2501.16977v1 [cs.PL] 28 Jan 2025

arxXiv

An Automata-theoretic Basis for Specification
and Type Checking of Multiparty Protocols

Felix Stutz*l,Z[0000—0003—3638—4096] and

Emanuele D’OsualdoLg [0000—0002—9179—5827]

felix.stutz@uni.lu, emanuele.dosualdo@uni-konstanz.de

1 MPI-SWS, Germany
2 University of Luxembourg, Luxembourg
3 University of Konstanz, Germany

Abstract. We propose the Automata-based Multiparty Protocols frame-
work (AMP) for top-down protocol development. The framework features
a new very general formalism for global protocol specifications called Pro-
tocol State Machines (PSMs), Communicating State Machines (CSMs)
as specifications for local participants, and a type system to check a
m-calculus with session interleaving and delegation against the CSM spec-
ification. Moreover, we define a large class of PSMs, called “tame”; for
which we provide a sound and complete PSPACE projection operation
that computes a CSM describing the same protocol as a given PSM
if one exists. We propose these components as a backwards-compatible
new backend for frameworks in the style of Multiparty Session Types.
In comparison to the latter, AMP offers a considerable improvement in
expressivity, decoupling of the various components (e.g. projection and
typing), and robustness (thanks to the complete projection).
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1 Introduction

Designing correct distributed communication protocols is an important and hard
problem. Consider a finite set of protocol participants (i.e. independent pro-
cesses) whose only means of interaction between each other is asynchronous
message passing through reliable FIFO channels. The goal is to program each
participant so that some global emergent behaviour is achieved, e.g. a leader
is elected. Unfortunately, even when each participant is finite-state, the pres-
ence of unbounded delays (i.e. unbounded communication channels) makes any
non-trivial property of the emergent global behaviour undecidable [14].

The top-down protocol design approach proposes to work around this issue
by a reversal in the methodology: instead of first programming the participants
and then checking that their global behaviour is what we desired it to be, we first
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Fig.1: The components of top-down frameworks.

specify the desired global behaviour and then synthesize each participant’s local
specification so that local behaviour gives rise to the correct global behaviour
by construction. Each participant’s concrete implementation is then checked
against its local specification, which (a) can be achieved by static means like type
systems, and (b) makes the verification of the implementation local and modular.

Multiparty Session Types (MSTs) [44] is one of the most prominent and exten-
sively studied formalisms supporting this top-down design methodology. The key
components of the framework, depicted in Fig. 1, are: (1) Global Types: a dedi-
cated language to specify correct global behaviour; (2) Local Types: a dedicated
language to specify each participant’s actions in the protocol; (3) Programs:
a programming language (typically a m-calculus) to express concrete implemen-
tations of each participant of the protocol.

Imagine, as a simple example, we want to specify a centralised leader elec-
tion protocol, where an arbiter a selects a leader among p and q and the selected
participant communicates the win to the other. A possible global type repre-
senting the protocol is G = (a—p:sel.p—>q:win) + (a—q:sel .q—p:win) where
a—q:sel says that a sends sel and q receives it and + denotes branching. The
local type of p would then be (p<aZsel . p>qlwin) +p<q?win where p<a?sel means
“p receives message sel from a” and q <p?win means “p sends message win to q”.
Thus, p is supposed to listen for a message from a or from q; in the former case
it would then communicate the win to g, in the latter, just concede. A program
implementation may consist of a process for each participant; the process for the
arbiter a may implement any specific policy for selecting the leader (e.g. always
choose p), as long as the communications follow the protocol.

The relationship between the three representations of the protocol, i.e. global
types, local types, and programs, is delicate. First, the global type and the local
types should give rise to the same behaviour; however it is not always possible
to capture the behaviour of a global type with local types. Suppose, for instance,
that we modified the leader election protocol G to G' = (a—p:sel.q—p:lose) +
(a—q:sel .p—q:lose). While, from a global perspective, it is possible to insist
on the losing participant informing the winner that they lost, locally, the losing
participant has no way to determine whether they won or not. Therefore G’ is
not realisable by local processes: we say it is not projectable. Second, local types
are a more abstract representation of the system than programs, but we still
want to show that, when implementation details are omitted, a program only
performs communications that adhere to the local specification.
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In MSTs, the relationship between the three layers of the framework are en-
forced through two procedures: (i) Projection, which (when possible) extracts,
from a global type G, some local types that are guaranteed to behave as described
by G; and (ii) Type Checking, which checks that the program implementation
of each participant adheres to the behaviour specified in its local type.

In a perfect world, a framework for top-down protocol design should be:

1. Expressive: It should support as many protocols as possible.

2. Decoupled: Its components (global/local specifications, programs, projec-
tion, type checking) should depend on each other as little as possible, and
be specified independently of their algorithmic implementation, to allow for
reuse and modularity.

3. Robust: It should only reject a global specification if there is a genuine issue
with it (i.e. no false positives).

Unfortunately, the MST frameworks in the literature leave something to be
desired against this ideal picture. They all suffer from:

— Expressivity Limitations: Many legitimate protocols are rejected either
because the global specification syntax is too restricted, or because the pro-
jection algorithm cannot handle them. For example, every MST framework
we are aware of can only handle global types with directed choice, i.e. where
every branching point involves exactly one sender and one receiver. This
immediately rules out our example leader election protocol G because the
branches involve different receivers.

— Decoupling Limitations: In MSTs, the syntax of global types directly in-
fluences the definition of the projection algorithm and the syntax of the local
types, which in turn influence the type system design. Typically, changing
one of the framework’s components requires adapting (and reproving cor-
rectness of) all the others. Furthermore, many MST frameworks solely give
the intended relation between global and local types through the projection
algorithm and do not give a declarative definition.

— Robustness Limitations: The heuristic nature of the projection algo-
rithms makes it very hard to predict if a global type will be handled or
not by an MST framework, even in the case where the behaviour specified
by the global type is unproblematic.

In this paper, we propose a new foundation for top-down protocol design
machinery, dubbed AMP (Automata-based Multiparty Protocols), that achieves
the expressivity, decoupling and robustness goals.

Ezxpressivity of AMP. Figure 1 shows the components of AMP. To achieve ex-
pressivity, we propose a new general formalism for (finite-control) global protocol
specifications, which we call Protocol State Machines (PSMs). The formalism is
based on automata which are given semantics in terms of (finite and infinite) sets
of words, over an alphabet of send (p>q!m) and receive (q<p?m) actions. PSMs
remove many of the restrictions of global types, while retaining their character:
they specify the expected behaviour from a global perspective, and satisfy some
basic correctness properties by construction (e.g. every send is eventually re-
ceived, no type mismatches, etc). Owing to their generality, PSMs can represent
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any global type, but can go well beyond them: they also strictly subsume High-
Level Message Sequence Charts (HMSCs). For maximizing expressivity at the
local level, we adopt Communicating State Machines (CSMs) as the formalism
for local protocol specifications. They are a canonical representation for decen-
tralised asynchronous communication and as such do not impose constraints over
what can be represented. Finally, to maximise expressivity at the program level,
we consider a m-calculus with session interleaving and delegation.

Decoupling of AMP. In AMP, decoupling is achieved through its handling of
projection and type checking. For projection, the framework merely specifies
the semantic requirements that a correct projection algorithm needs to satisfy:
essentially that it produces a deadlock-free CSM which represents the same lan-
guage as the input PSM. This limits the impact of projection on global and local
specifications, and leaves open any algorithmic/manual strategy to achieve the
projection goal. (We discuss how AMP proposes to actually implement projec-
tion in the discussion of robustness). For example, scenarios in which the user
provides both the PSM and the CSM and a proof that they represent the same
language and the CSM satisfies desirable properties (like deadlock freedom) or
where an algorithm infers a PSM from a CSM, are both compatible with our
framework thanks to this declarative approach to projection. This treatment is
in line with some MST works where the fundamental property of projection is
expressed in terms of some behavioural equivalence between local and global
types. For type checking, decoupling is achieved by defining the type system by
depending exclusively on programs and CSMs. The standard guarantees of sub-
ject reduction, communication safety and session fidelity are proven by appealing
to properties of CSMs. This demonstrates how effective CSMs are in providing
a clean decoupled interface between projection and type checking.

Robustness of AMP. Finally, we demonstrate how robustness can be achieved
in AMP, by identifying a large class of PSMs, called Tame PSMs, for which
we provide a decidable, sound and complete projection operation. Tame PSMs
extend the reach of sound and complete projection beyond global types and can
handle a large class of HMSCs as well as protocols that cannot be expressed as
either global types nor HMSCs. The main constraint that makes a PSM tame is
what we call sender-driven choice: that at any branching point, the sender in all
the branches is the same participant and takes distinct actions in the branches.
Our projection algorithm builds on a recently proposed complete projection for
sender-driven global types [57]. Thanks to a surprising reduction, we manage to
extend the algorithm to tame PSMs while keeping the complexity in PSPACE.
Due to the fact that our projection operation is complete, only protocols that do
not admit any valid projection will be rejected: those are protocols which simply
cannot be implemented by local processes. We also show that our class is in a
sense “maximally robust™: lifting the sender-driven restriction makes projection
undecidable, even for global types. AMP is also robust in the sense that one can
select the desired guarantees of the type system and check whether they can be
enforced by checking (syntactic) properties of the global protocol, pinpointing
exactly which guarantee is provided by a PSM. Finally, we show that the frame-
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work is backwards-compatible with MSTs: not only can we encode global types
into PSMs and project them, we also pinpoint the (simple) conditions under
which our projection yields CSMs which are equivalent to local types.

Contributions. In summary:

— We propose PSMs as an expressive general formalism for (finite-control)
global protocol specifications.

— We propose CSMs as a canonical model for local protocol specifications and
specify their desired relationship with PSMs declaratively.

— We define the first session type system based on CSMs, pinpointing exactly
the properties of the CSM that are needed to provide each of the desired
guarantees; these properties can be enforced by construction by ensuring the
PSMs conform to some simple checks.

— We define Tame PSMs (encompassing all directed and sender-driven global
types) and give a sound and complete projection algorithm for them.

— We show that sender-driven choice is a necessary restriction even for global
types: projection is undecidable otherwise.

— We characterise which class of PSMs corresponds to global types, and which
CSMs correspond to local types, giving us full backward-compatibility with
standard MST theory.

We think of AMP as a backend for top-down protocol design tools with
the following workflow. Any specific tool, e.g. Scribble [80], provides a dedicated
syntax for types and processes. Then, a global specification is compiled to a PSM
(where the compiler guarantees its tameness, which would be trivial for global
types) and invokes the projection of AMP, producing a CSM. This could be
re-translated for user consumption, but also be used to drive typing using AMP.
Failure of projection can be directly translated by the frontend to an explanation
of why the protocol is flawed and must be repaired. Given the generality of PSMs,
it should also be easier to experiment with extensions of the frontend language.

The appendix contains all proofs, omitted details, and additional examples.

2 DMotivation and Key Ideas

In this section, we give an informal overview of the key ideas behind AMP before
proceeding with the formal development from Section 3.

2.1 Global Specifications via Protocol State Machines

Our first goal is to define an expressive formalism for specifying global proto-
cols, that is also constrained enough to make it tractable for top-down protocol
development. One of the most accomplished such formalisms, used in MSTs, is
global types. Figure 2 shows an example of a global type, represented in Figure 3
as an HMSC.

The term p—q:m; indicates the transmission of message m; from p to g.
The symbol 0 denotes termination of the protocol. Recursion can be specified
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by binding a recursion variable X with X and using X subsequently to jump
back to where X was bound. Branching is denoted by +. In the example, p can
pick between three branches by sending different messages to q. Subsequently,
q sends messages to r in all branches: 1 in the top and middle branch and 3 in
the bottom branch. Participant r is supposed to send messages v; or vy in the
top and middle branch while it receives from p in the bottom branch, which also
recurses using X.

What makes these formalisms tractable? Their first key characteristic is that,
as a specification tool, they allow the user to (a) adopt a global point of view,
describing what coordination between all the participants is induced by the pro-
tocol; (b) express this coordination without enumerating all possible interleav-
ings of the send and receive events that can happen due to the asynchronous
nature of communication, e.g. p—q:m; indicates the send of the message imme-
diately followed by its receipt, although in any asynchronous implementation,
the receipt might happen at a much later point, after other independent events
took place. In Fig. 2, r may lag behind arbitrarily while p and q keep sending
messages. The second key characteristic of global types and HMSCs is that they
are finite-control: their control structure can be described using a finite graph.
This makes it possible to algorithmically manipulate them, e.g. for verifying they
satisfy some desirable properties, or for extracting local protocol specifications.

Our aim is to distil these two characterising features and remove any other
restriction that is not necessary, to obtain a more expressive global specification
formalism. To do this, we take a language-theoretic view of protocols, where
a protocol is seen as the set of sequences of send and receive events that are
considered compliant with it. More precisely, a send event p>q!m records that p
sent the message m to q; a receive event q<ip?m records that q received message m
from p. A protocol specification is the language of desired finite or infinite words
of events. For the purpose of this section, we will focus on finite words, but the
technical development considers both finite and infinite words.

Not all languages over these events are meaningful in the context of protocols.
First, the sequences of events might not be feasible when using FIFO channels
(e.g. p>q!l-q<up?2 is not FIFO); we write FIFO for the language of all words that
satisfy FIFO order. Second, if p>qlm; - r>qlme - qap?my -q<r?ms is accepted
by a procotol, it ought to also accept r>qlms-p>qlmy -q<ap?my -q<r?msy as this
kind of reorderings are induced by the scheduling of participants and network
delays which are out of the control of participants. We write C(L) for the closure
of the language L under such reorderings. Thus a language L C FIFO represents
the global interaction patterns of the protocols; moreover L can specify only some

v
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Fig. 2: Example global type. Fig.3: A protocol as an HMSC.
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Fig.4: A PSM encoding for the protocol of Fig. 2.

of these interactions and get all the ones that should also be possible under the
asynchronous semantics by declaring the full set of acceptable words to be C(L).

Now, to obtain a finite-control formalism, we propose to express such a “core”
language L for the protocol C(L) using a finite state machine M with £L(M) = L.
Since FIFO is not regular, the only feasible way of ensuring £(M) C FIFO is by
requiring M to keep track of which sent messages are still pending, which a
finite-state machine can only do up to some maximum capacity for the send
buffers. We thus arrive at the requirement that £(M) C FIFOp, where FIFOp is
the set of words respecting FIFO but where the number of pending sends never
exceed B € N at any point in time. Note that FIFOg is regular.

Building on these observations, we define a Protocol State Machine (PSM)
to be a finite state machine M recognising words of send and receive events,
with £(M) C FIFOp for some B € N. Fig. 4 shows the protocol of Fig. 2 as
a PSM. Interpreted as a mere automaton M, it recognises a language L£L(M) of
words with at most one pending send at all time. (We call M ¥1-PSM because
the total number of messages in flight is at most 1; if we allowed 1 message
per channel, it would be called a 1-PSM.) As a PSM, however, M denotes the
language C(L(M)), which admits words with unbounded channel behaviours and
is not even regular in general. For instance, C(£(M)) includes words starting with
(p>qlms-q<p?ms-qrr!3-prrlvg)™ - (r<q?3-r<ap?vs)™... where r is running
at a lower rate than the other participants, and leaves n pending sends from p
and from q before it consumes them.

PSMs achieve a substantial gain in expressivity while retaining the key char-
acteristics of global types. In terms of expressivity, every global type can be
encoded as a X1-PSM; furthermore PSMs can be used to encode HMSCs, which
strictly subsume global types because the latter cannot specify simultaneous
message exchanges between a pair of participants [72]. PSMs can even repre-
sent protocols that are outside the reach of HMSCs. Consider, for example, the
PSM in Fig. 5. In that protocol, p commits to some integer (abstracted as the
label int) at the beginning by sending it to r and sends a go signal to q. Note
that here we use the paired send and receive notation p—q:ok to emit the two
events in sequence. Then q and r engage in some negotiation of arbitrary length
until q decides to exit the loop, at which point r is finally allowed to receive the
message sent by p. No HMSC can represent such protocol: the matching events
pbrlint and r < p?int are separated by an arbitrary number of events (with no
opportunity for reordering up to C(-)); since matching events in HMSCs need
to belong to the same basic block, such block would also need to contain the
arbitrarily many events in between, which is impossible.
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Fig. 5: A protocol not expressible as an HMSC. Transitions labelled with p—q:m
should be interpreted as emitting the sequence p>qlm - q<p?m.

>0

Of course, this level of generality would be pointless if we were not able to
provide for it in the other components of top-down protocol design. We start by
studying the first crucial component: projection.

2.2 From Global to Local Specifications: Projection

When considering projection, our first concern is the goal of decoupling: we want
to define a general interface for projection, such that both different algorithmic
implementations of projection can be used without altering the design of the rest
of the framework; and such that typing is not dependent on global specifications
(nor projection details).

In AMP, the key to decoupling is in choosing Communicating State Ma-
chines (CSMs) as the formalism for local specifications. A CSM { A, },cp asso-
ciates a finite state automaton Ap to each participant p € P, where transitions
can either send or receive on the channels of p; the semantics of {A,}pep is
defined on configurations that include the local states for each participant and
an (unbounded) FIFO buffer for each channel. They induce a FIFO language
L({Ap}pep) over send/receive events, by considering as final the configurations
where all the participants are in final local states and all the buffers are empty.
CSMs thus represent a canonical general model of finite-control asynchronous
protocol implementations.

Per se, this is not a particularly original choice: MST’s local types have been
linked to CSMs of a certain shape before [30, 70], and HMSC-based work used
them as local specifications. What AMP demonstrates is that it is possible to
build the entire top-down methodology around CSMs (with fewer restrictions),
including a session type system, gaining both in expressivity and in decoupling.

Having fixed our model for local behaviour, we can ask when it defines be-
haviour consistent with a global specification. We say a CSM { A, },ep is a pro-
jection of a PSM M if { A, }oep is deadlock-free and L({Ap }oep) = C(L(M)).

r>ply
pbqlmy pdr?uy © q<ap?my qpr!l © raq?l Pl
A C A ® > plo
P p>glmg p dr?vg a q<dp?mg Ar 2
O—»@ > >
Ph ::pl>r!1}3 q:ﬁ :qu!S rm

Fig. 6: Example CSM.
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We focus on the (projection) synthesis problem, producing a CSM as result. The
corresponding decision problem is the projectability problem, which simply asks
if there exists such a CSM. Notably, projectability can have lower complexity.

Even for simple protocols, projection can be tricky. Take the example of
Fig. 2: r can never distinguish between the top two branches, as its only obser-
vations would be to have received 1 from g. The instance of the protocol with
m1 # ms and v1 # ve would thus not be projectable. If ms = mg then q would
not be able to send the appropriate message to r. Therefore, the only projectable
instances with no redundant branches are the ones where my, msy, and mg are
pair-wise distinct and v; = wvg. Figure 6 shows a candidate projection of the
PSM in Fig. 2. If my = mg or vy # vg, the PSM is not projectable, and in fact
the CSM can reach a deadlock.

Given CSMs are Turing-complete models, it is unsurprising that checking if
a given CSM is a projection of a given PSM is undecidable. The key advantage
of the top-down approach boils down to the fact that it is nevertheless often
possible to efficiently compute a valid projection from a global specification.
This is precisely the goal of the projection operation. A projection operation
(-)| is a function taking a PSMs as input and returning either L or a CSM; it
is a sound projection if for all PSM M, if M| = {A,}rep then {A }pep is a
projection of M; it is a complete projection if for all projectable M, M| # L.

