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Abstract. Propositional Dynamic Logic, PDL, is a modal logic designed
to formalize the reasoning about programs. By extending accessibility be-
tween states to states and state sets, concurrent propositional dynamic
logic CPDL, is introduced to include concurrent programs due to Peleg
and Goldblatt. We study a many-valued generalization of CPDL where
the satisfiability and the reachability relation between states and state
sets are graded over a finite Łukasiewicz chain. Finitely-valued dynamic
logic has been shown to be useful in formalizing reasoning about pro-
gram behaviors under uncertainty. We obtain completeness results for
all finitely valued PDL.

Keywords: Propositional dynamic logic · Many valued modal logic ·
Modal logic.

1 Introduction

Propositional dynamic logic, PDL, has been introduced as a logic of impera-
tive computer programs [5], but it has found many applications in formalizing
reasoning about actions in general. Many-valued versions of PDL aim at formal-
izing reasoning about action in contexts where imprecise concepts are involved
(e.g., [12]). For example, goals may be specified using vague notions, or weights
may be attached to actions depending on the amount of resources their execution
consumes. The concurrent propositional dynamic logic CPDL [6,10] extends PDL
with an operator representing the parallel execution of two actions: [α ∩ β]ϕ

means that a successful parallel execution of action α and β is guaranteed to
make ϕ true.

In this paper, we outline a version with many values of CPDL. Our logic
is based on propositional dynamic models in which formulas and accessibility
relations are evaluated in finite Łukasiewicz chains; therefore, we extend the
framework of [12] with the parallel execution operator. Our main technical result
is a soundness and completeness theorem for logic.

2 Concurrent PDL over Łn

LetΠ be a countable set of program variables π0, π1. . . . which are used to denote
the atomic programs. The intrinsic meaning of atomic programs is not examined
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further. Instead, we concentrate on the complex programs generated by opera-
tions on the given ones. Let P be a countable set of propositional variables. Let
Łn be a finite Łukasiewicz chain. The language Ln for concurrent propositional
dynamic logic can be separated into two categories-the set of programs Πn and
formulas Φn defined mutually recursively in Barckus-Naur form as follows:

– Πn π := π̄ | π0 ∪ π1 | π0 ∩ π1 | π0;π1 | π∗ | ϕ?
– Φn ϕ := p | c̄ | ϕ0 ∨ ϕ1 | ϕ0 ∧ ϕ1 | ϕ0 → ϕ1 | [π]ϕ | 〈π〉ϕ

where π̄ ∈ Π , p ∈ P and c ∈ Łn. From [7], we know that two modal operators
[π] and 〈π〉 are not interdefinable via ¬ in concurrent PDL.

The intended meanings for the operations on the programs are as follows.

– π0;π1 execute π0 then π1,
– π0 ∪ π1 execute π0 or π1 non-deterministically,
– π0 ∩ π1 execute π0 and π1 concurrently,
– π∗ execute π for some finite number of times,
– ϕ? test ϕ : if ϕ is true, then continue; otherwise fail.

In the context of concurrency, the results of execution of an initial state s will be
a set of states T rather than a single state. Therefore, the accessibility relation on
a set S in Kripke semantics of propositional dynamic logic should be generalized
to a set of pair 〈s, T 〉, with s ∈ S and T ⊆ S. We then call the graded accessibility
relation as a reachable Łn-relation.

Definition 1. A reachable Łn-relation on a set S is a function from S × P(S)
to Łn.

The operations on reachable Łn-relation are defined as another reachable Łn-
relations in the following paragraph.

Definition 2. Let R,Q be two reachable Łn-relations on a set S, s ∈ S and

T,W ⊆ S.

– ι(s, T ) =

{

1 if T = {s}

0 otherwise
,

– (R ∪Q)(s, T ) =
∨

t∈T (R(s, T ) ∨Q(s, T )),
– (R ◦Q)(s, T ) =

∨

U⊆S

∨

{R(s, U)⊙
⊙

u∈U Q(u, Tu)|T =
⋃

u∈U Tu},

– R(0) = ι, R(n+1) = ι ∪ (R ◦R(n)), and R∗ =
∨

{R(n)|n ≥ 0},
– (R ⊗Q)(s, T ∪W ) = R(s, T )⊙Q(s,W ).

