mlaneti and ﬁpreham,,l. (1) Dlaneti ﬁPOSthaneri ()

hanet;

Notation: BSAN is the set of all BSA-nets. &

Intuitively, Icsan provides a ‘lower-level’ view and hcsan provides a ‘upper-level’” of
a record of system behaviour. The role of  is to identify in the lower-level view the
divisions of behaviours into ‘phases’, and each f8, indicates a ‘boundary’ between two
consecutive phases.
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Fig. 7. Behavioural structured acyclic net bsang with n =1 (i.e., there is one lower-level acyclic
net and one upper-level acyclic net and so graphically there is no difference between Icsan and
lanet| as well as between hcsan and hanety).

Proposition 43. Let bsan be a BSA-net as in Definition[33] and let 1 <i < n.

1. reachable(hanet;) = {{p} | p € Phaner, }-
2. |M N Puaner;| = 1, for every M € reachable(hcsan).
3. Bp € reachable(lanet;), for every p € Praper,-

That is, a reachable marking of the upper-level CSA-net includes exactly one place
from each of its component acyclic nets. Moreover, all the boundaries between different

phases are reachable markings of the lower-level acyclic nets.

A BSA-net is underpinned by a CSA-net combining the two different views of a
database.

Definition 34 (CSA-net underlying BSA-net). Let bsan be a BSA-net as in Defini-

tion

csan(bsan) = (lanety,...,lanet,, hanety, ... hanet,,IQ UhQ,IW UhW) .
is the CSA-net underlying bsan. &
Proposition 44. csan(bsan) is a well-formed CSA-net.

Proof. It follows directly from the definitions. O
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13 Semantics of BSA-nets

The notions concerning the structure and semantics of BSA-nets introduced below are
based on similar notions defined their underlying CSA-nets.

Definition 35 (notation for BSA-net). Ler bsan be a BSA-net as in Definition[33]

Xpsan = Xcsan(bsan)rforx =PT,F.QW.

Pr€psan () £ PICcsan(bsan) () and POStysan () £ pOStcsan(bsan) ()

steps(bsan) = steps(csan(bsan)).

markings(bsan) = markings(csan(bsan)).

Minit A pginit and M™ 2 ™ &

bsan csan(bsan) bsan csan(bsan)

LR~

The notion of enabled step is different. It is based on the phases of lower-level acyclic
nets induced by the phase boundaries iduced by the relation f3.

Definition 36 (phase and phase-consistent marking of BSA-net). Let bsan be a BSA-
net as in Definition[33]

1. The phase of a place p € Pugner; (1 <1< n) is given by:

phase(p) £ {BIJ} U {M | dr e pOSth(meti (p) : ﬁ[’ [>lanet,~M[>lanet,- ﬂPOSthaneti (l)} .
2. A marking M € reachable(csan(bsan)) is phase-consistent if, for every 1 <i < n:
Mﬁplzmet,- € phase(ﬁMﬂPhum,,i) .

Notation: phemarkings(bsan) is the set of all phase-consistent markings. &

Intuitively, phase(p) is a contiguous ‘chunk’ of lanet; delimited by the marking cor-
responding to p (start) and all markings (ends) corresponding to the places obtained
by executing one output transition of p (such a transition indicates a ‘phase change’).
All markings in-between belong to the delimited phase. Moreover, phase-consistency
means that the markings of the lower-level acyclic nets belong to the phases correspond-
ing to the markings of the upper-level acyclic nets.

Example 17. Figure[7depicts a BSA-net bsany. We have:

phase(p1) = {{ri,ra}, {ri,rs}, {rs,ra}, {rs,rs}, {r1,rs }, {ra, 2}, {ra, rs},
{r4,r8},{r7,r2},{r7,r5},{r7,r8}}

phase(p2) = {{r3, 75}, {r3, 78}, {r3,ri1 }, {re,7s}, {re, 7}, {re, 711},
{ro,rs},{ro,rs},{ro,ri1}}

phase(ps) = {{r7,r8},{r7,ri1},{r1o, 78}, {r10, 711} }

phase(pa) = {{ro,ri1}}

phase(p4) = {{Vl(),rll}}.

The marking {r|, 71|} € reachable(lanet;) does not belong to any phase of the places of
hanet;. The marking {pi,r9,r11} € reachable(csan(bsan)) is not phase-consistent, and
the marking {p4,r9,r11} € reachable(csan(bsan)) is phase-consistent. O
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The execution semantics of BSA-nets is restricted to the phase-consistent markings.

Definition 37 (enabled and executed step of BSA-net). Ler M,M’ € markings(bsan)
be markings of a BSA-net bsan, and U € steps(bsan) be a step. Then
U € enabledpsy,(M) and M[U), M’

bsan

if M,M" € phemarkings(bsan) and M[U ) g (psan) M- &

Intuitively, bsan is executed in exactly the same way as its underlying CSA-net provided
that the the markings involved are phase-consistent.