The MST literature proposed a number of sound but incomplete projection
algorithms for global types. Incompleteness makes MST frameworks lack robust-
ness: a projectable global type might still be rejected by the framework because
the projection is unable to handle it; this leaves the user in the awkward posi-
tion of having to build a mental model for the projection algorithm to be able to
design viable global types. Li et al. [57] proposed the first sound and complete
projection algorithm for sender-driven global types. Its PSPACE complexity
stems from the need for determinisation. Their evaluation, though, showed that
these corner cases will likely not occur in reality. This provides initial evidence
that robustness is achievable without compromising efficiency.

As is to be expected, the jump in expressivity by adopting PSMs cannot come
for free: the problem of computing a sound and complete projection for PSMs is
in general undecidable, a fact inherited from being able to encode HMSCs. This
does not defeat us, however: one of our main positive results is the definition of
a very large class of PSMs, called Tame PSMs, that enjoys sound and complete
PSPACE projection. A PSM is tame if it satisfies three constraints: (a) a tech-
nical refinement of the notion of the bound B for buffers, (b) that final states
have no outgoing transitions, and (¢) sender-driven choice: at each branching
point, there is a single sender taking distinct actions.

Our proof works by reducing the problem to an instance of projectabil-
ity of MSTs with sender-driven choice, which was proven to be decidable in
PSPACE [57]. Our reduction is surprising because it produces a transformed pro-
tocol which is different from the original one: the encoded protocol language is
different and involves additional participants and additional message exchanges;
and yet its synthesized local specifications can be transformed back to local spec-
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ifications for the original protocol. Due to the mismatch in expressivity between
PSMs and global types, it is necessary that the reduction modifies the protocol
semantics. Furthermore, we show the reduction preserves the complexity class,
giving us a PSPACE algorithm for projectability of sender-driven PSMs.

Despite being a restriction, Tame PSMs are still much more general than
global types: every sender-driven global type gives rise to a Tame PSM; moreover,
every example given so far is tame. While the first two constraints (a) and (b) are
not severe, the third condition (c) imposes a genuine restriction on expressivity.

In fact our main negative result is that sender-driven choice is in a sense
“minimal”: we prove that projectability is undecidable for global types (the most
primitive kind of PSMs) with general choice (aka “mixed choice”).

2.3 Processes and Typing

To complete the top-down toolkit, we provide a mean to check that a program
correctly implements a protocol specified as a CSM. We achieve this by defining
a CSM-based session type system for an expressive variant of m-calculus with
session interleaving and delegation. The process calculus is adapted from [69]
which represents a feature-rich modern presentation of multiparty session typing.

The type system’s main soundness argument hinges, as is standard, on a
subject reduction result: if a typable program can take a step, it remains typable.
From this, we derive two main safety correctness guarantees: typable programs
cannot produce type mismatches (i.e. receiving a message that the process is not
expecting) and terminated sessions do not leave orphan messages behind. We
further prove a progress property under standard restrictions: roughly speaking,
if the process contains only one session, then, if the type of the session is not
final, the process can take a step (among the ones allowed by the type). Global
progress in the presence of session interleaving is out of scope of this paper, but
it may be attainable by adapting the (orthogonal) analysis employed in [25, 52].

In line with our decoupling goal, the guarantees of the type system are derived
from the key properties of CSMs produced by projection (e.g. deadlock freedom).
This makes it even compatible with the bottom-up methodology of [69] which
forgoes global types and proposes to check key properties on local types directly.
If a CSM satisfying the desired properties is provided to our type system, the
corresponding guarantees apply to typable processes regardless of the existence of
a PSM representing the protocol. This also liberates the type system completely
from the choice of representation for global protocols.

Overall we obtain an expressive, decoupled and robust backend for top-down
protocol development. Finally, we also show that this backend is backwards-
compatible with MSTs: not only every sender-driven global type can be encoded
as Tame PSM, but we also prove that, when there exists a local type that is a
projection of a global type, our projection produces a CSM that can be translated
back to a local type. This shows under which conditions PSMs and global types as
well as CSMs and local types are equivalent, despite their structural differences.



AMP: An Automata-theoretic Basis for Multiparty Protocols 11

3 Automata-based Protocol Specifications

We start our technical development by introducing a language-theoretic view of
protocol specifications. We define protocols as special languages of words, and
use CSMs as our local specifications of such languages. Finally, we introduce
PSMs as global protocol specifications.

3.1 State Machines and Protocol Languages

Let A be a finite alphabet. The set of finite words over A is denoted by A*, the
set of infinite words by A%, and their union by A% We write ¢ for the empty
word. For two strings v € A* and v € A®°, their concatenation is u - w, and we
say that u is a prefix of v, written u < v, if there is some w € A such that
u-w = v; pref(v) denotes all prefixes of v and is lifted to languages as expected.
For a language L C A, we distinguish between the language of finite words
Lgn := LN A* and the language of infinite words Li,s := L N A“.

Definition 3.1 (State machines). A state machine A = (Q, A,0,qo, F) is a
5-tuple with a finite set of states @, an alphabet A, a transition relation § C Q X
(AU{e}) xQ, an initial state qo € Q from the set of states, and a set of final states
F with F C Q. If (¢,a,q") € 8, we also write ¢ = ¢'. A run is a finite or infinite
sequence qo —% q — ..., with ¢; € Q and a; € AU{e} fori >0, such that qq
is the initial state, and for each i > 0, it holds that (q;, a;, qi41) € 6. The trace of
such run is the word ag-ay-... € A*®. A run is maximal if it ends in a final state
or is infinite. The (core) language L(A) of A is the set of traces of all maximal
runs. If Q is finite, we say A is a finite state machine (FSM). A state machine
is dense if for every q = ¢' € 8, the transition label z is ¢ implies that q has only
one outgoing transition. A state machine is deterministic if V(q,a,q’) € d.a # ¢
andV(q,a,q'),(q,a,q") € 6.¢' = ¢"". We call a dense state machine deterministic
ifV(g,a,q),(q,a,q") € 6.4 = q". A state q € Q is called a sink state if it has
no outgoing transitions, i.e. Ya € AU{e}, ¢ € Q.(q,a,q") ¢ 6. We say a state
machine is sink-final if, for every state, it is final iff it is a sink.

A language-theoretic view of protocols. Let m € V be a finite set of messages
and p,q,... € P be a finite set of participants. The alphabet of p’s send and
receive events is the set I}, := U cp ep{p>alm, p<aq?m}. A send event p>qlm
records that p sent the message m to q; a receive event p < q?m records that p
received message m from q. The alphabet of all events is the set I'p := UpeP I5.
A paired event is a send event and its corresponding receive event: p—q:m =
p>alm - q<p?m. We define the alphabet of paired events as Xp := {p—q:m |
p,q € P and m € V}. For the remainder of the paper, we fix an arbitrary set of
participants P and messages V, and often write I" for I'p and X' for Xp. Given a
word, we can project it to all letters of a certain shape: for instance, wl,., is the
subword of w with all of its send events where p sends any message to q. We write
V(w) for the sequence of values in w (in the same order). In w = wy ... € '™,
a send event w; = p > qlm is matched by a receive event w; = q<ap?m if i < j
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and V((wr ... willlpoq) = V(w1 ... wj)gpe)- A send event w; is unmatched if
there is no such receive event w;. A language L C I'*° satisfies feasible eventual
reception if for every finite word w := w; ... w, € pref(L) with an unmatched
send event w;, there is an extension w < w’ € L such that w; is matched in w'.

A sequence of send and receive events shall describe the execution of a pro-
tocol. We define when such a sequence uses channels in FIFO manner.

Definition 3.2 (FIFO Language). A word w € I'*™® is FIFO-compliant if
for each prefiz w' of w, it holds that V(w'\l,» ) is a prefiz of V(w'llq ),
for every p,q € P. We denote the set of all infinite FIFO-compliant words by
FIFO;ns. For finite words, we require that all send events are matched. Thus,
FIFOfiy := {w | w is FIFO-compliant and V(wl},., ) = V(wlepe ) Vp,q € P}
We denote the (non-regular) set of all FIFO words by FIFO = FIFOjn¢ & FIFOgy,.
A language L C FIFO is a called a FIFO language.

As the model of distributed implementation of a protocol, we adopt commu-
nicating state machines: parallel compositions of finite-control processes com-
municating asynchronously via point-to-point FIFO channels.

Definition 3.3 (Communicating state machines). We call A = {A}oep
a communicating state machine (CSM) over P and V if Ay is a finite state
machine with alphabet I for every p € P. The semantics of a CSM A is the
language L(A) C FIFO whose definition is standard (see Appendix A.1). Roughly,
for each pair of distinct participants p,q € P there are two FIFO channels
(p,q), {q,p) € Chan allowing communication between the participants in the two
directions. The FSM Ay = (Qp, Iy, 5, qop, Fy) describes the possible actions of
participant p. A transition (gp,p > q!m,ql’j) € 0, indicates that when p takes a
step from gp to ql’), it will send a message m to q by enqueuing it in channel
(p,q). Similarly, (g5, p <q?m,q,) € J, prescribes the reception by p of message
m from the channel (q,p). A CSM’s run always starts with empty channels
and each participant running its respective initial state. We denote the set of all
reachable configurations (from the initial configuration) by reach(A). A deadlock
of {Ap}pep is a reachable configuration with no outgoing transition that has at
least one non-empty channel or at least one participant not in a (local) final state.

The formal definition is given in Appendix A.1. As an example, Fig. 6 shows
the three state machines constituting a CSM.

The goal of a protocol designer is to define a protocol that can be realised as
a CSM. The projectable languages are exactly those protocols which can.

Definition 3.4 (Projections and Projectability). A language L C I'™° is
said to be projectable if there exists a deadlock-free CSM { Ay }oep such that it
generates the same language (protocol fidelity), i.e., L = L({Ap}pep). We say
that { A, }oep is a projection of L.

The asynchronous nature of CSMs makes them unable to enforce the order
between certain events without explicit synchronisation. For instance, any CSM
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producing a word p>q!m-ri>s!m’-w will necessarily produce also ri>s!m’-p>q!lm-w.
Which events can be reordered is context-dependent: the events in the word
p>qlm-q<p?m cannot be swapped, as the receive is only possible after the send.
But in p>qlm - p>qglm - q<p?m the last two events can be reordered. This has
been formalised as equivalence relation by Majumdar et al. [60], which can be
seen as an instance of Lamport’s happens-before relation [54] for systems with
point-to-point FIFO channels.

Definition 3.5. The indistinguishability relation ~ C I'* x I'* is the smallest
equivalence relation such that

(1) Ifp#rz, thenw-prgm-rosm’-u ~ w-r>slm’ -prqlm - w.

(2) Ifq# s, thenw-q<p?m-s<r?m/ - u ~ w-s<r?m’-q<ap?m - u.

(3) Ifp#sA(p #£xrVq#s), thenw-p>q!m-s<ar?m’-u ~ w-s<ar?m’ -prqlm-u.
(4) If |wlgoq| > [wlqapel, then w-prglm-qap?m’-u ~ w-q<p?m’ -prglm-u.
We define uw <. v if there is w € I'* such that u-w ~ v. Observe that u ~ v
iff u X< v and v 2 u. For infinite words u,v € ', we define u <X* v if for
each finite prefiz u' of u, there is a finite prefiz v’ of v such that v’ <. v'. Define
u~ v iff u 3 v and v < u. We lift the equivalence relation ~ on words to
languages. For a language L, we define

C(L) = {u/

vw'eF*/\HweF*.weLandw'ww
w el Adwel“. wel andw <% w

Lemma 3.6 ([60]). For any CSM {A}rer, LI{A}per) = C(L({Ap Bper))-

Ezample 3.7. For finite words C(-) is standard. For infinite words, though, the
situation is a bit counterintuitive. Let us consider w := (p>q!m - q<p?m)¥. It
is easy to construct a CSM {A,},ep, with FSMs A, and Ag, that accepts w.
CSMs do not promise any sort of fairness for infinite runs so there is an infinite
run for (p>qlm)¥ where only Ap’s transitions are scheduled. This is why C(-) is
defined using <%, giving (p>q!m)* € C((p>glm - q<ap?m)¥).

3.2 Protocol State Machines

We now introduce PSMs as a mean to specify protocol languages from a global,
centralised perspective. The idea, shared with both global types and HMSCs, is
to specify only a core subset of the admissible executions, e.g. the ones where
there is a bounded delay between sends and matching receives, and obtain the
full set of admissible executions by closing the core language using C(-).

We adapt the notion of B-bounded from [34] to formalise the idea of “bounded
delay” between matching events.

Definition 3.8 (B-bounded and XB-bounded). Let B € N be a natural
number. A FIFO-compliant word w is B-bounded, resp. ¥ B-bounded, if for ev-
ery prefiz w’ of w and participants p,q € P, it holds that [w'l} ., | — [w' 0| < B,
resp. Yo oep (W gl = [0 looel) < B. We define the (regular) set of B-bounded
FIFO words: FIFOp := {w € FIFO | w is B-bounded}.
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(a) KLE as a PSM. (b) KLE as an HMSC.

Fig. 7: Kindergarten Leader Election (KLE).

Definition 3.9 (Protocol State Machine). A dense FSM M = (Q,I',0,qo, F)
is a B-PSM if L(M) C FIFOp and L(M) satisfies feasible eventual reception.
The semantics of M defined as S(M) := C(L(M)). Moreover, M is a PSM if it
is a B-PSM for some B.

By definition, PSMs specify FIFO languages; importantly, although the core
language L(M) is B-bounded, the semantics C(£(M)) includes non-B-bounded
words and will not even be regular in general. Note that, it is decidable to check
if an FSM is a B-PSM.

In Appendix A.2, we show that C(-) preserves and reflects feasible eventual
reception: if L C '™ satisfies feasible eventual reception, then C(L) does, and
if C(L) satisfies feasible eventual reception, then L does. More generally, every
property that is preserved by C(-) can be soundly checked on the core language
of a PSM. If the property is also reflected by C(-), the property holds if and only
if it holds for the core language.

Definition 3.10. A PSM M is a X1-PSM if its core language L(M) is X1-
bounded. We may abuse notation and use Xp as alphabet for X1-PSMs.

Ezample 3.11 (Kindergarten Leader Election). We consider a protocol between
two participants e (evens) and o (odds). It can be used to quickly settle a dispute
between children (hence the name). Both children pick 0 or 1 and tell each other
their pick at the same time. Child e wins if the sum is even while o wins if
the sum is odd. At the end, the loser concedes by sending the message win to
the winner. The protocol is specified as a PSM in Fig. 7a (and as an HMSC in
Fig. 7b). Note that specifying this protocol requires the ability of issuing send
and receive events independently. If one insisted on issuing send and matching
receives together, as in global types and ¥1-PSMs, one of the children would be
forced to reveal their hand first, undermining the purpose of the protocol.

4 Projection: From PSMs to CSMs

A CSM A is a projection of a PSM M, if A is a projection of S(M). In this
section, we explain two main results. The first is positive: we show that sound
and complete projection is decidable for Tame PSMs. The second is negative: we
show that the sender-driven restriction of Tame PSMs is necessary: if we drop
the restriction, projectability becomes undecidable even for sink-final 31-PSMs.
The full proofs can be found in Appendix B.
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4.1 Sound and Complete Projection for Tame PSMs

The idea of the decidability result is to reduce projectability of a Tame PSM to
projectability of a (different) sender-driven global type, which can then be han-
dled using the sound and complete algorithm of [57]. Furthermore, the reduction
is such that a projection of the original PSM can be read off a projection of the
global type. Before sketching the idea behind the reduction, we define Tame
PSMs formally. Tame PSMs satisfy three conditions: they are sink-final, sender-
driven, and satisfy some more fine-grained bounds on the message queues.

Definition 4.1 (Choice restrictions for PSMs). Let M = (Q, I 6,qo, F)
be a PSM. The PSM M satisfies sender-driven choice if there is a function
A\: Q — P such that for all states q,q' such that ¢ = ¢ with x € I, it holds that
A(q) is the sender for x, i.e., x = X(q)> ! . In addition, we say M is directed
if for every state q, there is also a dedicated receiver p, i.e., all transition labels
from q are of the form A\(q) > p! . Last, if there is no dedicated sender but all
transitions are still distinct, i.e. M is deterministic, we say that it satisfies mixed
choice.

Definition 4.2 (Channel bounds for PSMs). We define channel bounds
as a partial function B: Chan — N from channels to natural numbers, where
dom(B) denotes the domain of 8. Given a PSM M, we say that M respects 3 if
the following holds for every (p,q) € Chan:

— If (p,q) ¢ dom(f), then every message from p to q is immediately followed
by a recewe: for every state q and transition from q to q' labelled with pq!m,
it holds that there is a single transition from ¢ and it is labelled with q<p?m.

— If (p,q) € dom(B), then wlyq1 g2 @5 B((P; q))-bounded for every w € S(M).

A PSM that respects 8 with 8 = ) is a PSM which only uses paired events,
just like global types do. Thus checking the condition with 8 = 0 is a triv-
ial syntactic check. For general PSMs, it is possible to generate valid channel
bounds with a sound algorithm we propose in Appendix B.1. We conjecture the
algorithm to be also complete, i.e. to always output some bounds if they exist.

Definition 4.3 (Tame PSMs). A Tame PSM is a pair (M, /) where the
PSM M is sender-driven, sink-final, and respects the channel bounds (3.

We can now sketch the idea behind the reduction. Fundamentally, the gap
in expressivity between Tame PSMs and sender-driven global types is that in
PSMs sends and matching receives do not need to appear one right after the
other. One can observe, however, that one could replicate the same asynchrony
of some trace p > q!m---q < p?m by introducing an intermediary participant
(p,q) that is always ready to forward messages from p to q, leading to a trace
p—(pyq):m--- (p,q)—q:m where the sends and matching receives between par-
ticipants and the intermediaries are now immediately adjacent. The channel
bounds S tell us exactly for which channels we need to introduce intermedi-
aries; moreover the bound on the buffers induced by § makes sure that these
intermediaries will not introduce any spurious dependency in the executions. To
consolidate the idea, we show how it applies to our KLE example.
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Ezample 4.4 (Revisiting the KLE protocol). In Example 3.11, we introduced the
Kindergarten Leader Election protocol, whose communication pattern cannot
be represented as a 31-PSM/global type: both children need to commit to the
number they send before they receive the other’s message. Its PSM (Fig. 7) is
however tame: it is sink-final, sender-driven and respects (e, 0) = B(o,e) = 1.
The “intermediary forwarders” idea applied to the protocol results in a protocol
where some teachers (the intermediaries) will act as depositories for the initial
choices of the two children. After committing their choice, each child is allowed
to learn from the teacher the choice of the other child. The resulting PSM is
given in Fig. 8. The names of the additional participants indicate the direction
of communication: (e, o) forwards messages from e to o. Obviously, this encoding
does not specify the same protocol. Still, our construction shows that one can
obtain a projection of the original protocol from a projection of the modified
one, by appropriately removing the forwarding actions of the teachers.

The example illustrates the simple case where 5(-) < 1; in the more general
case, the reduction is more involved and requires more intermediaries.

The workflow of our encoding is N — 2 mersnO encpsy (M)
visualised in Fig. 9. Given a PSM M, 7 M\ @
one first computes its encoding BN ": d
encpsy(M). Second, one synthesizes Ei ?;i :

a projection { A }oep of the encoded

protocol using results from [57]. Third, fdecrsm (Ap) Fpep 4 © dECFSM(-){{Api}peP
one decodes to obtain a projection ) )
fdecrsm(Ap) Joep of M. Fig. 9: Workflow of encoding.

Theorem 4.5. Checking projectability of Tame PSMs is in PSPACE. One can
also synthesize a projection in PSPACE.