Lemma 1. For any reachable Łn-relations Q,Q′, R,R′ on a set S, we have the

following properties.

1. Q ≤ Q′ implies R ◦Q ≤ R ◦Q′

2. (R ∪R′) ◦Q = R ◦Q ∪R′ ◦Q
3. R(n) ≤ R(n+1)

A Łn-valuation ν is any non-modal homomorphism from Ln to Łn, i.e. ν : Ln →
Łn such that ν(c̄) = c, and ν(ϕ⋆ψ) = ν(ϕ)∗ ν(ψ) where ⋆, ∗ ∈ {∧,∨,→} denote
the Boolean operations and Ln-operations respectively.



On Graded Concurrent PDL 3

Definition 3. Let Θ be a set of formulas and ϕ be a formula in Ln. We say

that ϕ is a Łn-semantics consequence of Θ if

ν[Θ] = {1} implies ν(ϕ) = 1

for any Łn-valuation ν. In this case, we write Θ 
Łn
ϕ.

We then introduce the world semantics for concurrent PDL.

Definition 4. A Łn-frame is a pair F = 〈S,R〉, where S is a nonempty set and

R : Π → Ł
S×P(S)
n . A Łn-model is M = 〈S,R, V 〉 where 〈S,R〉 is a Łn-frame

and V : P → Łn
S. Given a Łn-model M , the M -interpretation is a function

IM : ((Πn × S × P(S)) ∪ (Φn × S)) → Łn such that for any π̄ ∈ Π, π0, π1 ∈
Πn, s ∈ S, T ∈ P(S), p ∈ P, c ∈ Łn, and ϕ, ψ ∈ Ln :

– IM (π̄, s, T ) = R(π̄)(s, T ),
– IM (p, s) = V (p)(s),
– IM (c̄, s) = c,

– IM (ϕ ⋆ φ, s) = IM (s) ∗ IM (s) where ⋆, ∗ ∈ {∧,∨,→} denote the boolean

operations and Ln-operations respectively,

– IM ([π]ϕ, s) =
∧

T⊆S(IM (π, s, T ) →
∧

t∈T IM (ϕ, t)),
– IM (〈π〉ϕ, s) =

∨

T⊆S(IM (π, s, T )⊙
∧

t∈T IM (ϕ, t))
Denote IM (π, s, T ) as a Ln-reachable relation Rπ(s, T )

– IM (π0 ∪ π1, s, T ) = (Rπ0
∪Rπ1

)(s, T ),
– IM (π0;π1, s, T ) = (Rπ0

◦Rπ1
)(s, T ),

– IM (π0 ∩ π1, s, T ) = (Rπ0
⊗Rπ1

)(s, T ),
– IM (π∗, s, T ) = (Rπ)

∗(s, T ),

– IM (ϕ?, s, T ) =

{

IM (ϕ, s) if T = {s}

0 otherwise.

Clearly, fixed an s ∈ S, a M -interpretation is a Łn-valuation. A formula ϕ is
called valid in a Łn-model M if IM (ϕ, s) = 1 for all s ∈ S.

3 Finite MV-chains

We briefly introduce the definitions and basic properties of finite MV-chains in
this section. From more detailed introduction, we refer to the handbooks[4].

Definition 5. A finite MV-chain is an algebraic structure

Łn = 〈A,∨,∧,→,⊙, 0̄, 1̄〉

with |A| = n such that :

– 〈A,∨,∧, 0̄, 1̄〉 is a finite bounded lattice,

– 〈A,⊙, 1̄〉 is a finite commutative monoid,

– Define the total ordering ≤ as a ≤ b iff a ∧ b = b iff a ∨ b = a,

– ⊙ is residuated with →, i.e. for all a, b, c ∈ A, a⊙ b ≤ c iff b ≤ a→ c,
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– (a→ b) ∨ (b→ a) = 1̄ for all a, b ∈ A.