Definition 38 (mixed step sequence and step sequence of BSA-net). Ler bsan be a
BSA-net and L = MoU M| ... My_ UMy, (k > 0) be a sequence such that My, . ..,M; €
markings(bsan) and Uy, ..., Uy €€ steps(bsan).

1. p is a mixed step sequence from My to My, if M1 [U;)ys.n Mi, for every 1 <i <k.
2. If W is a mixed step sequence from My to My, then o = U, ... Uy is a step sequence
from My to M.

This is denoted by Mo[lL))psan Mk and Mo |G )., M, respectively. Also, Mo[) ., Mk de-
notes that My, is reachable from M. &

In the last definition, the starting point is an arbitrary marking. The next definition
assumes that the starting point is the default initial marking.

Definition 39 (behaviour of BSA-net). The following sets capture various behavioural
notions related to step sequences and reachable markings of a BSA-net bsan.

1. sseq(bsan) = {o | Mi"! [6), ..M} step sequences.
2. mixsseq(bsan) = {p | MMt [u)), . M} mixed step sequences.

3. maxsseq(bsan) £ {o € sseq(bsan) | =3U : oU € sseq(bsan)}
maximal step sequences.
4. maxmixsseq(bsan) = {u € mixsseq(bsan) | ~3U,M : UM € mixsseq(bsan)}
maximal mixed step sequences.
5. reachable(bsan) = {M | M"! [\, M} reachable markings.

bsan

6. finreachable(bsan) £ {M | 3o € maxsseq(bsan) : MI™! (), M}
final reachable markings.

¢

Example 18. A maximal mixed step sequence of the BSA-net depicted in Figure[7lis:

w=A{pi,ri,rn} {gk} {pi,ra,rs} {n1} {p1,r7,rs} {c,m}
{ps,rr,ru} {7} {p3.ro.ru} {d}  {ps,ro,ri},

and the corresponding maximal step sequence is 0 = {g,k}{h,[}{c,m}{j}{d}. O

As before, we single out nets with forward and backward determinism.
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Definition 40 (BSO-net). A BSA-net bson = (Ilcson,hcson, f3) is a behavioural struc-
tured occurrence net (or BSO-net) if lcson, heson € CSON and there is 6 € sseq(bson)
such that \J 6 = Tpson-

Notation: BSON is the set of all BSO-nets. &

Note that in BSO-nets, the upper-level acyclic nets are ‘line-like’ occurrence nets.

As before, what really matters is to identify in a BSA-net all the deterministic be-
haviours (scenarios).

Definition 41 (scenario and maximal scenario of BSA-net). Let bsan be a BSA-net as
in Definition

1. A scenario of bsan is a BSO-net bson = (lcson, heson, ') such that:
(a) lcson € scenarios(lcsan) and heson € scenarios(hesan).
(b) B" = B0 (Picson X Pacson)-

2. A maximal scenario of bsan is a scenario bson such that there is no scenario bson'
satisfying Tpson C Thgop'-

Notation: scenarios(bsan) and maxscenarios(bsan) are respectively the sets of all sce-
narios and maximal scenarios of bsan. &

Example 19. Figure 8] depicts the only two maximal scenarios of the BSA-net in Fig-

ure/l

14 Well-formed BSA-nets

The general definition of BSA-net given above does not guarantee that the step se-
quences of bsan cover all possible scenarios of the lower-level CSA-net. Indeed, in the
extreme case, we can take hcsan which contains no transitions at all, and the resulting
BSA-net generates then only the empty step sequence. It is therefore crucial to identify
cases where bsan generates at least one step sequence for every scenario of Icsan. As
a result, the definition of a well-formed BSA-net is more demanding than the definition
of a well-formed CSA-net.

Definition 42 (well-formed BSA-net). A BSA-net bsan is well-formed if:

1. sseq(bsan) = |Jsseq(scenarios(bsan)).
2. For every scenario bson € maxscenarios(bsan), there is 6 € maxsseq(bsan) such

that o |7, ,, € maxsseq(bson).

Notation: WFBSAN is the set of all well-formed BSA-nets. &
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Fig. 8. Maximal scenarios for the BSA-net in Figure [7}

15 Concluding remarks

This paper provides formalisation and basic properties for the nine classes of nets listed
in the diagram below.

backward & forward det | occurrence net CSO-net | BSO-net
backward det | backward det acyclic net| BDCSA-net| BDBSA-net
no restriction | acyclic net CSA-net | BSA-net
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The following are some published works on the topics concerned with or related to
the material presented above 1642381221901 81152 112041 349US0 17020116141 101703112].
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