4.2 Mixed Choice yields Undecidable Projectability

Now, we show that the sender-driven choice restriction for Tame PSMs is neces-
sary for projectability to be decidable. General PSMs inherit undecidability of
projectability from HMSCs, which in turn was proven by Lohrey [59, Thm. 3.4].
Given our positive result for Tame PSMs, the proof for undecidability ought to
break in the presence of sender-driven choice. The original proof goes through
several (often implicitly given or omitted) automata-based transformations and
does not give any insights about where and how the transformations break under
the assumption of sender-driven choice.
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Theorem 4.6. The projectability problem for sink-final mized-choice X1-PSMs
is undecidable.

We reduce the membership problem for Turing Machines to checking pro-
jectability of a sink-final mixed-choice ¥1-PSM with five participants. Initially,
there is a branching which only two participants are involved in and learn about.
Subsequently, all participants communicate Turing machine computations in the
form of configurations in both branches. If the (projected) language of one of
the other participants is not the same for both branches, the PSM cannot be im-
plementable because they do not know which branch to comply with and easily
deadlock. We also show that the reverse is the case. Hence, we specify a language
for each branch and make both coincide if and only if the Turing Machine has no
accepting computation, which is the case if and only if the PSM is projectable.

The full proof is in Appendix B.3. We adopt the proof strategy of Lohrey to
PSMs and make every transformation explicit and carefully check which struc-
tural properties the transformations preserve, yielding a stronger undecidability
result concerning the most rudimentary of PSMs: 31-PSMs.

5 Typing Programs against CSMs

We now overview the key ideas behind AMP’s type system. The formal details
and full proofs can be found in Appendix C. To define programs, we take inspi-
ration from the process calculus with session interleaving and delegation of [69].
The syntax of AMP’s programs is reproduced in Fig. 10. The processes P rep-
resent the static program text. As is standard, 0 is the terminated process,
|| denotes parallel composition, Q[¢] denotes a sequential process running the
code defined by a finite set of definitions D. The prefixes @;er c[q;]!li{c;) and
&;ecrclqi]?li(y;) denote internal and external choice respectively, with a non-
empty finite set of indices I. The endpoint of participant p of a channel between
p and q in a session s, is denoted by s[p][q]; p can send a label I and some pay-
load p to q in session s by s[p][q]'l{p), the dual reception is denoted by s[q][p]?l{x)
(which binds the payload to x). To model delegation, a process must be able to
send to another the capability to act as participant p in session s, denoted s[p];
the receiving process will bind such capability to a variable x and use it to form
endpoints z[q]; we thus have in general send/receive actions on c[q] where ¢ can
be a variable or some s[p].

The process (vs : A) P denotes the creation of a new bound session s used
in P. The session is annotated with a (computationally irrelevant) CSM A,
taking the place of what is often a global type. So far, we treated messages in
CSMs very abstractly as elements of a finite alphabet. In processes, messages
are more structured: they have a label (from a finite set) and a payload (of some
type). The messages used by the CSM will thus be pairs () of a label I and a
payload type t, with the convention that if, from a state ¢, there are two outgoing
transitions with the same sender, receiver and label, they will agree on the type.

In applications, the payload can be of any base type (e.g. integers, strings),
or be a channel capability s[p] (for delegation). Since supporting base types is a
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cu=zx | s[p|
Pu=0 | PPy | (vs: AP | & clailllifes) . P | & clai]?li(ys) - P | Qle]

R:=0 | Ri|| Ry | (vs: AR | @ clailllsle). B | & clail?i(yi). P | QIe]
| s»o | err

D= (Qld] = B, clasllli{es) P); D | (QlF] = & clail?li(y:) - P); D | e
Fig. 10: Syntax of AMP’s m-calculus.

simple exercise, we follow [69] and focus on the harder case of channel capabilities
as payloads. When using a CSM A = {A; },cp as a protocol specification for a
session s, it is natural to consider the (control) states @, of A, to be the local
types that can be associated to s[p]. Therefore, in our setting we will consider
the set L of the states of any A annotating the process, as the possible payload
types. For simplicity, we assume all CSMs use disjoint sets of states, so that we
can unambiguously refer to the transitions from any state ¢ by d(q).

In particular, if the protocol specified by A can delegate channels of a session
following some CSM B, then the message alphabet of A will include states of .
When the CSMs are obtained through projection, it is natural to first obtain B
so we can refer to its states in writing the PSM that projects to .A. We thus
assume there is an acyclic “delegation partial order” between the CSMs of a
process: B < A means that A can use the states of B in its messages.

The semantics of the calculus is defined on runtime configurations R (defined
in Fig. 10), which are processes which additionally contain message queues s » o
for each active session s. Here ¢ is a map from pairs of participants to sequences
of messages. The reduction semantics is standard (cf. Appendix C). The only
reduction rules we highlight here are the ones leading to an error configuration:

VieIl.o(a,p)=U_)...ANl; #1 o(p,q) # ¢ for some p,q
écjs[p] [ai]?li(y:) - Pi || s » 0 —> err (vs: A) s» o — err

The first rule models unsafe communication: a process is stuck because all the
queues it is waiting to receive from are not empty, but the labels of the first
messages do not match any of the cases the process is expecting. The second
rule models orphan messages: a session where all participants terminated but
that has still non-empty message queues. The safety guarantees of our type
system will rule out both cases. Note that [68, 69] focuses on communication
safety. In addition, they consider S-deadlock freedom, which implies no orphan
messages, but is an undecidable property that needs to be checked and is not
necessarily transferred to processes by the type system: the property only holds
if there is only one session, in which case much stronger conditions transfer. In
our setting, deadlock freedom is transferred throughout by projection and the
type system, yielding no orphan messages.

Figure 11 shows the crucial rules of AMP’s type system. The typing judge-
ment © | A+ P uses a process P, a typing context @ for the types of the param-
eters ¢ of sequential processes Q[c] (the definitions of which are typed separately
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©1AFP end(q)
—— PT-0 PT-END
O 0FO0 Oic:q AP

0(q) ={(p<ai?li(pi),qi) | i € I} Viel.O1Ac:q,yi:pi P
O1Ac:qk _%:I clai]?li(ys) . P;

PT-&

6(¢) 2 {(p>qilli(pi), @) [i €I}  Vie 1.O1Ac:qgi{cj:pitjeniy b P
O 1A c:q,{ci:pitier - ‘6691 clai)lli{ci) . P;

PT-&

As = {s[p] : init(Ap) }ren O AAsEP P

T-v
Q1A (vs: AP

Fig. 11: Typing rules for processes; init(-) denotes a CSM’s initial state.

against ©); a typing context A associating the variables x and the channel ca-
pabilities s[p] occurring free in P, with some CSM state ¢ € L. Rule PT-0 says
that a terminated process is typable in the environment with no capabilities.
Rule PT-END permits to discard the capabilities that have terminated: end(q)
holds for final states with no outgoing receive transition. Rules PT-& and PT-®
deal with communication. Assume ¢ = s[p]. According to PT-&, to receive a mes-
sage as participant p in session ¢, we look for the type ¢ of ¢ in the typing context
and check the CSM transitions §(q) are all receives {(p < q;?l;(p;),q:) | i € I}.
Then the process needs to be able to receive any branch ¢, resulting in the
continuation P; which is typed in the context extended with the corresponding
payload type y; : p;, and with the type of ¢ changed to ¢;. According to PT-&, to
send, as ¢ with type ¢, a message non-deterministically picked from a number of
branches ¢ € I, we have to make sure g allows each branch, including matching
the types of the payloads. Then each branch i continues as P; which is typed in
a context where ¢ has type ¢; and we lost ownership of the payload c¢;. Finally,
PT-v types a new session s used by P, by adding to the context a new binding
s[p] : gp for each participant p of the CSM A annotating the session, with ¢,
being the initial state of p in A.

The first correctness criterion for the type system is to prove subject re-
duction: if a process is typable, then every configuration reachable from it will
be typable. Thus, to state subject reduction, we need to define when a run-
time configuration is typable. For this purpose, we define a second judgement
©1 A1 2F R that includes a third typing context (2 used to type session mes-
sage queues: associating to each channel s[p][q] a sequence of message types [(q)
(label and payload type). The key to make typing of runtime configurations an
inductive invariant, is the following rule:

(7€) € reach(A) Az = {s[p] : Gp}peps
¢ = {slplld] = €(p, D }paers O 1A, A71 2,9 R
Q1A 2 (vs: AR

RT-v
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The main difference between RT-v and PT-v is that the typing context is not
populated with capabilities associated to initial states; instead the prover can
pick any CSM configuration (7,£) —where ¢ collects the local state of each
participant, and £ the contents of the message queues— that is reachable from
the initial configuration of 4. The states and the queues are used to initialise
the typing context to type the process R using the restricted session.

In what follows we assume the definitions D can be typed according to ©. We
say a process/runtime configuration is well-annotated if every CSM appearing in
it is (1) deadlock-free, and (2) satisfies feasible eventual reception. Here, anno-
tated indicates that the CSMs have no computational meaning but well shows
the need for certain guarantees, which our type system can preserve. Note that a
process is automatically well-annotated if the CSMs are obtained via projection.

Theorem 5.1 (Subject Reduction). Given a well-annotated R, if © 1 0 |
0FRand R — R, then©® 10 10+~ R'.

Corollary 5.2 (Type Safety). For a well-annotated R, if © 101 () - R and
R —* R/, then R’ does not contain err.

For progress, the situation is more delicate: just like in [69] and most other
MST systems, allowing session interleaving may introduce inter-session depen-
dencies that are not modelled in the global protocol (which only pertains intra-
session dependencies). We thus prove progress under these assumptions: (i) there
is only one session running, and (ii) that each of its participants is implemented
by a distinct process, and (iii) the CSM annotating it is sink-final. To encode
these extra restrictions, we define a “Session Fidelity” variant of the typing judge-
ment @ | A1 2 Fgp R which uses a subset of the rules of + to enforce the
restrictions above. Let Af; and §27 be defined as in the premises of RT-v.

Theorem 5.3 (Progress). Let (¢,€) be a configuration of a sink-final, deadlock-
free CSM A satisfying feasible eventual reception. If © | /12. 1§28 Fsp R, and

(q, &) can take a step, then there exist some R' and (¢’,¢’), such that R — R/,

(¢.€) — (q",€), and © 1 A%, 1 25, Fsp R

Progress hinges on deadlock freedom of the CSM. In general, any (language)
property of a PSM that is preserved and reflected by C(-) holds for its projec-
tion. However, as for progress, it is not necessarily easy to make the type system
enforce the preservation of these properties at the global process level and re-
quires careful treatment. [25] demonstrated how Kobayashi-style techniques [52]
that can be used to show progress in the presence of session interleaving. We
conjecture a similar system can be added on top of AMP’s type system.

6 Applications of AMP to MST Frameworks

Standard (expression-based) global types from MST frameworks can be seen as
restricted special cases of PSMs. What is gained from using AMP for global types
seen as PSMs? Is anything lost in doing so? In this section, we evaluate AMP as
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a backend for projection/typing of standard global types. The key consequences
of our results are:

(a) Every sender-driven global type is a tame sink-final 31-PSM.

(b) Tame sink-final ¥1-PSMs can be represented as a sender-driven global type.

(c) Every collection of (expression-based) local types { L },cp can be expressed
as a CSM {A; }oep and vice versa.

(d) AMP’s projection is deadlock-free by construction, but MSTs typically insist
on freedom of a stricter notion of deadlock which we call soft deadlock. We
show AMP’s projection can also be set to ensure soft deadlock freedom,
without losing completeness.

These results help us settle two open questions:

— Expression-based global /local types are equi-expressive with respect to state-
machine-based global/local specifications.
— Allowing mixed-choice in global types makes projectability undecidable.

Here, we give an overview while Appendix D presents the results in detail.

Global and local types. In most MST frameworks, protocols are specified using
expression-based global types (G), which get projected to expression-based local
types (L). Their syntax is specified as follows:

G:=0 | Zpi—)qizmi.Gi | pX.G | X (global types)
il

L:=0] & aqi'm;.L; | ézlqi?miALi | uX.L | X (local types)
el 7

where 0 explicitly denotes termination and pX binds a recursion variable X. The
remaining operators specify how messages are exchanged: for local types, sending
and receiving are separate actions, while for global types they are specified in
a single paired event. Typically only deterministic global types are considered,
i.e. where every Ziel pi—d;:m; . G; has no ¢ # j with p;—q;:m; = pj—q;:m;.
The choice restrictions we discussed, can be imposed on global types, e.g. sender-
driven choice requires that, for )., pi—q;:m; .Gy, for all 4,5 € I, p; = p;.

The standard semantics of global types has been given as a transition system,
or as sets of traces. In both cases, the semantics allows reordering of events that
are not causally related, e.g. p—q:1.r—s:2.0 allows r and s to communicate
before p and g. This is formalised, in the presentation of [57, 60, 70] (which we
adopt here) as defining the semantics of a global type to be a set of traces closed
under the indistinguishability relation ~. With this view, it is immediate to
represent any global type as a PSM. Given the restricted format of global types,
the PSMs corresponding to translations of global types (like the one in Fig. 4)
are L1-PSMs with a specific shape: they are tree-like, sink-final and recursion
only happens at leaves and to ancestors [70]. On the face of it, it is unclear
whether every ¥1-PSM can be modelled as global type.

Theorem 6.1. For every sink-final X1-PSM M, there is a global type GAut(M)
with the same core language (and hence the same semantics). If M is non-
deterministic (mixed-choice, sender-driven, or directed, resp.), then GAut(M)
is non-deterministic (mized-choice, sender-driven, or directed, resp. ).
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The main idea of Theorem 6.1 is that one can see a global type as a special
regular expression, and thus we can adapt techniques like Arden’s lemma and
Brzozowski derivatives to the case of PSMs. The key difficulty in the proof
lays in showing the branching conditions are preserved: the standard automata
transformations change the branching structure, and we need to produce new
variants that do.

Similarly, local types can be directly read as the FSMs of a CSM. We can
also provide an inverse transformation (preserving branching).

Theorem 6.2. Let A, be a sink-final FSM over I, without mized-choice states
for a participant p. One can construct a local type Ly for p with L(Ly) = L(Ap).

Deadlocks and protocol termination. In MSTs, local types can only terminate
with a 0, which signals at the same time that it is valid to stop the protocol, and
that there is no further potential action. This implies that for a global type to
be projectable into local types, all the participants need to know unambiguously
when the protocol terminated globally. In contrast, using CSMs, it is possible
to mark as final a state with outgoing transitions. Consider for instance the
(directed) global type G := (p—q:m1.p—r:m1.0)+ (p—q:m2.0). AMP’s projec-

r<ap?my

tion would produce the FSM -0———Q as the projection for r. It contains a
non-sink final state: r is not informed of which branch was taken and needs to
be prepared to terminate, or receive one more message.

AMP’s projection produces deadlock-free CSMs, where deadlocks are defined
as configurations which cannot take a step, but their queues are not empty or
some participant is in a non-final state. Projections to local types ensure the
absence of another type of deadlock: a soft deadlock, i.e. a configuration that is a
deadlock, or that cannot take a step but where some participant is in a non-sink
state. Is the possibility of soft deadlocks desirable? We argue that this depends
on the domain of application: in distributed computing, it would be fine if a
server kept listening for incoming requests while, in embedded computing, it can
be key that all participants eventually stop. We can show that it is possible to
use AMP in both scenarios, without giving up on completeness.

Definition 6.3 (Strong Projectability). A language L C I'¥ is said to be
strongly projectable if there exists a CSM { By }pep such that {Bp}oep is free
from soft deadlocks (soft deadlock freedom), and L is the language of { By }pep
(protocol fidelity). We say that { By }rep is a strong projection of L.

Theorem 6.4. Let G be a projectable global type. Then, the subset construction
€(G,p) [57, Def.5.4] is sink-final for every participant p if and only if there is
a CSM that is a strong projection of G and this CSM satisfies feasible eventual
reception or every of its state machines is deterministic.

If we aim for a strong projection of a projectable global type, we construct
the global type’s subset construction and check if it is sink-final. If it is not, there
is no strong projection of it. If this is undesirable, the protocol needs redesigning.
Theorem 6.2 can yield local types and LAut(L) is the FSM for a local type L.
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Undecidability for mized-choice. Finally, these results together with our results
from Section 4.2, can settle the open question of whether we can project mixed-
choice global types algorithmically.

Corollary 6.5. Both the projectability problem and the strong projectability prob
lem for mixed-choice global types are undecidable.

7 Related Work

Multiparty session types. Inspired by linear logic [40], Honda [43] proposed bi-
nary sessions types for sessions with two participants. Multiparty session types
[44] extended the idea to multiple participants. Deniélou and Yoshida [30] were
the first to extensively explore the relation between CSMs and local types, but
their projection is not complete and only supports directed choice; moreover
the approach was found to be somewhat flawed [69]. MSTs have been incorpo-
rated into a number of programming languages [5, 24, 50, 55, 58, 64, 67]. They
have also been applied to various other domains like operating systems [32],
web services [80], distributed algorithms [53], timed systems [12], cyber-physical
systems [61], and smart contracts [29]. A number of works are devoted to mech-
anising MST meta-theory [21, 48, 49, 73]. Our results could potentially extend
the expressivity of the types involved in these applications.

MST projectability/projection. Via a reduction to globally-cooperative HMSCs,
Stutz [70] proved MST projectability to be decidable for the class of global types
that can —but do not have to— terminate (called O-reachable). Li et al. [57]
provided a direct MST projection algorithm that is complete for sender-driven
global types, providing a PSPACE upper bound. Our results use a reduction
to these later developments. The global specifications in [57] can be shown to
be special cases of Tame X1-PSMs so our results strictly expand the reach of
their results. For example, the protocols of Figs. 5 and 7 are all tame, yet out of
the reach of both works. We also clarify the discrepancy between the notion of
deadlock in global types and in [57] (cf. Section 6). Finally, [57, 70] do not have
a type system, providing no way to link properties of projections with the ones
of processes. Preliminary versions of some of our results appeared in the PhD
thesis of the first author [71].

The almost totality of asynchronous MST works can only handle directed
choice. An exception is [19], where unrestricted global types are considered (with-
out a type system). They propose an incomplete projection algorithm that is
correct with respect to a different notion of correct projection than the standard
one we adopt and generalise. We refer to [60] for a survey on choice restrictions.

Hu and Yoshida [46] propose a scheme with global types and an incom-
plete projection, where the global types are not safe by construction and the
restrictions on choice only appear at the local types. The safety of global types
is ensured by a combination of model-checking with message buffers of size 1,
and syntactic restrictions that ensure that any unsafety that might arise, will
be visible in the 1-bounded executions. For PSMs satisfying the syntactic re-
strictions, the same approach could be applied. The types of [46] also include
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connect /disconnect actions, which can be emulated in AMP by excluding dead-
locks (but not soft deadlocks) and using non-sink final states.

Choreography automata and languages. Choreography Automata [7] are syntac-
tically similar to X1-PSMs, but do not employ any closure operation, requiring
the user to specify all the allowed interleavings, and preventing finite state rep-
resentations for many common communication patterns. In addition, Majumdar
et al. [60] showed that their conditions for projectability are flawed for the asyn-
chronous case (fixes for the synchronous case appeared in [38, p. 8]). Barbanera
et al. [8] applies a language-theoretic approach to a limited class of synchronous
choreographies (with no claim of completeness of projection).

Bottom-up MSTs. A number of MST-based works deviate from the top-down
approach. For instance, [69] proposes a type system that only requires local types
and not a global type. The typing ensures some operational correspondence be-
tween local types and processes, making it possible to model check local types
to determine properties of the program. Their local types in the asynchronous
setting are Turing-powerful, and therefore model checking is of limited use. By
virtue of the decoupling achieved by our type system, AMP can be used in a
bottom-up way too: safety of the CSM used to type a process, implies safety
of the process, regardless of whether the CSM is obtained by projection or just
given. Dagnino et al. [28] and Castellani et al. [20] also use a bottom-up strategy
by reconstructing a so-called deconfined global type from the parallel compo-
sition of local programs of a single session. Deconfined global types are not
automatically safe, and checking their safety is shown to be undecidable.