– a ∧ b = a⊙ (a→ b) for all a, b ∈ A.

– Define ¬a := a→ 0̄ satisfying ¬¬a = a for all a ∈ A.

The above definition is an abstract formulation. According to Corollary 3.5.4 in
[3], any finite MV-chain Łn is isomorphic to the following more concrete finite
MV-chains Łn for any n ≥ 2.

Łn = 〈{
0

n− 1
,

1

n− 1
, . . . ,

n− 1

n− 1
},→,⊙,∼, 0̄, 1̄〉

where a⊙b := max{0, a+b−1}, a→ b := min{1, 1−a+b}, and ∼ a := 1−a for
any a, b ∈ { 0

n−1 ,
1

n−1 , . . . ,
n−1
n−1}. Note that a∨b := (a→ b) → b(= max{a, b}) and

a ∧ b := a⊙ (a→ b)(= min{a, b}). The truncated addition ⊙ is the Łukasiewicz
t-norm. In this article, we will use Łn as our definition of finite MV-chain.

4 Proof System

For each n ≥ 2, the axiomatic system PŁn is a Hilbert-style proof system consists
the following axiom schemata and rule :

– ϕ→ (ψ → ϕ),
– (ϕ→ ψ) → ((ψ → χ) → (ϕ→ χ)),
– ((ϕ→ ψ) → ψ) → ((ψ → ϕ) → ϕ),
– (¬ψ → ¬ϕ) → (ϕ→ ψ),
– c ∗ d ↔ c̄ ⋆ d̄ where ⋆, ∗ ∈ {∧,∨,→} denote the boolean operations and

Ln-operations respectively,
– (MP): from ϕ and ϕ→ ψ infer ψ.

We give the definition of a formula ϕ being derivable in PŁn from a set of
formulas Θ.

Definition 6. A formula ϕ in Ln is derivable from a set of formulas Θ in PŁn

if there exists a finite sequence of formulas ϕ0, ϕ1, . . . , ϕm such that ϕm is ϕ and

each ϕi for i < m is either an instance of an axiom schemata, a member of Θ,

or follows from ϕj and ϕk using MP for j, k < i.

We use Θ ⊢PŁn
ϕ to denote that ϕ is derivable in PŁn from a set of formulas

Θ.
A slight modification of the proof of Proposition 6.4.5 in [4] gives the following

theorem.

Theorem 1. Let Θ be a set of formulas and ϕ be a formula in Ln. We have

Θ 
Łn
ϕ iff Θ ⊢PŁn

ϕ

Extend PŁn with axiom schemata and rules for modal formulas, we get another
Hilbert-style proof system called DŁn.
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Definition 7. For each n ≥ 2, define DŁn to be the Hilbert-style proof system

that extends PŁn with the following axiomatic schemata and rules :

– [π]1̄,
– [π]ϕ ∧ [π]ψ → [π](ϕ ∧ ψ),
– [π](c̄ → ϕ) ↔ (c̄→ [π]ϕ),
– [π](ϕ→ c̄) ↔ (〈π〉ϕ→ c̄),
– [π0;π1]ϕ↔ [π0][π1]ϕ,

– [π0 ∪ π1]ϕ↔ [π0]ϕ ∧ [π1]ϕ,

– [π0 ∩ π1]ϕ↔ (〈π0〉1̄ → [π1]ϕ) ∧ (〈π1〉1̄ → [π1]ϕ),
– [π∗]ϕ→ ϕ ∧ [π][π∗]ϕ,

– [π∗](ϕ→ [π]ϕ) → (ϕ→ [π∗]ϕ)
– [ϕ?]ψ ↔ (ϕ→ ψ),
– 〈π0;π1〉ϕ↔ 〈π0〉〈π1〉ϕ,

– 〈π0 ∪ π1〉ϕ↔ 〈π0〉ϕ ∨ 〈π1〉ϕ,

– 〈π0 ∩ π1〉ϕ↔ 〈π0〉ϕ ∧ 〈π1〉ϕ,

– ϕ ∨ 〈π〉〈π∗〉ϕ→ 〈π∗〉ϕ,

– [π∗](〈π〉ϕ→ ϕ) → (〈π∗〉ϕ→ ϕ),
– 〈ϕ?〉ψ ↔ (ϕ ∧ ψ),
– [π]0̄ ∨ 〈π〉1̄.