Ezxtensions for MSTs. A number of extensions for MSTs have been considered
(see [11] for a survey), including: parametrisation [23, 31], dependent types [31,
75, 76], graduality [47], fault-tolerance [10, 79]. Context-free session types [51, 74]
specify binary sessions that are not representable with finite-control. It would be
interesting to consider projection for PSMs generated by pushdown automata.

Distributed synthesis. In automata theory, distributed synthesis seeks a way to
transform a sequential specification into an equivalent distributed implementa-
tion, which is close in spirit with the idea of extracting local types from global
types. One of the few positive results in this area is Zielonka’s theorem [81],
which shows that every regular trace language can be recognised by a so-called
“asynchronous automaton”. Despite their name, asynchronous automata can be
seen as a parallel composition of participants interacting through synchronous
actions. In contrast, PSMs and CSMs represent non-regular FIFO languages,
giving rise to a harder challenge.

High-level message sequence charts. HMSCs were defined in an industry stan-
dard [78], inspiring extensive academic research [33, 35, 36, 62, 66]. Projectability
has been studied for HMSCs under the name “safe realisability” [3, 37, 59], and
was shown to be undecidable in general [59]. Several restrictions of HMSCs have
been proposed to make projectability decidable. For a detailed survey, we refer
to [70]. Compared to PSMs, HMSCs only model finite runs; their PSM encod-
ing equips them with an infinite run semantics. With our developments, it is
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fairly straightforward to obtain a projection operation for sender-driven, sink-
final HMSCs that respect some channel bounds. This class is incomparable to
any of the decidable HMSC classes proposed in the literature. Since our type
system only depends on CSMs, regardless of how they are obtained, AMP can
type check a program against a projectable HMSC.

Choreographic programming. Choreographic programming [26, 39, 42] adopts
the top-down approach even more radically than MSTs. In choreographic pro-
gramming, the endpoint projection (EPP) aims at synthesizing a fully-featured
program implementation directly from the global specification. As a result, the
global specification describes the local computation alongside the communica-
tion structure (requiring infinite-state formalisms). In choreographies, one typi-
cally works with non-finite-control-state global specifications, so the hopes for a
complete and decidable EPP are slim, justifying giving up on completeness. By
only considering local computation in processes, the MST/AMP approach avoids
this issue. Nevertheless, our results could still be useful for EPP when applied to
the pure communication structure of choreographies. Notably, our method can
project examples that cannot be projected using EPPs from the literature. Con-
sider the choreography if p.x then (p—q: .q—s: ) else (p—s: .s—q: ),
where message payloads are irrelevant and hence omitted and p.x denotes non-
deterministic choice by p. The example is syntactically valid in [27] and can be
easily encoded as a global type with sender-driven choice. However, their EPP
would be undefined for q and s: it uses the merge from [18], which can only merge
same sender receives. Our results would instead produce the desired projection.
Communicating state machines. CSMs are the canonical automata model for
distributed systems. They have been studied in the context of model checking
projections and do not apply a top-down methodology. The verification problem
is undecidable in general since CSMs are Turing-powerful [14]. Several strategies
to yield decidable classes have been proposed: assuming channels are lossy [1],
restricting the communication topology [65, 77], or only allowing half-duplex
communication for two participants [22]. The concept of existential bounded-
ness [34] was initially defined for CSMs and yields decidability of control state
reachability. The same holds for synchronisability [13, 41], which, intuitively,
requires that every execution can be re-ordered (up to ~) into phases of sends
and receives such that messages can only be received in the same phase. Global
types can only express 1-synchronisable and half-duplex communication [72].
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Appendix
A Additional Material for Section 3

A.1 Communicating State Machines

Definition A.1 (Semantics of Communicating State Machines). We
denote the set of channels with Chan = {(p,q) | p,q € P,p # q}. The set of
global states of a CSM is given by HpeP Qp. Given a global state q, gy denotes
the state of p in q. A configuration of a CSM { A, }pep is a pair (¢,§), where g
s a global state and & : Chan — V* is a mapping of each channel to its current
content. The initial configuration (qo,&:) consists of a global state qo where the
state of each role is the initial state qop of Ap and a mapping &, which maps
each channel to the empty word . A configuration (g,€) is said to be final iff
each individual local state gy is final for every p and § is &..
The global transition relation — is defined as follows:
~ (¢.6) 22 (¢, ) if (go,p>alm,q) € &y, g = ¢, for every role r # p,
&'({p,q) =&({p,q)) -m and &'(c) = &(c) for every other channel ¢ € Chan.
- (q,¢) M (¢, &) if (qq,qﬂp?m,qé) € dq, ¢ = ¢, for every role r # q,
E({p,q)) =m-&({p,q)) and &'(c) = &(c) for every other channel ¢ € Chan.
- (q,6) = (¢,¢) if (@p:€, ) € 0y for some role p, and qq = q; for every role
q 7 p-
A run of the CSM always starts with an initial configuration (qo,&o), and is
a finite or infinite sequence (qo,&) —= (q1,&1) —= ... for which (q;, &) —=
(git1,&i+1). The word wow; ... € X is said to be the trace of the run. A run
is called maximal if it is infinite or finite and ends in a final configuration. As
before, the trace of a mazimal run is mazimal. The language L({Ap}oep) of
the CSM {Ap}oep consists of its set of mazimal traces. A configuration is a
deadlock if it is not final and has no outgoing transitions.

Majumdar et al. [60, Lm. 22| showed that the semantics of CSMs are closed
under the indistinguishability relation ~.

Lemma A.2. Let {Ap}ocp be a CSM. Then, L{Ap}pepr) = C(L({ApFper))-

A.2 Feasible Eventual Reception is Preserved and Reflected by the
Indistinguishability Closure

Lemma A.3 (Feasible eventual reception is preserved and reflected
by C(-)). Let L C I'™® be a language. It holds that L satisfies feasible eventual
reception iff C(L) satisfies feasible eventual reception.

Proof. Let us recall the definition of feasible eventual reception: for every finite
word w = w; ...w, € pref(L) such that w; is an unmatched send event, there
is an extension w < w’ € L of w such that w; is matched in w’.
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For the direction from left to right, it suffices to observe the following. For
every (finite) prefix v € pref(C(L)) with an unmatched send event, there is
w € L with u ~ w and, by assumption, there is w < w’ where this send event is
matched. For finite words, ~ does not affect matching (as it only considers the
send and receive events for one channel). It is obvious that we can also use w’
as witness for u.

Let us consider the direction from right to left. We need to show that for
every finite word w := w; ... w, € pref(L) such that w; is an unmatched send
event, there is an extension w < w’ € L of w such that w; is matched in w’. By
assumption, we know there is v/ = wy ... w, ... € C(L) with w < v« where w;
is matched. We do a case distinction whether v’ is finite. If u’ is finite, there is
u € L with u ~ v/ by definition. It is straightforward that w; is also matched in
u, proving the claim. Let us suppose that v’ is infinite. Despite, by definition,
there is j such that w; is the matching receive event for w;. (It is obvious that
j > n.) By definition of C(-), there is v € L with v/ <% w. This means for each
finite prefix v’ of v/, there is a finite prefix v of u such that v’ - v/ ~ v for some
v”. We choose v/ = wy ... wy, ... w;. Hence, we can obtain v € pref(L) where w;
occurs and matches w; because, as argued before, ~ does not affect matching
for finite words. For the definition of feasible eventual reception, we need a word
in L. We choose u, which is a continuation of v, where wj is still matched. [

B Additional Material for Section 4

Without loss of generality, in what follows we assume there are no e-transitions
ina PSM M if L(M) = {e}.

B.1 Finding Channel Bounds for PSMs

Our algorithm to generate channel bounds consists of three phases.

First, we detect all channels for which we need a channel bound. For this,
we counsider every transition with label (g1, p®>q!m, g2) and check if there is only
a single transition from g¢o such that (g2, p > qlm,¢s). If not, the channel (p, q)
needs to have a channel bound. We call these detected channels.

Second, we check if the channel bound can be upperbounded. For every
detected channel (p,q), we consider every loop with a message from p to q
and check the following. We check if there is a sequence of messages from q back
to p (possibly involving other intermediary participants), i.e., does the loop have
a subword of the form

qrrilmy -r1<q?my > rolme - ro<ri?me ..., b plmy, - pdr,?m, for n > 0.

where subword is defined in the expected way.

Intuitively, the condition enforces that any message sent in one iteration from
p to q needs to be received before a message from p to q will be sent in the next
iteration of the loop. Hence, if satisfied, p will not be able to go ahead with loop
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Channel-participant Encoding.

Fig. 12: Local projections for participant e for KLE variants.

executions without q receiving its messages. If this condition is violated for any
detected channel, the PSM will not respect any channel bounds. This condition
is inspired from bounded HMSCs [4, 63], where they require the communication
topology of every loop to form a strongly connected component, yielding that
all channels will always be bounded.

Third, we compute the channel bounds. In the second step, we ensured that
loops will not add unmatched messages to the channels. Hence, we do not need
to account for loops in the computation of channel bounds. We consider every
loop-free path from the initial state. For every detected channel, we compute the
number of messages in the channel and the maximum over all loop-free paths
yields the channel bound. We shall not restrict ourselves to paths ending in final
states as we also consider infinite executions and there might be loop-free paths
for which no extension to a final state exists.

B.2 Projection Synthesis and Projectability for a Class of PSMs

Li et al. [57] propose a sound and complete algorithm to generate projections
of global types from MSTs. Transferred to our setting, this amounts to sink-
final sender-driven %1-PSMs. We propose an encoding that encodes PSMs as
31-PSMs. This encoding preserves choice restrictions and is sink-final if and
only if the original PSM is.

With Example 4.4, we gave intuition about the channel participant encoding
for the KLE example. Fig. 12 provides the respective projection and decoded
FSM for e.

We also hinted at the fact that only having one channel participant per
channel can be unsound. The following example shows this.

Example B.1. Consider the word p>qg!m -p>qlm - q<p?m - q<p?m. For now,
let us say that r acts as channel participant from p to q. Then, the encoded
word would be p—r:m - p—r:m - r—q:m - r—q:m. While the original version
allows us to swap the 2nd and 3rd event: pr>glm -q<p?m-p>qglm-q<ap?m,
this is not possible for the encoded word as r induces an ordering between them.
Intuitively, this means that our encoding would not consider certain scenarios,
possibly leading to unsoundness.

To avoid this, intuitively, we would want to introduce a new channel par-
ticipant for every message. However, we only know how to check projectability
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for a finite number of participants. Thus, we introduce the notion of channel
bounds that allows us to restrict the number of channel participants. Intuitively,
they restrict the number of messages in flight in a channel. This allows re-use
of the channel participants for later messages. Obviously, if we imposed this on
every channel, we would end up with finite state systems. Thus, we distinguish
between channels for which we need channel participants and for which we do
not need them: channel (p,q) does not need a channel bound if all its actions of
shape p > q!m are immediately followed by actions of shape q<p?m.

We now formalise our encoding and prove it correct.

Formally, we introduce channel alphabets to define channel bounds.

Definition B.2 (Channel alphabets). For readability, we define the alphabet
of a channel (p,q) € Chan: I'yy oy := Ly 8 I qy,2 where T, g1 = {p>qlm |
m €V} and Iy g 2 := {q<p?m | m e V}.

Note that we already used these alphabets to define channel bounds in the
main text but did not use a special symbol for them. Here, we also need to know
when a word satisfies channel bounds.

Definition B.3 (More on channel bounds). We say a word w C I'*° re-
spects the channel bounds (B if for every channel (p,q) € Chan, the following

holds: if B((p,q)) is defined, then wir,  is B((p,q))-bounded.

Proposition B.4. If a PSM M respects channel bounds 3, then every word in
its semantics does.

Remark B.5 (Notation). Intuitively, if a PSM respects channel bounds 8, for
channels that are not in the domain of 3, the reception of a message is specified
right after it was sent. We may call such events paired and will abuse notation:
we assume transitions of PSMs are labelled with X' if and only if the respective
channel has an undefined channel bound in g.

Given a channel bound for a channel, we know the number of messages in
this channel will never exceed this bound. Intuitively, we can therefore treat this
channel as a ring buffer with a producer, i.e. the sender, and a consumer, i.e. the
receiver. For both, we will keep track which is the next position to send to or to
receive from. To this end, we use the additive group of integers modulo 3({p, q))
for every channel (p, q): (Zg((p,q)),+)- It is common to write 5 = 2mod 3((p,q))
for 5((p,q)) = 3. In our setting, B({p,q)) will always be clear from context.
Therefore, we will omit it.

Definition B.6 (Channel participants). Given channel bounds 3, we define
a set of channel participants for the channels in the domain of 3:

o= |J {(ai} and Ricni=PYRy
0<i<B({p,a))



AMP: An Automata-theoretic Basis for Multiparty Protocols 39

to obtain the new set with both the original participants and the channel partic-
ipants. The set of events TN for Rych is defined as follows:
= {p> (p,s!m, (p,q): <p?m, (p,:>am, g (p,q):?m
|p,a€P,(p,a)i € Ren and m € V},

Again, we define syntactic sugar for paired send and receive events:

p—=(p;q)iim :=p> (p;q)i!m- (p,q)i <p?m  and
(P, )i —=a:m = (p,q)s > qm-q < (p, q)s7m
forp,qa € P, (psq)i € Pen and m € V. The set of these is denoted by X", Note

that, in T, participants do only send to and receive from the respective channel
participants. Consequently, the alphabet for channel participants is TCh =

(P@):
{(p,a)i > alm, (p,q)i <p?m | m € V} while the alphabet for p € P is
"= {p> (p,@)slm,p 4 (a,p);?m | m € V,q € P,0 < i < B((p, ),
and 0 < j < B((a0,P)} -

Definition B.7 (Channel-ordered). We say a word w over X" is channel-
ordered if, for every channel (p,q) € Chan, the following holds:

— Let wjw} ... := Wiy, (p,q) - It holds that w; =p—(p,q)j:_ for j =1 for
all i.

— Let wjw} ... := Whip,q) —q: - It holds that w; = (p,q)j—q:_ for j =1 for
all 1.

We say that a word w over ' is channel-ordered if there is channel-ordered

word w' € (VM) such that w' ~ w.
For participant p, we say a word w over E;’,"Ch is channel-ordered if, for every
channel {p,q) € Chan, the following holds:

= Let wowy ... = wly(p.q) 1 - It holds that wi = pr (p,q);!_ for j =i for
all i. o

— Let wow) ... == wlgypq) 7 - It holds that w; = q<(p,q);?_ for j =i for
all i. o

Equipped with these definitions, we can define the channel participant en-
coding for a PSM that respects channel bounds, for which we briefly give an
intuition.

We introduce channel participants (p, q);: for every channel (p,q) € dom(/5),
concretely B((p,q)) of them. From a PSM M, we obtain an encoded PSM
encpsm (M) by substituting every send and receive event by the respective
(paired) event involving the channel participants, e.g. we change p > q!m into
p—(p,q)i:m if it is the i*® send event. Provided that we can obtain a projection
{As }oere, of encpsm (M), we can compute a CSM by rebending the messages
to and from channel participants, yielding the decoding function decpgnm (Ay) for
every p. Note that, in such an encoded PSM, a participant p only communicates
with channel participants, i.e. all its communications are of form p> (p, )i!
or p<(_,p)i? . For channel participants, it is even more restricted: a channel
participant (p,q); solely receives from p and sends to q.
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Definition B.8 (Channel-participant Encoding). The channel-participant
encoding for a PSM M that respects channel bounds 8 is a 6-tuple

( encpsy, encre,decre, encrsm, decrsm, A q) for (p,q) € Ren )

with the following definitions:
— encpgm turns a PSM into a X1-PSM:

enCPSM((Q> F7 57 q0, F)) = (Q/7 ZWCh7 6/’ Q(/)’ FI) where

¢ Q':=Qx ({(P, 2 = Z(p.an }paycdom(s))*
b (J(/] = (qOﬂ ({(p,q> = 0}(p,q)€dom(ﬁ))2);
o [':=Fx ({(p,q) = O}(p,q>€dom(,8))2;
and the transition relation &' is defined as follows:

o ((q1,8,,8%), =, (q2,8,8%) €0 ifx € ¥ and (q1, z, q2) € 6,
. ggq;f,ﬁ!,ﬂ?), p—(p,q)j:m, (g2, 8'[{p,q) — B'((p,a)) + 1], (p,q)), 8)) €
7
(q1, pralm, g2) €3 and j = ' ({p,q)),
e (1,587, (a,p);—=pm, (g2,8", 8" [(a,p) — B°({a,p)) + 1]) € &' if
(1, p<q?m, ¢2) €6 and j = B7((q,p))-
— encreo: '™ — (E""Ch)(’o:

encre (WiwWs . ..) := encre (w1) - encre (ws) ... where

p—=(p;q)jm  if wi =pralm and j = (w1 ... wi—1)dpq |

(p,a);—am  if wi =q<ap?m and j = |(w1 ... wi-1 g |

w; if (w; =p>qlm or w; = q<p?m) o
and B({(p,q)) is undefined

encre (w;) 1=

— decpeo: (ZWEM)© — o0

decro (Wiwy . ..) = decpe (wy) - decpoo (W) ... where

a __Jpram difx=p—=(p,q)im
ecroo () 1= ; .
q<p?m ifzr=(p,q)i—q:m

— encpgm that turns an FSM over Iy, to an FSM over FI‘)”Ch:
enCFSM((Q7 Fpa 6) q0, F)) = (le F}\)NCh7 6/a qéa F/) where

o Q"= Qx{(p; D) = Zs((p.a)) } (p.0)€dom(8) X (2 P) = Zp((ap)) Hap)edom(s)s
/o
® Gy = (QO; {<pa q> — 0}<p,q>€d0m(ﬂ)a {<q7 p> — 0}(q,p>€d0m(ﬂ));
o [M:=Fx ({<paq> = O}<p7q>€dom(ﬂ)) X ({<q7 P> = O}(q,p)Edom(ﬂ))z
and the transition relation &' is defined as follows:

o (1,887, pralm, (¢2.8,8%) €8 if (q1.p>qlm,q2) € 6 and (p,q) ¢
dom(3),
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e (1,8, 87), p<a?m, (q2,8',8")) € 8 if (q1,p<99?m, q2) € § and (p,q) ¢
e ((q1, 8,8, pr (p,q);!m, (q27 {p,q) — (< Q) +1],87)) €d if
(g1, p>alm, g2) €6 and j = (<p,q>); an
e ((q1,8.8%), p<(a,p);?m, (qz,ﬂ ﬂ?[<q7p> ' ((a,p)) +1],)) €8 if
(1, paq?m, q2) €6 andJ = 6"((a,p))-
— decpgm that turns an FSM over FI‘)"’Ch to an FSM over I}:

deCFSM((QaFg\ICh767 QO7F)) = (Q F 5/ ,q0, ) where

| ; — N
(g1, h(x),q2) € 0" if (q1,x,q2) € 6 with h(z) = pram l,fx e (p,q)i'm .
p<q?m ifx =p<(q,p)i?m
= Apa). = (0. WUpney @m)s Lpa)+ 6, 90,1 {90,7}) where
(90,1, (P, @)1 <P?M, @) € 0 and (gm, (P, Q)1 >q!m, qo,5) € 0 for everym € V.

Eventually, we want to prove the following: first, if the encoded PSM is pro-
jectable, then the original PSM is; second, if the original PSM is projectable,
then the encoded PSM is projectable. In particular, we will show that the re-
spective projections can be constructed. The second condition is important to
obtain completeness.

What follows is a sequence of lemmas that establishes properties of the
channel-participant encoding, ultimately leading to the desired result.

From now on, we fix a PSM M, channel bounds § and a corresponding
channel-participant encoding

( encpsM, encre,decre, encrsn, decrsm, A(p,q) for (p,q) € Ren ) )

For readability, we assume that encpgy (A(p,q)i) = Ap,q); -

In addition, without loss of generality, we assume that for every CSM, it
holds that the FSM for every participant is deterministic. This is possible as, if
there is a CSM (which is what we will need to show for projectability), each FSM
that can be determinised individually. Observe that encrgym(-) and decrgm(-)
preserve determinism.

The following lemma characterises the property that would not hold if we
only introduced one channel participant per channel (cf. Example B.1).

Lemma B.9. Let w,u € '™ be two FIFO-compliant words that respect 3 for
which w ~ u holds. For every (p,q)i € Fen, it holds that

encre (w)llp(v;czb = encre (u )ljpv;cg)

Proof. We define a function that, for an offset j, keeps every k' send and every
k™ receive event. Let v i= vy ... € '™,

h(v,j, k) == h'(e,v1,5,k) - B/ (v1,v9,5,k) - ... - B (v1 ... vi—1, 04, 5, k) -



42 F. Stutz and E. D’Osualdo
v; ifv;=prglmand j=['l,, [modk
where 1'(v',vi, j, k) := ¢ v if v; = q<ap?m and j = [0/}, |modk .

& otherwise

Claim 1: Let v be a FIFO-compliant word that respects 5. For all channels
(p,q) and every 0 < j < B({p,q)), it holds that

h(v,j,,@((p,q>)) S {:C Y | YIS F(p,q)J and UAS F(p7q)7?}oo .

Proof of Claim 1: Towards a contradiction, assume that h(v,j, 5({p,q))) ¢
{z-ylxz=prq Ay =qap? }* for some j. We know that v is FIFO-
compliant. Thus, two send events occur next to each other: h(v, j, 8({(p,q))) =
...-p>q!_-prq! -.... We situate the above pattern in v:

v -prql -0 -pql -0

By construction, h(v, 7, 3({p,q))) only collects every k'!' send and every k*® re-
ceive event. Thus, v contains B({p, q))—1 send events p>q! . Notably, it can also
contain receive events of shape q<p? . However, these will all match send events
in v’ because the matching receive event for the first p>q!  from above is also
in h(v, j, 8({p,q))) and thus can only appear in v"’. In other words, v is empty
for h(v,j,8({(p,q))). Thus, v'-p>q! -v”-p>q!  contains at least 5((p,q)) +1
unmatched send events so v does not respect 3, yielding a contradiction.

End Proof of Claim 1.

Claim 2: For every channel (p,q) and 0 < j < B({p,q)), it holds that
h(w7j’ k) = h(u’ j? k)'

Proof of Claim 2: Towards a contradiction, suppose that h(w, j, k) # h(u, j, k).
By Claim 1, we know that both h(u, j, k) and h(w, j, k) alternate between send
and receive events. We consider the first difference and do a case analysis if it is
a send or receive event. First, suppose that they differ on a receive event. Then,
the received message is different from the message that was sent, contradicting
FIFO-compliancy for at least one of u or w. Second, suppose that they differ
on a send event. Let us establish an intermediate fact that we contradict later.
From w ~ u and [60, Lm. 23|, we know that wil, = ullp,. It is straightforward
that this implies that wl ., = ul,.4 and, thus, also that every 3((p,q))-th
occurrence on both sides are the same (for every offset). However, the fact that
h(w, j, k) and h(u, j, k) differ on some send contradicts this observation, yielding
a contradiction.

End Proof of Claim 2.

We now show that Claim 2 implies enc (w)lip(wch) = encre (u)iLF(wcr. for
Pa)i

Pa)i

every (p,q)i € Fen, which is the goal of this lemma. By construction of enc e (-),
we know that encpe ('U)»U/F(p’q)l is built from v in the following way: starting with
the é-th occurrence, every SB({p,q))-th instance of a send event p > q! turns
into (p,q); <p?_ and every S({p,q))-th instance of a receive event q < p?
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turns into (p,q);>q! . The function h(-,-,-) considers precisely this pattern to
keep letters, i.e. keeping every S((p, q))-th letter starting from any offset. Thus,
Claim 2 implies our claim. O

We continue by proving various properties about the channel participant
encoding.

Lemma B.10. The following properties hold:

(1) For every word w € I'*°, it holds that decs(encre(w)) = w.

) For every channel-ordered word w € (X%")>  we have encr=(decr«(w)) = w.

) Every word in S(encpgm(M)) is channel-ordered.

) Let {Ap}oep be a CSM. Then, for every p, every word in L(encrsm(Ap))

s channel-ordered.

(5) Let w,u € I'*° be two FIFO-compliant words that respect B such that w ~ w.
Then, it holds that encpe (w) ~ encpo (u).

(6) Let w,u € (XWh)>® be two words such that w ~ u. Then, it holds that
decrs (w) ~ decre (u).

(7) For every w € I'*°, it holds that w € S(M) iff encpe(w) € S(encpgm(M)).

(8) For every channel-ordered word w € (X" it holds that
w € S(encpsm(M)) iff decre(w) € S(M).

Proof. We consider every claim and use previously proven ones later:

— (1): Let w := wy - wy . ... Then, we have that

=wy-wy...
— (2): Let w :=wy - wy ... with w; € %", Then, we have that
encr«(decrs(w))

( (
( (w1 -ws...))
( (
( (

wy) - decros (ws) .. .)
= encre(decre(wy)) - encre (decre (ws)) . ..

= encr«(decre

= encr«(decp

=W -wz...

where the last equality hinges on the fact that w is channel-ordered as it
makes sure that the indices for channel participants are introduced in the
right way.

— (3): The construction of encpgnm(-) keeps track of which channel participants
for each channel shall be used next, both for sending and receiving. The
semantics allows reordering under ~. Still, events from the same participant
cannot be reordered beyond each other. Thus, all words are channel-ordered.
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Note that the events of different channel participants might be reordered,
e.g., (P, @)i+1<9p?ma - (p, @): <p?ma ~ (P, q)s <p?ma - (P, q)i41 <p?my but
the matching send events by p will happen in the latter order.

(4) Again, the property follows directly by construction, which keeps track
of which channel participants to use next, both for sending and receiving.
(5): With Lemma 23 from [60], we know that u ~ w if and only if u{ =
wilpp for every p € P. Again, because of [60, Lm. 23|, it suffices to show that
encre(u)lly, = encre(w)lp for every r € Rich. Let r € Rych. We do a
case analysis if r € P or r € Pp.

First, let r € P. By assumption, we know that u{, = wl . Applying
encre(-) on both sides yields encre (ul ) = encre(wl, ). By induction,
it is straightforward to show that applying encre(-) first and then (-){
yields the same result, proving the claim. Intuitively, ence (-) requires the
prefix of a word but it actually does only consider the part that is left after
applying (-){, anyway.

Second, let r = (p,q)i € Ren. We need to show that encre(u)lp = =
encre (w)llp(p’q)i, which follows from Lemma B.9.

(6): With Lemma 23 from [60], it suffices to show that decpe (u){y =
decre (W), for every r € P. It suffices to consider P since those are the
only participants that are left in decro(-). Let r € P be some participant.
We show that decre(u)l, = decre(w)| . Again, from Lemma 23 from
[60], we know that ul swen = W suen for every p € Rych. We instantiate this
with r to obtain: ulswen = wlswen. We apply decre(-) on both sides to
obtain: decpee () swen) = decyes (wlhsuer). By induction, it is straightfor-
ward to show that applying dec - (-) first and then (-){} r, yields the same
result, proving the claim. Intuitively, we only keep events of r because of the
projection and the decoding decr (-) can also be applied to the whole word
first (and vice versa).

(7): For both directions, we use the following notation for the PSMs:

M= (Q,T,6,q0, F) and

encpsm(M) = (@ x ({(p, @) = [0, B, @) — 1} tp.ay cdom(p)) > =", 8, (90, By Bo), F') .

The transition relation will be clear from context, so we use — for both.
For the direction from left to right, we assume that w’ € S(M) and show
that encpe (w') € S(encpsy(M)). By definition, there is w ~ w’ such that
w € L(M). Thus, there is a run p in M with trace(p) = w.

We show that the run for w in M can be simulated in encpgyv (M) for
encre(w). Let us assume there exists run p := qg —= q; —= ... for M for

w = wp - w - .... We claim the following: for every i with ¢; —> @i+1 and
(s4, B}, B7) such that

(a’) qi' = i,

(b) B:({p,q)) = |(ws . ..'l,Ui,]_)»UzPDq!7| for every (p,q) € dom(p), and

(c) Bi((p,@) = (w1 ... wi—1)Vqqp | for every (p,q) € dom(B).
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there is (s;41, 8,1, 8{41) such that

(@) giv1 = Sit1,

(b) Bir1((pr@) = [(wr .. wi) g | for every (p,q) € dom(p),

(©) Bii({py@) = [(w1 ... wi) gy | for every (p,q) € dom(B), and
(d

) (500 B B7) = (s, B, BR).

For our simulation argument, we need one more ingredient: the two initial
states, i.e. for i = 0, satisfy the above conditions. It is easy to check that this
is the case. Then, the claim can be used to mimic the run in encpgn (M) for
encpse (w).

Let us prove the claim. Let ¢ € N. We assume that (a) to (c) hold and prove
(a’) to (d’). We choose (s;11, Bi,1,8;,1) such that (a’) to () are satisfied,
S0 it remains to prove that (d’) holds. We do a simultaneous case analysis on
the shape of w; and whether the corresponding channel is in the domain (.

e (p,q) ¢ dom(p) and either w; = p>q!m or w; = q<p?m:
Since (p,q) ¢ dom(f3), we have encpe (w;) = w; by definition as well as

|(w1 L. wifl)Up>q37| = |(w1 cee wi)Uqu!f' and

|(w1 s wifl)‘U'qu? | = |(’U)1 s wi)‘Uqu? |

Again, since (p, q) ¢ dom(f3), we also have that 8} = 8}, and 8 = 5},
by construction of encpgy(M). Thus, (d’) is satisfied.

e (p,q) € dom(f) and w; = p>gqlm:
By definition, encre(w;) = p—(p,q)j:m for j = [(w1 ... wi—1)pq |-
By construction, there is a transition labelled with encpe (w;): -

enc oo (w;) o o
(Siaﬁq!hﬁ;’?) — (S;+1aﬁé+1aﬂé+1) .

By construction, it is obvious that s;;1 = sj,;. Let us consider the
changes for the channel bounds due to (b’) and (¢’). Since w; is not a
receive event, we have 3; 1= B!. For every channel (r, s) different from
(p,q), we also have 8}, ((r,s)) = B}((r,s)). For (p,q), it holds that
Bi1((p,q)) = Bi((p,q)) + 1. This matches with the changes due to the

semantics for encpgy(M). Thus, 514—1 = 5z+1 and ﬂ1+1 = ﬂz+17 which
shows that (d’) is satisfied.

e (p,q) € dom(f) and w; = q<p?m:
This case is analogous to the previous one and, thus, omitted.

This shows that there is a run in encpgy (M) for encre (w). With w' ~ w
and (5), we have that encre(w’) ~ encpre(w). Together, it follows that
encr(w') € S(encpgy(M)), which concludes this direction.

For the direction from right to left, we claim it suffices to show that, for all
u' € (ZVM)> it holds that, if u’ € S(encpsm(M)), then decr (u') € S(M).
Let us first explain why this claim is sufficient: we instantiate v’ = enc e (w),
which gives that if encpre(w) € S(encpsm(M)), then decre (encre(w)) €
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S(M). By (1), we have that decpe (encpr~(w)) = w, proving the claim.
Let us now prove this claim. We assume that u’ € S(encpsy(M)) and show
that decpe (u') € S(M).

By definition, there is u ~ «’ such that u € L(encpsy(M)). Thus, there is
a run p in encpgy (M) with trace(p) = u. We claim that there is a run p’
in M with trace(p’) = decre(u). As for the other direction, we prove a
simulation-like argument for which both initial states are trivially related.
Let us assume there exists run p := (so, 8}, 35) —= (51,6}, 8]) = ... in M
for w:=wug - uqg - .... We claim the following: for every ¢ with (s;, ﬁi, B 2
(Sit1, ﬁz!'-i-l? ﬁZ_H), it holds that s; decreo (us)
of encpgn(M), there is s; = s;41 such that encre(z) = u;. We apply
decre(-) on both sides and obtain decpw (encprw(x)) = decpr (u;). By (1),
it get © = decpo(u;), which proves the claim. Together, this shows that
there is a run with trace decpe (u) in M.

With u ~ ' and (6) we have that decpe(u) ~ decpe(u’). Thus, we have
decps(u) € S(M), which concludes this proof.

— (8): The direction from left to right was proven as part of the proof for (7).
The direction from right to left follows from (7) if one instantiates w =
decpee (w): if decpee (w) € S(M) then encpe (decp(w)) € S(encpsm(M));
with (2), we obtain that encpe (decpe (w)) = w, proving the claim.

si+1- Let ¢ € N. By construction

This concludes all proofs. O

Lemma B.11. Let {A,}pcp be a CSM. Then, for every w € I'*™° that respects
B, it holds that w € L({Ap}pepr) iff encre (w) € L({encrsm(Ap) Foericn)-

Proof. We show that the run for w in {A, },cp can be simulated for encpre (w)
in {encrsm(A4p) oere,, and vice versa.

Prior, we establish some notation that will be used for both cases
Let w := wp - w; ... and p be the run in {A, }pep for w: (¢, £0) 2% (q1, &) 2

. For {{encFSM( o) Fochcn, We split the states of partlclpants as follows: for

participants from P, we have §; as well as 5 and B for the respectlve chan-
nel bounds; for participants from Peh, we have ¢;. Then, let p/ be the run in

{encrsum (Ap)}}peprh for encre (w):

enc oo (

= e B wo) o N A7 enc oo (wy)
(50, B, B Lo, €0) 0 (51, By, B D, €f) s

Intuitively, the channel participants store the channel content while the actual
channels are empty. More precisely, We introduce notation for this. Intuitively,
¢({p,q)) contains what is stored in states (p, q); for i between from 37 ({p,q)) to
B'({p,q)) (excl.) and all the other channel participants, i.e. 5'({p,q)) to 8% ((p,q))
(excl.) are in their initial state; where we consider the indices for channel par-
ticipants to form a ring buffer, e.g. , 5 to 2 (excl.) gives the sequence 5, 6,0, 1 if
the channel bound is 7. L

Formally, we define cont(t, 8", 57, (p,q)) := w; . ... wj for the states t of channel
participants if the following holds:
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j= ﬁ}((p,q»,
—i=p(p,)),

— for every i < k < j, it holds that ﬂp,q)k = ¢y and wi, = m, and
for every j < k < i, it holds that {(p,q)k =qo,f-

First, let us assume there exists run p for {Ap}}pep for w = wq - wy .. We

claim the following: for every i with (&, &) —= (41, &i+1) and (5, ﬂz, ﬂl , tz,ﬁ )
such that

(a) ¢ = 5,
(b) &({p, q>) = &i((p, q)) for every (p,q) ¢ dom(p3),

(¢) &((p,q)) = € for every (p,q) € dom(f),

(d) &((p,q)) = cont(t;, B}, B!, (p,q)) for every (p,q) € dom(B),
there is (841, ﬂé+1,ﬁé+1,fi+1,§§+1) such that

(a”) ffz+1 = Siy1,

(b") &1 ((pya)) = &iv1({p, q)) for every (p,q) ¢ dom(B),

(¢)) &iv1((p;q)) = € for every (p,q) € dom(B3),

d

) ¢
) €

(d) &1((p,)) = cont(fir1, By, Bipy, (p,a)) for every (p,q) € dom(f), and
)

(e’ (Szvﬁzvﬁz ,tmf ) MQ (§i+175%+175?i+1775:'+1;f§+1)-

With the above claim, we need one more ingredient to show that the run for
w can be mimicked with one for encre (w): we need to relate the initial states.
Concretely, we show that (a) to (d) hold for ¢ = 0. In fact, all of these conditions
are trivial: initially, all participants are in their initial state and all channels are
empty.

Having related the initial states, it is straightforward that the above claim
can be used to mimic the run for w in {A,}oep in {encrsm(Ap) Foerie,, having
trace encre (w). Intuitively, we start with the initial states and, for every w;,
we apply the above claim to obtain the mimicked run.

It remains to prove the above claim. Let ¢ be some number. We assume that
(a) to (d) hold. We show that (a’) to (¢’) hold. We use (¢’) to obtain the witness
(51+1a51+1a51+1, tit1,€l,1). We will still need to show that this transition is
possible. We do a simultaneous case analysis whether w; is a send or receive
transition and whether the corresponding channel is in the domain of 3.

— w; =p>q!m and (p,q) ¢ dom(53):

Because of (p,q) ¢ dom(8), we have that encre(w;) = w;. From (a), we

know that ¢; and §; agree on the state for p, which is the active participant

for w;. Therefore, the send transition for (e’) is possible. All claims (a’) to
(d’) trivially follow by the semantics of CSMs and the fact that channel
participants are not involved for transitions for which the corresponding
channel is not in the domain of S3.

— w; = q<p?m and (p,q) ¢ dom(p):

From (a), we know that ¢; and §; agree on the state for q, which is the active

participant for w;. In addition, we know that the channel content for (p,q)

are the same in & and & from (b). Therefore, the receive transition for (e’)

7
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is possible. Again, the remaining claims (a’) to (d’) trivially follow by the
semantics of CSMs and the fact that channel participants are not involved
for transitions for which the corresponding channel is not in the domain of 5.
w; =p>qlm and (p,q) € dom(5):

We have that encre(w;) = p—(p,q)j:m where j = [(w1...wi—1){pq |
by construction. We first argue that the transition in (e’) is possible. In
fact, it contains two transitions: one send for p and one receive for (p,q);.
Because of (a), the states for p in ¢; and §; agree and, thus, the transition
is possible. After this transition, message m is in the channel from p to
(psq); and, by (c), this is the only message. From (d), we also know that
this channel participant is in its initial state in #;;. Thus, it can receive
m by construction, with which it updates its state to ¢,,. Therefore, this
channel is empty again and, thus, (¢’) holds. After the first send transition,
p is in the same state and thus (a’) is satisfied by determinism. None of the
other participants change their state and thus (b’) is (still) satisfied. There
are only changes related (p, q). Thus, we only need to consider these changes
for (d).

By the semantics of CSMs, we have &;11((p,a)) = & ((p,q)) -m. We also have
(Bii1)r = (B]): for all r.

Thus, it remains to show &((p,a)) - m = cont(Fi+1, ALy, 7, (p. a))-

From cont(t_;,ﬁ_;!-,ﬂ?, (p,q)) to cont(ﬁ+1,@+l,ﬁ?, (p,q)), there are only the
following changes: the state change of (p,q); in ti41 and the increase of

(Bi1)p((p:@) = (B)p((p,a)) + 1, while (B,1); = (B} for all T # p. It

- -

is easy to show that these add precisely m to cont(fit1, Biy1,5;, (p,q)) to
cont(t;, B, 37, (p,q)) which proves the claim.

w; = q<p?m and (p,q) € dom(B):

We have that encre(w;) = (p,q);j—q:m where j = (w1 ... wi—1)lqqpr |
by construction. We first argue that the transition in (¢’) is possible. In
fact, it contains two transitions: one send for (p,q); and one receive for q.
Regarding the second transition: because of (a), the states for p in ¢ and
§; agree and, thus, the transition is possible. Regarding the first transition:
since the previous transition is possible in {A;},cp, we know that m is at
the head of the channel £((p, q)); from (d), we know that the state of (p, q);
is ¢ in t;, making the first transition possible and putting it back to its
initial state. As for the other cases, it is straightforward that (a’) to (¢’) are
satisfied after these transitions.