The first four axioms and monotonicity rule are adopted from [13] which charac-
terizes the minimum many-valued bimodal logics over finite residuated lattices.
The rest is the standard axiomatization of concurrent PDL [7]. We let Thmn to
be the set of theorems of DŁn, i.e.

Thmn = {ϕ ∈ Ln | ⊢DŁn
ϕ}

5 Canonical Model

In this section, we introduce the canonical models and filtration technique for
connecting finite models and typical models. For n ∈ N, Fn = 〈Sn, In〉 consists
of the set

Sn = {s : Ln → Łn | s[Thmn] = {1̄}}

and
In : Πn × Sn × P (Sn) ∪ Φn × Sn → Łn

such that In(ϕ, s) = s(ϕ) for all s ∈ Sn,

In(π, s, T ) =
∧

ϕ∈Φn

{(s([π]ϕ) → ∧t∈T t(ϕ)) ∧ (∧t∈T t(ϕ) → s(〈π〉ϕ))}.

The canonical model in is Mn
c = 〈Sn, En, V n〉 where En(π)(s, T ) = In(π, s, T )

and V n(p)(s) = s(p)

Definition 8. A set of formulas Γ of Ln is called Fisher-Ladner clsoed if

– Γ is closed under subformulas,
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– [π0 ∪ π1]ϕ ∈ Γ implies [π0]ϕ, [π1]ϕ ∈ Γ ,

– [π0 ∩ π1]ϕ ∈ Γ implies [π0]ϕ, [π1]ϕ, [π0]1̄, [π1]1̄ ∈ Γ ,

– [π0;π1]ϕ ∈ Γ implies [π0][π1]ϕ ∈ Γ ,

– [π∗]ϕ ∈ Γ implies [π][π∗]ϕ ∈ Γ ,

– [ψ?]ϕ ∈ Γ implies ψ → ϕ ∈ Γ ,

– 〈π0 ∪ π1〉ϕ ∈ Γ implies 〈π0〉ϕ, 〈π1〉ϕ ∈ Γ ,

– 〈π0 ∩ π1〉ϕ ∈ Γ implies 〈π0〉ϕ, 〈π1〉ϕ ∈ Γ ,

– 〈π0;π1〉ϕ ∈ Γ implies 〈π0〉〈π1〉ϕ ∈ Γ ,

– 〈π∗〉ϕ ∈ Γ implies 〈π〉〈π∗〉ϕ ∈ Γ ,

– 〈ψ?〉ϕ ∈ Γ implies ψ ∧ ϕ ∈ Γ

The closure of a set Γ of formulas is the smallest closed set containing Γ as a
subset. Also, we write FL(ϕ) as the closure of the set {ϕ}. Given any Sn and
s, t ∈ Sn, we define a relation ∼Γ with respect to a Γ as follows :

s ∼Γ t ⇐⇒ ∀ϕ ∈ Γ (s(ϕ) = t(ϕ)).

The equivalence class of s under ∼Γ is defined as |s|Γ = {t ∈ Sn | s ∼Γ t}.

Definition 9. Let Γ be a finite closed subset of Ln. The filtration of Mn
c through

Γ is Mn
c,Γ = 〈SnΓ , E

n
Γ , V

n
Γ 〉 where SnΓ = {|s|Γ | s ∈ Sn},|T |Γ = {|t|Γ | t ∈ T } for

T ⊆ Sn, EnΓ (π)(|s|Γ , |T |Γ ) is

∧

ϕ∈Φn

{(s([π]ϕ) → ∧t∈T t(ϕ)) ∧ (∧t∈T t(ϕ) → s(〈π〉ϕ)) | [π]ϕ, 〈π〉ϕ ∈ Γ}

V nΓ (p)(|sΓ |) =

{

V n(p)(s) if p ∈ Γ

0 otherwise.