It remains to show (d’). There are only changes related (p, q). Thus, we only
need to consider these changes.

By the semantics of CSMs, we have & ({p,q)) = m-&+1({p,q)). We also have
(Biy1)e = (BY). for all r.

The only changes from cont(%;, 6_}, B_;?, (p,q)) to cont(t;,1, 6_;!-, ﬁ_}H, (p,q)) are:
the state change of (p,q); in #;4+1 and the increase of (@H)p((p, q)) =
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(5_?)p(<p,q>) + 1, while (BL_QT = (6:?)r for all r # p. It is easy to show
that these remove precisely m, which proves the claim.

This concludes the proof for this direction.
Second, let us assume there exists run p for {encrgnm(Ap) Jper.e, for encre (w).
We claim the following: for every i with

I S encroo (w;) 5 - - N
(577B;76:at7752) F—_>2 (5i+17/8%+17/8%+17ti+1751,'-‘,-1)
and (G, &) such that

(a) G = &,

(b) & ((p;a)) = &((p,q)) for every (p,q) ¢ dom(B),

(¢) &({p,q)) = € for every (p,q) € dom(p3),

(d) &((p,q)) = cont(t;, B}, B!, (p,q)) for every (p,q) € dom(B),
there is (gi+1,&+1) such that

(@) Git1 = Sit1,
(b)) &1 ((p, @) = &ita((p, @) for every (p,q) ¢ dom(f),
(¢) &11((p,q)) = € for every (p,q) € dom(f),

) €
) — —
(d) &+1({p, q>) = cont(ti+1, Biy1, By, (P, @) for every (p,q) € dom(B), and
(©) (@i &) = (Tir1,Eir)-

As before, we need one more ingredient to show that one run simulates the
other: the conditions hold for the initial states, i.e. ¢ = 0. Again, this is trivially
true. In fact, one can also prove the above claim analogously so we omit the full
proof.

We want the channel participants only to faithfully forward messages. To
formalise this, we define the notions of forwarding and almost forwarding.

Definition B.12 (Forwarding and almost forwarding). A wordw = w; ... €
(I'(p,q); )™ if forwarding is for every odd j, it holds that w; = (p,q): <p?m and
wiy1 = (p,a)i > alm. If w = wy...wy, is finite, it is almost forwarding if
Wi ... Wn_1 18 forwarding and w, = (p, q)i <p?m. A language L C (I'p,q),)> 48
forwarding if for every word is. We say that an FSM A over alphabet I, o), is
forwarding if its language L(A) is forwarding.

Intuitively, for finite words, we only want forwarding words. For infinite
words, though, it can happen that some send events will never be matched.
Because of the channel bounds, this, however, cannot happen indefinitely, which
is why we use the notion of almost forwarding for infinite words whose projection
onto channel participants will be finite.

Lemma B.13. Let M be a PSM that respects channel bounds  and (p,q): be
a channel participant. Then, the following holds for every u € S(encpsm(M)):

— If u is finite, then w = U»U«chh)‘ is forwarding.
— If u is infinite, then w = ui}pwchy s almost forwarding or forwarding.



50 F. Stutz and E. D’Osualdo

Proof. Let u € S(encpsm(M)) be a word. We do a case distinction if w is finite
of infinite.

Suppose u is finite. Then, we have to show that w = ul} rye is forwarding.
P>q)i

By assumption, we know that w respects 8. We show that w is forwarding with
reasoning from Lemma B.9. From Claim 1 in Lemma B.9, we know the following;:
for every 0 < j < B({p,q)), it holds that

h(w, j, B((p;a))) €{z -y [z € [y and y € L gy 2} -

Later in that lemma, we have drawn the connection between h(w, j, 5({(p,q)))
and encpe (’lU)»U,I-vaCh) . In particular, they consider the same pattern to keep
Psd)i

letters: starting from the j-th occurrence, it turns every 5((p, q))-th instance of
a send event p>q!  turns into p> (p,q)i! _ and every 3((p,q))-th instance of
a receive event q <p?_ turns into q < (p,q);? . By construction and the fact
that w is FIFO-compliant, we also know that these occurrences match, i.e. they
carry the same message. Together, it follows that

we{r-y|xz=(p,q)i<p?m and y = (p, q)i > q!m for some m € V}* .

With this, it is obvious that w is forwarding.

Suppose that u is infinite. In this case, the same reasoning almost applies.
The only difference is that it is possible that some send events are unmatched.
However, because u respects 3, we know that there can be at most 3({p,q))
such unmatched send events. Thus, for (p,q);, there can be at most one un-
matched send event. This is precisely the difference between almost forwarding
and forwarding. O

It will not be sufficient to only check that an implementation is (almost)
forwarding. What is important is that the channel participant can react to all
possible messages properly (and forwards them). We call this amicable.

Definition B.14 (Amicable). Let A, be an FSM over E}‘;"Ch, A(p,q), be an
FSM over E"‘;Sg _» and B be the channel bound for (p,q). We say that Ay q), is
amicable wital /{p if the following holds:

— L(Ap) is channel-ordered,
— A(p,q); 8 forwarding, and

— for every run of Ay with trace u and w = ul}z( ) T WL there is a Tun
Pyq)i
of A(p,q), With trace w; - wy - Wiy1.5 - W) - Wiyo.B - Wh - ... where, for every j,
wj = (p,q)s >q'm if witj.5 = (p,q): <p?m, and for every trace with prefiz
w; Wy ... Witj.B, the only continuation is w’.

We say a CSM {Ap}oen., is amicable if, for every p € P, Ap,q), s amicable
with Ay for every (p,q); € Fen.

Given an amicable projection of an encoded PSM, there will be FSMs for
channel participants. We observe that we can match the states of such FSMs to
different letters which ought to be forwarded.
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Proposition B.15 (Matching states and messages for amicable CSMs).
Let {Ap}oene, be an amicable CSM that satisfies feasible eventual reception.
For every (p,q): € Ren with Ag.q), = (Q, Xp,q),»0,q0, F), there is a function
f:Q —Vu{e} such that:
—if f(q) =€, for every (q,z,q') € §, it holds that x = (p,q): <p?m for some
meV,
— if f(q) = m, then q is not final and for every (q,z,q') € &, it holds that
x = (p,q)i>qlm for some m e V.

We now prove that amicable CSMs with channel participants can be used
to mimic CSMs without channel participants and vice versa, when the right
encoding and decoding functions for words is applied.

Lemma B.16. Let { Ay }pen,, be an amicable CSM. For every word w € (I'™)>
that respects 3, it holds that
encee(w) € L({Ap}perc,) ilf decre(encr=(w)) € L({decrsm(Ap) frer)-

Proof. We show that the run for encpre(w) in {Ap}penrc, can be simulated in
{decrsm(Ap) Jpep for decre (encre(w)), and vice versa.

Prior, we establish some notation that will be used for both cases. We denote
encye (w) := encpe (W) encyre (ws)-. .., assuming that w := wy -wsy - ... where
w; € I for every i. Let p be the run in {A, }pen,, for encre (w):

(Fo. fo, &) =02 (5, gry Ser=lwa)z

where we split the states for participants from P, given by §;, and the ones from
Pen, given by t;. Let p’ be the run in {decrsm(Ap) Fpep for decpe(encpre(w)):

) dec oo (enc oo (w2))

= dec oo (enc oo (W o
(QOaﬁo) ro< (encres (w1)) (thl

Compared to the proof of Lemma B.11, we are not given 8' and 7 explicitly.
However, we can construct them from the part of w which has been consumed
already. Formally, we define cont(t_: wi ... wg, (p,q)) == u;...u; for the states t
of channel participants and a prefix wy ...w; of w if the following holds:

— ] = |(w1 .. 'wi)‘u’pbqlil’

— 1= \(wl .. 'wl)U’qﬂp?il’

— for every i < k < j, it holds that f'(p,q)k = ¢’ with f(¢') = m and w, = m,
and

— for every 7 < k < 1, it holds that ﬂp,q)k = ¢ with f(¢') =e.

where we use the function f(-) from Proposition B.15 to distinguish between
send and receive states of the channel participants. Note that we use the same
name cont(-,-,-) but different parameters. Also, we have cont(t, ¢, (p,q)) = € by
definition. In fact, this only happens for initial states and this coincides with the
fact that all channel participants are in their initial states initially, not storing
any messages in transit.

First, let us assume there exists run p for encpre (w) in {encrsm(Ap) }pericn-

We claim the following: for every i with (5, #;, &) enoree (wi), k (Bit1 ti1,Elpq)

for k € {1,2} and (g, &;) such that
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(a) ¢i = 5,

(b) &((p;a)) = &((p;q)) for every (p,q) ¢ dom(83),

(c) &((p,q)) = ¢ for every (p,q) € dom(B),

(d) &((p;q)) = cont(t;, wr ... wi—1,(p,q)) for every (p,q) € dom(p),
there is

(gi+1,&i+1) such that
5

(&) Git1 = iy,

(b") &1 ((p, >) &i+1((p,q)) for every (p,q) ¢ dom(s),

(¢) &11((p, ) = € for every (p, q> € dom(ﬁ)

(d) &+1({p, >) = cont( it1, W1 ... w;, {p,q)) for every (p,q) € dom(8), and
(€) (@ &) = (@ig1, &it1)-

To use this claim, we need to argue that the initial states are related, i.e. the
conditions hold for ¢ = 0. Conditions (a) to (c) are trivially satisfied. For (d), it
suffices to recall that cont(f, ¢, (p,q)) = €.

Now, we prove the claim. Let i € N. We assume that (a) to (d) hold and prove
(a%) to (e). We use (e’) to obtain (G+1, &+1). We will still need to show, though,
that this transition is possible. Let us do a case analysis on the shape of w;. We
do a simultaneous case analysis whether w; is a send or receive transition and
whether the corresponding channel is in the domain of 3.

— w; =p>qlm and (p,q) ¢ dom(5):

Because of (p,q) ¢ dom(/3), we have that encpe(w;) = w;. Participant p is

in the same state in §and ¢ by (a). Since w; is a send transition, it is always

enabled and, thus, possible. The channels change in the same way in both
runs: m is appended to (p, q). The states also change in the same way: only
the one of p changes but in the same way due to determinism. Thus, it is
easy to check that all properties (a’) to (d’) are satisfied.

— w; =p>q!m and (p,q) € dom(5):

By definition, encre(w;) = p—(p,q);:m for j = |[(wi...wi—1)dpq |-

Thus, there are two transitions in {A,}pen,,: one send transition labelled

with p>(p, q);!m and one receive transition labelled with (p, q); <p?m. Par-

ticipant p is in the same state in §and ¢ by (a). Since w; is a send transition,
it is always enabled and, thus, possible. (a’) holds by determinism of the state
machines for p. (b’) is satisfied as we deal with a transition for which (p, q) €
dom(f). (¢’) is satisfied as the only message enqueued into a channel, with the
first transition, is immediately received, with the second one. For the remain-
ing property, we show that the changes related to the second transition match
the ones of the channel in {decrsm(Ap) fpep. It is obvious that we only need
to consider the changes of the channel (p, q). For this, we have & 1({p,q)) =

&((p,q)) -m. With &((p,q)) = cont(t;,w; ... w;_1, (p,q)), it suffices to show

that cont(t;,w; ... wi_1,(p,q)) - m = cont(tjr1,ws ... w;, (p,q)). And this

easily follows from the definition of cont(-,-,-) because the only state to
change is the one of (p,q); and adding w; changes the indices in the way
that the state of this channel participant is considered.

— w; =q<p?m and (p,q) ¢ dom(53):
Because of (p,q) ¢ dom(3), we have that encre(w;) = w;. Participant q is
in the same state in §and ¢ by (a). From (b) and the fact that the transition
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is possible in {Ap}oerc,, we know that the transition is also possible in
{decrsm(Ap) }per. The channels change in the same way in both runs: m
is removed from (p, q). The states also change in the same way: only the one
of p changes but in the same way due to determinism. Thus, it is easy to
check that all properties (a’) to (d’) are satisfied.
— w; = q<p?m and (p,q) € dom(p):

By definition, encre(w;) = (p,q)j—qm for j = [(wi...wi1)lgpe |-
Thus, there are two transitions in {A,}oen,,: one send transition labelled
with (p, q); > q!m and one receive transition labelled with q < (p, q);?m. In
{decrsm(Ap) }pep, we only have one transition.

We first argue that this transition is possible: participant q is in the same
state in § and ¢ by (a) so it is able to receive m and, from (d), we know that
m is enqueued at the head of (p,q) in &;.

It remains to show that the other properties are satisfied, for which the argu-
ments are analogous. We still repeat them for understandability. (a’) holds
by determinism of the state machines for p. (b’) is satisfied as we deal with a
transition for which (p,q) € dom(f). (¢’) is satisfied as the only message en-
queued into a channel, with the first transition, is immediately received, with
the second one. For the remaining property, we show that the changes related
to the first transition match the ones of the channel in {decrsm(A4;p) fperp-
It is obvious that we only need to consider the changes of the channel

(p,q). For this, we have &((p,q)) = m - &y1((p,q)). With &((p,q)) =

o

cont(t;,wy ... w;_1, (p,q)), it suffices to show that cont(t;, w; ... w;_1, (p,q)) =
m - cont(f; 1, wy ... w;, (p,q)). And this easily follows from the definition of
cont(-,-,-) because the only state to change is the one of (p,q); and adding
w; changes the indices in the way that the state of this channel participant
is considered.
This concludes the proof for this direction.
Second, let us assume there exists run p’ for {decrsm(A4p)}pep for w. We
claim the following: for every i with (;,&;) — (&i11,&41) and (5'1-,15:-,51'») such
that

(a) ¢ = 5,

(b) &((p,a)) = &((p,q)) for every (p,q) ¢ dom(p),

(c) &((p,q)) = ¢ for every (p,q) € dom(B),

(d) &((p,q)) = cont(t;, ws ... wi—1,(p,q)) for every (p,q) € dom(p),
there is (; 1,75_;+1,§Z{+1) such that

§i+1({p,q)) = ¢ for every (p, q) € dom(5),
&ir1({p; ) = cont(t;y1, w1 ... w;, (p,q)) for every (p,q) € dom(3), and

encroo (w;) —
) ——— (8it1stiv1,§i41)-

The conditions are basically the same. Thus, the initial states are still related,
making the above claim sufficient to show our simulation argument. The proof is
analogous to the one before and, thus, omitted. There is one minor difference: one
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exploits the fact that a CSM is amicable to show that the channel participants
faithfully forward the respective messages.

Equipped with these, we can show that both ways of the encoding are fine
to take.

Lemma B.17. Let M be a PSM and { Ay }rere, and { By }pep be CSMs.

(a) If {Ap }pere, is an amicable projection of encpsm(M),
then {decrsm(Ap) }pep is a projection of M.

(b) If { By }oep is a projection of M, then {encrsm(Byp)}perc @S @ projection
of encpgm(M).

Proof. First, we prove (a). Thus, we assume that {A;}per,, is deadlock-free
and forwarding as well as L({A4p }pene) = S(encpsm(M)). We prove deadlock
freedom and protocol fidelity.

For deadlock freedom, we assume, towards a contradiction, {decrsm (A4p) }per
has a deadlock. Let w be the trace of this run ending in a deadlock. We used
a simulation argument to show that there is a run with trace encre(w) in
{A; }oer.e in the second part of the proof for Lemma B.16. We can apply this
result and reach also reach a configuration in {Ap}oep from which no further
transitions can be taken. By determinism of each Ay, this configuration is unique.
Hence, this is a deadlock and, yielding a contradiction.

For protocol fidelity, the following equivalences prove the claim:

w € S(M)
Q encre (w) € S(encpsm(M))
Assug ption eIlCFOO( ) ({A }PGPWCh)
Lemmg B16 qocpoo (encre (w)) € L({decrsm(Ap) Fper)

(w
& w € L({decrsm(A4p) Fper)

Z

Second, we prove (b). Thus, we assume that {B;},cp is deadlock-free and
L({Bp}poer) = S(M). We prove deadlock freedom and protocol fidelity.

For deadlock freedom, we assume, towards a contradiction, {encrgm (Bp) Jpenric,
has a deadlock. Let w be the trace of this run ending in a deadlock. By con-
struction of channel participants, there is w’ € (£V")* such that w’ ~ w. Thus,
there is u € I'* such that w' = encpre(u). We used a simulation argument to
show that there is a run with trace u in {Bp}oer,, in the second part of the
proof for Lemma B.11. We can apply this result and also reach a configuration
in { A, }pep from which no further transitions can be taken. By determinism of
each B, this configuration is unique. Hence, this is a deadlock and, yielding a
contradiction.

For protocol fidelity, the following equivalences prove the claim:
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def. & constr.

w e S(encPSM(M))
<8) Juw’ €

€ (Z¥")* such that w’ ~ w and w’ € S(encpsm(M))
) (
ssumption
(
(

II

IWEh) guch that w’ ~ w and decres (w') € S(M)
PR Ju' e (2N such that w’ ~ w and decreo (w') € L{ B, Yoer)
bemmg B4 300 € (3%h)°° such that w' ~ w and
encroe (decros (w')) € L({encrsm(Bs) brercr)
= Juw' € (2"M)> such that w' ~ w and w’ € L({encrsm(By) Joercn)

e w € L({encrsm(Bp) Frerch)

where the first equivalence follows by definition of the semantics but we keep
the semantics S(-) instead of the language £(-), and (*) follows from the fact
that CSMs are closed under ~ [60, Lm. 22]. Furthermore, decr (w') respects 3
because every word in S(M) does (Proposition B.4) and w’ is channel-ordered
by (3). O

It remains to show that we can obtain an amicable projection. For this, we
use the fact that we can obtain a local language preserving projection.

Definition B.18 (Local language preserving projection [57]). Let L C
I'*® be a language and {A,}pep be a projection of L. We say that { Ay }pep is
local language preserving if it holds that Li}Fp = L(Ap) for everyp € P. For a
CSM { By }oenic, to be local language preserving, we require Lyp, = L(By) for
every p € Ruch-

Lemma B.19 ([57]). Let M be a projectable sink-final sender-driven X1-PSM
and let { A }pep be its subset projection from [57, Def.5.4]. The subset projec-
tion can be computed in PSPACE and {Ap}pep is a local language preserving
projection.

Proof. Their subset projection is defined for global types but the algorithm works
on a global state machine which is a sink-final 31-PSM. The rest follows from [57,
Cor.8.2]. O

Lemma B.20. Let M be a PSM and let { Ay }per, be a CSM. If { AL} oeree
is a local language preserving projection for encpsm (M), then {Ap}rere 5
amicable.

Proof. For every channel participant (p, q);, we have to show that A(p,q); 18 am-
icable with A,. Let (p, q); be a channel participant. By construction of encpg,
we know that (p, q); solely receives from p in encpgy (M ). From Lemma B.13, we
know that S(encpsm(M))J Iy is forwarding or almost forwarding (only possi-

ble if the projected word is infinite). Since { Ap }poer,, is a local language preserv-
ing projection of encpgn (M), we know that all words in S(encpgn (M ))llp(wch)
Pyq)i

have a trace in Ap,q),. Last, by construction, S(encpsm(M))y, is channel-
ordered. Thus, again, by local language preservation, A, is channel-ordered.
Thus, it follows that A, q), is amicable with Aj. O
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Our main theorem combines the previous observations.

Theorem 4.5. Checking projectability of Tame PSMs is in PSPACE. One can
also synthesize a projection in PSPACE.

Proof. Let (M, ) be a Tame PSM, i.e. be sender-driven, sink-final and respect
channel bounds 5. We apply the channel-participant encoding to obtain the
sink-final ¥1-PSM encpgy (M).

We claim that M is projectable if and only if encpgy (M) is projectable.

For the direction from left to right, let {B,},cp be the witness for pro-
jectability of M. With Lemma B.17(b), {encrsm(Bp) }per.c, is @ projection of
encpsm (M), proving its projectability.

For the direction from right to left, we apply Lemma B.19 to obtain a local
language preserving projection { A, }pep for encpgm(M). With Lemma B.20, it
follows that {Ap},cp is amicable. By Lemma B.17(a), {decrsm(Ap) Fperien 15
a projection of M, proving its projectability.

This proves that M is projectable if and only if encpgy (M) is projectable.

The encodings (and decodings) can be constructed in polynomial time. Thus,
we can check projectability and also obtain an projection of M in PSPACE
(Lemma B.19).

O

B.3 Additional Material for Section 4.2

Theorem 4.6. The projectability problem for sink-final mized-choice X1-PSMs
1s undecidable.

Proof. We consider the problem of checking if a word is accepted by a Turing
Machine. This is known to be undecidable and we reduce it to checking pro-
jectability of a mixed-choice sink-final 31-PSM. We basically construct a PSM
with two branches at the top. For each, we construct a language and they co-
incide — which will be necessary for projectability — if and only if the Turing
Machine does not halt in a final configuration. We assume familiarity with the
concept of Turing Machines and refer to [45] for further details.

Let TM be a Turing Machine with tape alphabet A and states @ such that
ANQ = 0. We have that gy € @ is the initial state and ¢; € @ is, without
loss of generality, the only final state. A configuration of T'M is given by a word
ai,...,ai,q,01,...,b; € A*QA". The initial configuration for input word w is
gow while any configuration from A"qyA* is final. A computation is a sequence

of configurations (u1,...,u;) such that u;y; is the next configuration of TM,
also denoted by u; F7as w;it1. A computation (ug, ..., U, ) accepts w if u; = gow
and up, € A'qpA.

For our encoding, we use five participants p1, ..., ps who send configurations

to each other. Thus, messages are from the set AW {o, ((,)), L} & Q where o is
sent by p3 to indicate the start of a new pair of configurations and ( and ))
delimit a configuration.
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We introduce the notation p <+ q : m to abbreviate p—q:m - g—p:m. We
only specify interactions using <>  : . Using these, we will also define
regular expressions and complements thereof and consider p <+ q : m as their
single letters. By construction, every PSM will be X1-bounded and, in fact, every
message is immediately acknowledged.

For a word w = w; ... w;, we write p<>q:w forp<>q:wy---p ¢ q: w;.

For words C1,D1,Co, D5 ...,Chy, Dy, € (AW Q)*, we define the word

w(C1,D1,C2,D2,...,Cpyy D)= p34>p2:0-pa4>p1:{({-p24>p1:Ci -p24rp1:))-
P3¢ pa:0o-patrps:{(-Patrps:Di-patrps:))-
P3¢+ p2:0-p2 <+ p1:{(-p2<rp1:C2-p2<rp1:))-
P3 4> Pa:0-Pa < ps5:{(-Ps > ps: D2-pa<>ps:))

P3¢+ p2:0-p2 4> p1:{( P24 p1:Cm -p2<>p1:))-
P34 Pa:0-Pa 4> P5:{ Pa4rp5:Dm patps5:))

Intuitively, po sends the sequence C; to p; while ps sends the sequence D;
to ps. Each sequence is started by a {((-message and finished by a ))-message
between the respective pair. The participant ps starts each round by sending o.

Note that the communication of C; between p; and ps can happen concur-
rently to both D,;_; and D; between py and ps. (This will later allow us to both
detect if C; and D; do not coincide or C; is no successor configuration of D;.)

We define two languages L; and L,., which we later use for two branches of
the PSM encoding.

L= {C(’LU(Cl,Dl, .. ,Cm7Dm)) | m > ].,Cl,Dh. . .,Cm,Dm c (AH’J Q)*}

L, = L\ {C(w(ug,ur, ..., Um,tm)) | (u1,-..,uy) is an accepting computation}

To make the resulting PSM sink-final, we define a sequence of messages that
indicates the end of an execution:

Wend ' =P3¢*p2:L-p2rpr:l-p3<rps:l-pserps: L

and append it to obtain L] := {w - wepq | w € L;} and L), := {w-wepq | w € L, }.

We will show that both L; and L,, and thus, L] and L., can be specified as
> 1-PSMs. Provided with PSMs for L; and L, it is straightforward to construct
a M7y such that

S(Mzy) = {p2—ps:l-w | we L)} W {pa—pa:r-w|welL.} .

By definition of L] and L/, every word ends with wenq so My is sink-final.
(In fact, if there is an implementation, the FSM for each participant will also be
sink-final.) We will show that My is projectable if and only if TM does not
accept the input w.

For this, it suffices to establish the following four facts:

— Claim 1: L; and L, can be specified as ¥1-PSMs.
— Claim 2: L; is projectable.
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— Claim 3: If TM has no accepting computation for w, then L£(Mry) is pro-
jectable.

— Claim 4: If TM has an accepting computation for w, then £(Mry) is not
projectable.
Claim 1: Both L; and L, can be specified as ¥1-PSMs.

Proof of Claim 1. It is easy to construct a PSM from a regular expression.
Thus, for conciseness, we give regular expressions for the languages we consider
or for their complements. For this, we introduce some more notation for concise
specifications when using sets of messages:

pe ¢ p1:{T1,.. szt i=(p2pPr:T1+...+ P2 p1:Tp) .

First, let us consider L;. Inspired by the definition of w(C1, D1, ..., Chm, D),
we construct this regular expression r; for L;:

(p3rp2:o-prerpr:{(-(p2p1:(AWQ))" -p2p1:))-
P3¢*pa:0-paeDs: (- (Paeps: (AWQ))" -parps: )"

Second, let us consider L,. Recall that L, should admit the encoding of all
sequences of configurations except for accepting ones. We provide an exhaustive
list of how such a sequence can fail to be an accepting computation. We provide
a language L, ; for each and L, is their union.*

— L, contains all sequences of configurations for which some Cj or Dy, is
actually not a configuration, i.e. not from A*QA*.

— L, o contains all sequences for which C is not the correct initial configura-
tion, i.e. it does not have the shape qo, a1, as,...a, where w =ay---an,.

— L, 3 contains all sequences for which gs does not occur in C,.
— L, 4 contains all sequences where C}, and D), differ in some position.

— L, 5 contains all sequences for which C}; is no successor configuration
for Dk.

For each L, ;, we show that it can be specified as PSM (or regular expression).
It is straightforward to obtain a PSM for L, by adding one initial state and
adding a transition from this one to the initial state for the PSM of L, ; for
each 1.

Language L, 1:

We construct a regular expression for w(Cy, D1, ..., Chy,, Dy,) for any m such
that there is some C; or D; with either no message from ) or at least two

4 We renumbered the languages because some of Lohrey’s construction does not apply
to this undecidability proof.
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messages from Q:

= (p3 e p2i0-pp o pp (- (P2 1 A) Py o p1 Q- (P2 o p1 AT py 2Py ) -
P3 <> Pg:0-Pg b5 (- (pg b5 AT by o p5 Q- (pg 5 A pg o))
(r10 + ri2 + mro + Tre2) -]

where

Tp = P3¢ P2 :0-p2 b1 (- (p2 & p1 AT py Py i) -
P3 <> Pg:0-Pg > p5: (- (Pg e p5: AWQ) py > p5 )

Tz i= Pp3 <rp2:0-p2 < py:
(pg <rp1 :A)" pp = p1 i Q- (2 P A)Y py P Q- (p2 @1 AWQ)" “py o pp i) -
P3 <> Pg 0Py > p5: (- (Pg e p5: AWQ) py > p5 )

TR = P3 > P2 0Py e pp: (- (p2 9 P1:AWQ) py Py i)
P3 <> Pg 0Py ¢ p5: (- (Pg b5 AT py 5 )

Trpg i= pg P20 Py ¢ p1 i (- (P2 P AWQR)" py <rpy i) -
P3 <> Pg :0-pg < p5 ¢ (-

(pg < p5:A)" pg o p5:Q-(pg < p5:A) g p5:Q-(pg<rp5:AWQ)" pg < p5: )

Let us explain how r works. In the beginning, there are only C; and D; with
one message from Q. At some point, one of the regular expressions 7, 712, 0
or rpo has to match. These specify some way how the number of messages for
() can be wrong: 1o has no messages from ) between py and p; while 7.9 has
no messages from () between py and ps; r;2 has more than one message from Q)
between p; and p; while 7.2 has more than one message from @ between ps and
ps. For each, the other pair can communicate any number of messages from @
to account for sequences where both C; and D; do not match. Subsequently, we
use 77 to simply allow a sequence of any configuration.

Language L. o:

Let w = a1 ...ay be the input word for TM. Then, we can specify L, > as
follows:

{C(w(C1,D1,C2,Dy...,Cpy, Dyy)) | m >1ANCy # qo,a1,...,00}

It is easy to see that we can change r; to obtain a regular expression for
{w(Cqy, Da,...,Cu,Dy) | m > 1}. Thus, it suffices to show that w(Cy, Dy) with
C1 # qo, a1, - --,a, can be specified as PSM. Again, we give a regular expression
for the complement. We observe that the communication between py and p;
about the configuration can easily be specified as regular expression:

P2<>P1:Go " P2<%?P1:G1...P24%7P1:0p .

It is straightforward to construct a PSM for the complement of this regular ex-
pression. (Before we did not use the complement for L, ; because we could not
guarantee that the same number of configurations would be communicated be-
tween both pairs.) When combined, this gives us the following regular expression
(with the complement operator as syntactic sugar) for L, o:

p3<rp2:0-p2 > p1: (-
P2 P1 G0 P2 PL Gl ... P2 Pl 0n P24 P1:)-
P3¢+ pa:0-psarPs:((-(Pa e ps: (ABWQ)) pa<rps:) -1
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Language Ly 3:

The following regular expression specifies all sequences for which the last C,,
does not contain the final state g5 € Q:

Ty
p3<rp2:o-p2<rpr: (- (P2 p1:(AWQ\{gr}))" ‘P2 p1:))-
P3¢ Pa:0-parps: (- (Parps: (ABWQ))" -patrps:)) -

Language L, 4:

Intuitively, we can merge the loops for both C; and D; to check that some
message at the same position is different. This is possible because all languages
are closed under ~ by definition. We introduce this notation

{p2eprix-paeps:io|re{y,...,ynt}

which is an abbreviation for
(P2 P1:Y1°Pa<P5 Y1) +...+ (P24 P1:Yn Pa$D5:Yn) -

With this, the following is a regular expression for L, 4:

T4 i= T
P3 ¢+ P2:0:p3 > pa:0-p2<rp1:{(-parps: (-
({p2 <> p1:21-pasps a1 |z €(AUQN"-
(ra +1p + 1) - 11
where
rq = ({p2 > p1:22-ps > p5:x3|w2,23 €(AUQ) and z3 # 23}) -
({p2 <> p1:®4-pa < p5: 25 | 24,25 € (AUQ)D" -1y
{p2 & priar paerps:) |27 € (AUQ)} (P2« p1: AUQ)" p2 ¢ p1:)) 7
Te:= {p24*p1:)) Patrps x| 26 €(AUQ)} (parp5: AUQ) -patrps:) -1 -

Ty

The regular expression checks that at some point two configurations C; and
D; do not agree on some position (using r,), or C; is longer than D; (using r3),
or D; is longer than C; (using r.).

Language L, 5:

We use the same idea of merging the loops to compare as for the previous case
and also use the same notation. We can give a regular expression that consists of
different phases. First, we let ps and p; communicate about C; in order to then
compare D; with C;;1 for any 4 in a loop. We want that C;;; is no successor
of D; for some i. Thus, we check if the changes from D; to C;y; are a valid
transition for TM. The regular expression r5 is defined as follows:
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r5 = p3 <>pg:0-pg <+ p1: (- (p2 < p1: (AWQN" py < py ) -
(Td+7"e)*'(7‘f+7‘g)'
P3 <Py 0Py b5 (- (pg <5 (AWQNT -py < p5 ) -
7‘1
where
T4 = P3 *Pg:0-pg rp5:((-p3p2io-pyepp: (-
({pg ©>p5 @1 -pg o p1p ey |2 €(AUQD™ -
({P4 <> p5 : a1 *p2 <> P1 : a2 Pg <> P5 b1 P2 <> P1iby Py < P5icy P2 ¢ PLiC
lap,ag, by, by, c1,cp € (AUQ)", a1 # ap and Jwy, wy € A" wiarbiciwy by wiagbgegwa}) -
({p4 <+ p5 23 -py & pp:2a |z € (AUQD™ -
P4 <> P5 1)) P2 <X P1 )
Te = Pp3 ¢rPg :0-pg ¢+ p5: (P3¢ p2:0-p2>py: (-
({p4 <+ p5:21-py & pri@y |21 €(AUQD™ -
({p4 > p5 a1 -p2 > P1 a2 Pg > p5:by P2 <> P1 by Pg < pP5 i) P2 <> PLic2 P2 ©>P1 )

| aj,ag,b1,bg,ca € (AUQ)*, a1 # ag and 3wy € A* . wyagby Fpyr wiagbgea})

Tfi= p3 <>Pg:0-pg p5:{p3 e p2io-pyerpy (-

({pa <+ p5:@1-py P12y |21 €(AUQD™ -
({pg <> p5 i a1 -p2 <> P1 i a2 P4 <> P5 by P2 <2 Pp b2 P4 > P5icl P2 <> PLC2
lar,az, by, by, c1,cp € (AUQ)", a1 # ap and Fwy, wy € A" wyajbiciwy Fpy wiagbyegwa}) -
(g o p5:AUQY - (a0 p1:AUQ)" -
P4 <> P5 1) P2 > P1 )
Tg = P3 <>Pg:0-pg <rp5: - P3 rp2:0-py py:{(-
({pa ¢>p5 : @1 -pg & p1 ey |2 € (AUQNT -
({pa &+ p5:c1 P2 o p1:) le1 €(AURTY -

(pg < p5: AUQ)™ -pg <> p5 )

We distinguish two types of transitions: the ones that simply change letters
in the middle of the configurations (r4) and the ones that extend the tape (r.).
If one is matched against, we recurse using (r4+7.)*. If not, (ry+ry) is matched
against and we, subsequently, allow any possible subsequent pair configurations
using 7;. The regular expression r; checks that the transition is not possible while
ry checks if (1, is shorter than D;. Without loss of generality, we can assume
that the tape never shrinks (as it could be encoded using an extra tape alphabet
letter). Note that the transition check is a local condition and it suffices to check
at most two more messages after the first different message. In fact, the words
wi and ws in the conditions do not matter: either it is a transition for all such
pairs or none. After the mismatch, we let D; catch up and continue with ;.

Maxed choice:

We explained how to construct a PSM for L, ; for every i. They are 31-PSMs
by construction. In fact, each of them individually also satisfies sender-driven
choice. However, when we combine both PSMs for L,4 and L, 5 in order to
obtain a PSM for L,, the resulting PSM exposes mixed choice. Intuitively, this
happens because L, 4 checks C; against D; and L, s checks D; against Cj4;.
Technically, when merging both PSMs, we reach a state after the sequence

P3 <> P2 :0-p2 > p1: {

for which L, 4 requires to have p3 <+ ps : o next while L, 5 requires to have a loop
with po <> p1 : AW Q. It is not possible to let po send a message to distinguish
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both branches as the indistinguishability of both branches is necessary so that
Cit1 can be compared to both D; and D, ;.
End Proof of Claim 1.

Claim 2: L; is projectable.

Proof of Claim 2. By Theorem 6.1, the PSM for L; can be represented as
a global type with mixed choice. It is also O-reachable [70], i.e. one can reach
a final state from every state. For a O-reachable global type G, [70, Lm.4.10]
showed that projections for Lg,(G) generalise to Line(G). They do not consider
mixed choice but the proof generalises to the mixed choice setting as it does not
use any restrictions on choice. [2] showed that a language L of finite words is
projectable if and only if two closure conditions C'Cy and C'Cs hold. Hence, it
suffices to show that both CCy and CCj.

In what follows, a word u is said to be complete if ullpbq!_ = ui}qqp?_.
CCy: If w € I'* is FIFO-compliant, complete, and for every participant p € P,
there is v € L with wllpp = vl}Fp, then w € L.
CCj3: If w is FIFO-compliant and for every participant p € P, there is v € pref(L)
with wil, = vl , then v € pref(L).

We show that L; satisfies C'Cs. The proof for CC5 is analogous. Let w € '™
be a FIFO-compliant and complete word such that for every participant p € P,
there is v € Ly with wll, = vl . Let us give the structure of wlr, for i €

{1,2,3}.

will“p3 = (p3>p2lo -p3<ap2?o-ps>psalo-ps< p4?c>)k3 for some k3

wip, = pzdps?o-p2bpil{(-p2ap?(-

(p2 l>p1!a171 s P2 4p17a1,1 co..p2b p1!a1,i1 s p2 < Pl?al,il) .
(P2 > p1laky,1 - P2 9P17@ky,1 - - - P2 > P1laky i, - P2 <P17Aks 0, )
for some k2,41, ...k,

wlp, = p1ap2?(-p1>p2!((-
(p1<p2?b1,1 - p1>palbii - ... p1 Ap2?hijy - p1 > p2lbiyy) -

(P1 9P2%bky,1 - P1 > P2lbry,1 - P1 <AP27bky gy, - P1 > P2!bky i, )

for some k1, j1, ..., jk,

(The projections for py and ps are analogous to ps and p; and analogous
reasoning applies.) By the fact that w is finite and complete, we know that
ki1 = ko = k3 and i; = j; for every 1 < [ < k. By the fact that w is FIFO-
compliant, the letters coincide, i.e. a;; = b;; for every ¢ and [. Therefore, it
is straightforward that w can be obtained by reordering w(C4, Dy, ..., Ck, Dx)
using ~ and, thus, w € L;.

End Proof of Claim 2.
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Claim 3: It TM has no accepting computation for w, then L(Mry) is pro-
jectable.
Proof of Claim 3. Recall that

L(Mrun) = {pa—p3:l-w|we L} W{pa—ps:r-w|we L} .

If w is not accepted, then L; and L, and, hence, L] and L/ coincide by construc-
tion. Thus, it is irrelevant for py, ps, and ps which branch was taken. By Claim
2, L; is projectable and so is L(Mrp).

End Proof of Claim 3.

Claim 4: If TM has an accepting computation for w, then £(Mgys) is not
projectable.

Proof of Claim 4. Let (uy,...,u,) be an accepting computation for w. Then,
there is w, = w(u1,us, ..., Un, Uny) and, by construction, it holds that w,, ¢ L,..
By definition of L(Mry), it holds that po—ps:r-wy - weng & L(M1ar). However,
for every participant p € P, there is v € L(Mry) such that whp = vlp.
Together, this contradicts closure condition C'Cy which is a necessary condition
for projectability. Thus, L(Mrys) is not projectable.

End Proof of Claim 4.

This concludes the proofs for all claims and hence the overall proof. O

C Additional Material for Section 5

In this section, we show CSMs are a good fit for type checking. They can be
seamlessly integrated into a type system. To show this, we present a session
type system that uses CSMs as interface for type checking, instead of local
types. This clean separation of concerns makes our type system applicable to
any type of protocol specification that can be projected to CSMs. CSMs are
strictly more expressive than local types. Thus, the use of CSMs as intermediate
interface improves generality without loosing efficiency. For instance, with our
projection result, we can take (Tame) PSMs as global protocol specifications and
type check processes against them, with CSMs as intermediate interface for local
specifications.