6 Soundness and Completeness

In this section, we demonstrate that for each n > 1, the proof system DŁn is
sound and complete with respect to the filtraion models. To prove completeness,
we need to show that for all ϕ and all s ∈ Sn, In(ϕ, s) = InΓ (ϕ, |s|Γ ). To achieve
this goal, we define ΠΓ,n as the smallest set of program commands that includes
all atomic programs, test occurring in members of Γ , and is closed under program
operations ; ,∪,∩, and ∗. Then we define InΓ : ΠΓ,n×S

n
Γ ×P (Sn)∪Γ ×SnΓ → Łn

as for Łn-models.

Lemma 2. For all n ∈ ω, π ∈ Πn, and all s ∈ Sn, we have the following

identities:

1. For all ϕ ∈ Φn, s([π]ϕ) =
∧

T⊆Sn{In(π, s, T ) → ∧t∈T t(ϕ)}, s(〈π〉ϕ) =
∨

T⊆Sn{In(π, s, T )⊙ ∧t∈T t(ϕ)},
2. For all T ⊆ Sn, In(π, s, T ) =

∧

ψ∈Φn

{∧t∈T t(ψ) | s([π]ψ) = 1 and s(〈π〉ψ) =
1}.

Lemma 3. s(ϕ) = 1 for all s ∈ Sn iff ϕ ∈ theoremn.



On Graded Concurrent PDL 7

Proof. The if direction holds by the definition of Sn. Suppose that 0DŁn
ϕ, then

theoremn 0DŁn
ϕ. From Theorem 1, there exists a Łn-homomorphism h such

that h[theoremn] ⊆ {1} but h(ϕ) < 1 which is a contradiction.

Lemma 4. For all n ∈ ω and all finite closed Γ ⊆ Φn

1. In(π, s, T ) ≤ InΓ (π, |s|Γ , |T |Γ ),
2. If [π]ϕ ∈ Γ , then s([π]ϕ) ≤ InΓ (π, |s|Γ , |T |Γ ) → ∧t∈T t(ϕ),
3. If 〈π〉ϕ ∈ Γ , then s(〈π〉ϕ) ≤ InΓ (π, |s|Γ , |T |Γ )⊙ ∧t∈T t(ϕ)

Theorem 2. For all n ∈ ω and all finite closed Γ ⊆ Φn, if ϕ ∈ Γ , then

In(ϕ, s) = InΓ (ϕ, |s|Γ ).

Proof. By induction on the complexity of formulas ϕ and using Lemma4.

Now, we are ready to the soundness and completeness theorem.

Theorem 3. For all n > 1 and ϕ ∈ Ln,


Łn
ϕ iff ⊢DŁn

ϕ

Proof. For the only if direction, we assume that 0DŁn
ϕ. Consider the FL-closure

of {ϕ} and denote it as Γ . From lemma 3, there exists s ∈ Sn such that s(ϕ).
Consider the canonical model Mn

c,Γ constructed as above. Using Theorem 2, we
have Mn

c,Γ 1Łn
ϕ which contradicts to the assumption.

7 Conclusion

We studied many-valued concurrent propositional dynamic logics through rela-
tional models where both statisfaction of formulas and accessibility relations are
evaluated in finite MV-chains. We provides a sound and weakly complete axiom-
atization based on extending the framework from many-valued bimodal logics in
[13] and classical concurrent PDL in [7]. We believe this research direction lays
the groundwork for future investigations.

For the future research directions, let us mention two here. Firstly, the revi-
sion and extension of PDL toward modeling concurrency have been studied in
various models such as π-calculus [2], Petri nets [9], and operational semantics
[1]. It would be interesting to study the PDL in the setting of concurrency with
imprecise concepts. Secondly, in light of [11] to use the finitely weighted Kleene
algebra with tests as an algebraic semantic for graded PDL, it is interesting to
explore the algebraic framework of graded concurrent PDL. A first step of this
goal would be expanding the concurrent Kleene algebras with tests proposed in
[8].
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