For the design of our type system, we follow [69] as a particularly streamlined
instance of a session type system. There are two main differences. Scalas and
Yoshida [69] do not consider global specifications, so they do not check against
a global protocol specification, but they still use local types. In our type system,
we use CSMs and show which of their properties will entail which properties of
the typed program.

C.1 Payload Types and Delegation

In contrast to the explanation in the main text, we use global types (cf. Def-
inition D.1) as representations for protocols in this section to elaborate more
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on the payload types and delegation. We will show that every global type can
be represented as PSM but, here, their syntactic nature makes examples more
concise. While these are global specifications, all our examples transfer to CSMs
but using them would be a bit harder to grasp.

So far, we treated message payloads as uninterpreted names from a fixed finite
set. In practice, each message would be a label and a payload type. The label
can indicate the branch that was taken while the payload type is interpreted as
type of the data transmitted. For instance, consider the following global type:

G :=p—q:l(str) + p—q:r(int)

Here, | and r are labels so q knows which branch was taken. For the right
branch, int is interpreted as type of the payload. Thus, the payload should be
of type integer, e.g. the number 2. If there is no payload, we simply omit it and
only write the label.

A global type specifies the intended behaviour for one session. With a type
system, it is interesting to consider systems with multiple sessions that possibly
follow protocols given by different global types. For session s, the endpoint of
participant p is denoted by s[p].

Let us give an informal example of a process that follows the protocol specified
by G; more precisely let s be that session. Then, the process P, || Py, where || is
parallel composition, would comply with the above global type:

P, := s[p][q)!l(“fo0”) .0 & s[p][q]!T(2).0
Py := s[q][p]?(z) . 0 & s[q][p]?r(y) .0

We use internal choice @ for P, because it sends first: s[p][q]!r(2) indicates
that endpoint s[p] sends message r(2) to s[q]. For P,, we use external choice & as
it cannot actually choose but receives the sent message. It stores the payload in
a variable which could be used subsequently, e.g. s[q][p]?l(x) stores the message
in z. Both processes terminate after their only action.

If all payload types are base types like str, int, Bool, etc., type checking is
rather simple. It gets more complicated and interesting if one adds the possibility
to send channel endpoints. This amounts to sending an endpoint of a session,
e.g. s[p]. Upon receiving, the receiver shall subsequently comply with what is
specified. This is why sending a channel endpoint is called delegation. Usually,
local types are used to specify channel endpoint types. However, we do not
use local types so how do we specify such behaviour? We use the states from
the subset projections of a global type because this specifies the behaviour of a
participant in our setting. We assume that they are distinct across all considered
state machines. Our model uses FSMs, giving us a finite set of labels. Note that
one cannot only send the initial state. Each state corresponds to a position in the
local behaviour. Sending non-initial states corresponds to sending subexpressions
of local types.

Ezample C.1 (Delegation). We consider a protocol where (one) buyer a buys a
book from a seller s who delegates the payment to a payment service p. The one
buyer protocol is specified as follows:
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a?query(str)

=O=®-

alprice(int)

a—: buyAT’na

a?card(str)

alvalid alinvalid

alconfirm alcancel

Fig. 13: Projection of the one buyer protocol onto seller s.

a—s:buy.a—s:card(str) .G’
where

G1 = a—rs:query(str) . s—a:price(int) . + {
a—s:no.0

- s—a:valid. s—a:confirm .0
o s—a:invalid. s—a:cancel. 0

We project G; onto s to obtain the state machine in Fig. 13 with its set of
states {q1,...,q9}. We define the second global type, which specifies the inter-
action between the seller s and the payment service p, including delegation.

p—rs:valid(gs) . 0

—p:price(int) . s—p:dele -+
s—p:price(int) . s—p 9(q3) {p_>s:z'nvalid((h)~0

Gy =+
s—p:no.0

First, the seller delegates checking the card details to the payment service by
sending ¢3. The payment service then takes care of the payment but we do not
specify this here. Afterwards, the payment service delegates control back to the
seller: depending on the outcome of the credit card check, they send ¢5 or ¢r.
Starting from there, the seller will either confirm or cancel. This choice is not up
to the seller but determined by the label, valid or invalid, sent by the payment
service earlier.

We use the states of a projection for seller s as syntactic marker for the
behaviour that is expected from the receiver of that channel endpoint. Usually,
this is achieved using local types. In general, local types are less expressive than
state machines. However, with Theorem 6.2, we will show that their expressivity
coincides for sink-final state machines, i.e. the ones where final states have no
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outgoing transitions. Hence, any sink-final state machine can be turned into a
local type. Such a local type, however, would correspond to the initial state
and, with delegation, we can also send non-initial states, e.g. ¢3. Despite, it
appears feasible to first construct a state machine that represents the same
behaviour as starting from a non-initial state and, then, the same techniques for
constructing a local type apply. For instance, the behaviour specified by ¢3 can
also be represented as local type:

s> alvalid. s > alconfirm. 0

s<a?card(str). B o
s > alinvalid. s > alcancel . 0

We have seen an example for delegation. There, in order to talk about states
from a projection of G in Ga, we need access to the projection of Gy already
before defining Gs. If one considers CSMs, this is not necessarily the case. How-
ever, we still need a similar condition to prove that well-typed processes do not
leave messages in channels behind, so-called orphan messages. Solely for this
property, we assume a strict partial order <, i.e. it is irreflexive, antisymmetric,
and transitive, for the CSMs under consideration. With its acyclicity, this rela-
tion provides means to decide which CSMs can use the control states of which in
a system: for every A and B in a system, if A < B, then B can use states from A.
We expect that this condition could be worked around with more sophisticated
techniques but leave this for future work. Interestingly, Scalas and Yoshida [69],
allow delegation using local types and do not impose such restrictions. However,
they also do not prove the absence of orphan messages. It is unclear whether
their type system can be extended to prove the absence of orphan messages
without such restrictions.

C.2 Process Calculus

We first define processes and runtime configurations.

Definition C.2. Processes, runtime configurations and process definitions are
defined by the following grammar:

¢ == z|s[p]
P = 0|P1 || P2|(VS : ./4) P| ieg[ c[ql]'ll<cz> . PZ‘ i(»’gc'll C[qz]?lz(yz) . PZ|Q[C_]

R := 0|R1 H RQ‘(VS : .A) R|16691 c[qi}!lz(ci) Pllz(gl C[qz]?ll(yl) . PAQ[E?

|s » olerr
D = (Q[i] = Z_gc[qi]!z,«cg .P,); D|(Q[z] = iglc[qi}?zi(yi) .P,); Dle

The term ¢ can either be a variable © or a session endpoint of shape s[p]
(which will have type q for some state q). Let us explain the constructors for
processes and Tuntime configurations in more detail. The term O denotes termi-
nation while || is the parallel operator. With (vs : A), we restrict a new session s
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for which the CSM A specifies the intended session behaviour. A is ignored by
our reduction semantics and solely used for type checking. We have internal (®)
and external (&) choice and assume that |I| > 0. For runtime configurations,
the use of processes P; for continuations ensures that we only specify queue con-
tents for active session restrictions. A session restriction is active if it is not
guarded by internal or external actions. Q[c] specifies the use of a process defini-
tion with identifier Q € Q and parameters ¢ for which D provides the definitions.
We only consider guarded process definitions (and ¢ and ¢; can be in Z). This
allows us to properly distinguish between processes and runtime configurations
later: in the reduction rules, we will only add queues for active session restric-
tions. We assume that D has one single definition for every process identifier
in Q. Thus, we define D(Q,¢) as unfolding of the process definition when its
variables T are substituted by ¢. For runtime configurations, s » o denotes that
the queues of session s are currently o. The function o: P x P — Msg™ where
Msg 3 m == l{v) specifies the queue content where | is from a finite set of labels.
If all queues are empty, we exploit notation and use €, i.e. €(p,q) := &. We will
use the term err to specify if something went wrong.

The correctness of our typing relies on the CSMs used for annotations to be
well-behaved, which we encode in the notion of well-annotated processes.

Definition C.3 (Well-annotated). We say a process/runtime configuration
is well-annotated if every CSM appearing in it is:

(i) deadlock-free, and
(ii) satisfies feasible eventual reception.

Note that any CSM obtained through projection automatically satisfies the con-
ditions of well-annotation.

In our process calculus, recursion can be achieved using process definitions
Q[Z]. Not that, for global and local types, recursion is usually defined using ut,
which binds a recursion variable ¢ that can be used subsequently (cf. Defini-
tions D.1 and D.29).

Ezxample C.4. In Fig. 14, we give a process P that uses projections of the global
types from Example C.1: A is a projection of G; and B is a projection of Gs.
We assume base types Bool, str and int as well as a construct for if-then-
else for illustrative purposes. In P, prices[b] denotes a lookup for the price and
is-valid: str — Bool is a function that checks if credit card details are valid.
Note the use of variable y in P, for the delegation. In fact, it does not know the
endpoint, or local type, it receives but needs to trust that it can perform the
respective actions on it. A type system can ensure this.

Definition C.5. We define a function [-] to convert a process into a runtime
configuration by adding channel types for active sessions:

[Pl Po] = [Pr] || [P
[(vs : A) P :=(vs: A)([P] || s»e)
[P] := P otherwise
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P:=(vs1: A)(vsa: A) P. || Ps || P, where
P, := s1[a][s]!query(“Alice in Wonderland”) . s1[a][s]?price(p) .
ifp>10
then si[a][s]!no. 0
else s1[a][s]!buy . s1[a][s]lcard(*1234..., 08/2024, 5327) .
s1[a][s]?confirm.0
&{sl[a} [s]?cancel. 0
P, := s1]s][a]?query(b) . s1[s][a]!price(prices[b]) .
&{ 1[s][a]?no. s2[s][p]!no. 0
1[s][a]?buy . s2[s][p]!price(prices[b]) . s2[s][p]!deleg{s1[s]) . P,
[a

P e g s2lelpITvalid(ys)  gafaltconfirm. 0
sa[s][p]?invalid(yz) . y2[a]lcancel . 0

0

2[p][s]?n0.0
B, := &1 sao[p|[s]!price(p) . s2[p][s]? deleg(y) . y[a]? card(z) .
if is-valid(z) then sz [p][s]!valid(y) . O else s2[p][s]!invalid{y) . O

Fig. 14: An example process following the protocol of Example C.1.

We define structural (pre)congruence. Intuitively, this shows which kind of
transformations do not change the meaning of a process or runtime configuration.
For instance, parallel composition of P with 0 is basically the same as P itself.

Definition C.6. For processes, the rules for structural congruence = are the
following:

- P1 ||PQEP2 ||P1

— (P B) | Ps=P (P Ps)

- Pjo=P

— (vs: A)(vs' : B)P=(vs' : B)(vs: A) P

—(vs: A)(P1 || P2) =P || (vs: A) Py, if s is not free in Py

We define structural precongruence C for processes as the smallest precongru-
ence relation that includes = and (vs : A) 0 C 0. For runtime configurations, the
rules for structural congruence = are the ones above. We define structural pre-
congruence C for runtime configurations as the smallest precongruence relation
that includes = and (vs: A)sw» e C 0.

We only define one direction for the rules (vs : A)O C O and (vs: A)s» e C 0.
This is solely required to prove that structural congruence preserves typability
for both processes and runtime configurations (cf. Lemmas C.20 and C.21). In-
tuitively, the other direction would require to impose conditions on the CSM A.
This treatment is not restrictive in terms of reductions: applying these rules from
right to left will not change the possibility for reductions.

Last, we define the reduction rules for our process calculus.
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PQAIIE— R gRr.q B R RR-orx
QMR — R CIRl — CIR]

kel

iEEBIS[P][qi]!lz‘<’Ui> Pi || s» ol(p,ax) — m] — [Pe] || s » o[(p,an) — 1 - L (v5)] RR-ouT

kel RR-IN
&, slpllail?ti(ya) - Pi || s » ol(aw, p) = LiCor) - m] — [Pelor/yxll | s » ol(p, ax) = 7t]
RiCR, R,—R, R,CRs
— RR-C
vieLo(gp) =W ) mandli#l pp o0 o(p,q) # e forsomep.g pro oro

igzs[P][qi]?li(yi) Pillsw»o—err (vs: A) s » 0 —> err

Fig. 15: Reduction rules for runtime configurations.

Definition C.7. For our reduction rules, we first define a reduction context:

Cu=C| RIR| C|(vs: A)C]

In Fig. 15 we define the reduction rules. The rule RR-Q unfolds a process
definition while RR-CTX allows us to descend for reductions using contexts. Both
rules RR-oUT and RR-IN specify how a message is output to a queue or received
as input from a queue. RR-C allows us to consider structurally precongruent
runtime configurations for reductions. RR-ERR1 yields an error if the next action
1s to receive but all possible incoming messages do not match any specified label.
Last, RR-ERR2 yields an error if a session is over but there are non-empty
queues for this session.

Remark C.8. To prove the absence of runtime error RR-ERR1, we require that
feasible eventual reception holds. If the CSM does not have this property, there
might be messages that could be left behind.

Ezample C.9. We give a reduction for the process specified in Example C.4.
First, we apply the function [-] to turn the process into a runtime configuration,
yielding

R:=(vsy : A)(vsa : B) Py || Ps || Py [[ si» e sa > e

There is only one possible reduction step: the message query(“Alice in Wonderland”)
is sent by s1[a] to si[s]. Then, we obtain the following runtime configuration:
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R = (vs1: A)(vs2: B) P, || P || P»
|| s1 »€[(a,s) — query(“Alice in Wonderland”)] || sz » €
where
P! := s1[a][s]?price(p) .
ifp > 10
then s [a][s]!no.0
s1[a][s]?confirm.0

else s1[a][s|!buy . s1[a][s]!card(“1234..., 08/2024, 1117) . &
s1[a][s]?cancel. O

Despite dealing with runtime configurations, we can specify processes because
the queues are specified at top level.

C.3 Type System for Processes and Runtime Configurations

Typing for base types is well-understood. Thus, we focus on the more difficult
case of delegation, following work by Scalas and Yoshida [69]. Integration of base
types is mostly orthogonal and would distract from the main concerns here so
we briefly remark differences in the treatment of base types after presenting our
type system.

For processes, we have two typing contexts: © and A. We consider states as
syntactic markers for local specifications so we use L as type for such payloads.
So far, we only considered a fixed set of participants P. In a system with multi-
ple CSMs, we write P4 to denote the subset of participants of A and Chan_4 for
the respective channels. We might also use the session s instead of the respec-
tive CSM.

Prior to giving definitions for our type system, let us remark that we make
use of the Barendregt Variable Convention [9], which assumes that the names of
bound variables is always distinct from the ones of free variables. This allows us
not to explicitly rename variables, simplifying the formalisation both for writing
and reading.

Definition C.10. The process definition typing context © is a function from
process identifiers to types for its parameters: @: Q — L. A syntactic typing
context is defined by the following grammar:

A=A s[p]: L|A,z : L|D

A syntactic typing context is a typing context if every element has at most one
type. Here, we do only consider typing contexts. We consider typing contexts to
be equivalent up to reordering and, thus, we may also treat them as mappings.
We use notation {A;};cr to denote that we split A into |I| typing contexts.

Equipped with these typing contexts, we can give the typing rules for pro-
cesses. The first two rules solely deal with the process definition typing context,
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© #:L-P OQ =L

—  PT-DEF-¢ — PT-DEF
Fe:O FQ[Z]=P);D: 06
0Q) =L OIAFP d
ﬂ(% PT-Q —  PT-0 ' end(@) b oo
©.:¢: L+ Q[ o100 BOic:q,A-P
1A P O A+ P
1A 1 1 Az o3 PT- |
8 | A1,A2 }_ P1 H PQ
6(q) 2 {(p>ailli(Li), @) | i € I}
Viel.O1Ac:qi,{cj:Lj;}; n P
i ' Aycigi{e: Litiengs PT-
@ | A,C i q, {Ci : Li}ie] }_ EB c[ql}'h(cZ) . PZ
iel
1) = Qz?lsz,l e 1 Viel. O /1, 1,1L1|_P1
(@ = {(pa92(L)a) i€}  Vic 161 Aciany —_

O1Ac:qk écl clai]?li(ys) . P;

As = {s[p] : init(Ap) }per, 01 A AP PT
O 1 AF(vs: AP

Fig. 16: The typing rules for processes. init(-) denotes the initial state of a CSM.

which provides the types for process definitions. The other rules deal with the
different constructs of our process calculus and how to type them. Most impor-
tantly, our type system ensures that all information in the typing context is used
exactly once.

Definition C.11. We define end(q) to hold when q is final and does not have
outgoing receive transitions. The typing rules for processes are shown in Fig. 16.
We assume that all CSMs in typing derivations are deadlock-free and satisfy
feasible eventual reception.

The rules PT-DEF-¢ and PT-DEF ensure that the process definition typing
context provides the right types for parameters. This is then used to type process
definitions in a process, using PT-Q. PT-0 types O with an empty second typing
context while PT-END can be used to remove type bindings ¢ : q where q is a
final state without outgoing receive transitions. The rules PT-® and PT-& can
be used to type internal and external choice. The rule PT-|| allows us to split the
typing contexts and type the respective processes independently. Last, PT-v adds
type bindings for a session s and requires that the remaining process is typed
using this.

Our type system is linear, i.e. it requires that every type binding is used once
and they can only be dropped if they correspond to final states without outgoing
receive transitions. This ensures that all the actions specified by the CSM are
actually taken and the participants of a session cannot stop earlier.
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i i
P % 5
p>qli(-) qap?() porlli(qo) prrla(-) r<ap?h(qo) [ \r<p?a(-)

(a) G, (b) G1ly- (c) Gal,- (d) Gal,.

—®

o

Fig. 17: Projections of two global types.

It might seem that p in PT-@ and PT-& is unbound but, by assumption, q is
distinct across all considered FSMs so it is clear from context. Let us explain PT-
@ in more detail. To type © 1 A,c¢: q,{c; : Li}icr b ®icsclqi)li{c;) . P;, we re-
quire all send actions to be possible from ¢,i.e. §(¢) 2 {(p>q;lli(L;),q:) | i € I}.
We do not require all of them to be possible though, in contrast to the re-
ceive actions in PT-&. In addition, for every i € I, we require the following:
O 1A c:qi,{cj: Lj}jenqy - Pi, which gives ¢ the new binding ¢; and removes
the type binding for the payload ¢; : L;. Intuitively, it is transferred when send-
ing a message. Thus, in its counterpart PT-&, the payload’s type will be used
to type the continuation after receiving it, i.e. y; : L;.

The assumption that we only consider typing contexts, and not syntactic
typing contexts, ensures that A in the conclusion of PT-v does not contain any
s for instance. The same will hold for the typing rules for runtime configurations.

Remark C.12 (end(-) and final non-sink states). We use end(q) to check if ¢
is a final state without outgoing receive transitions. Following standard MST
frameworks, we would simply require ¢ to be final. Thus, our type system is
slightly more general. However, when using our type system for projections from
our approach, this will not be exploited: we base our projection on results by
[57] and their (complete) conditions do not allow final state with outgoing send
transitions.

Ezxample C.13. Let us illustrate delegation with an example. We have the fol-
lowing global type:

G1 :=p—q:l(end).0

for which we could model the payload of I(end) with an arbitrary state end such
that end(end). For readability, we omit its treatment in the typing derivations.
We obtain a projection A of Gy, giving Fig. 17a and Fig. 17b. Using the states
of these, we define delegation in the second global type:

:l .0
Gy = 4420 (%)
p—r:lz(end).0

A projection B for G is given in Fig. 17c and Fig. 17d. Let us define a process
that uses both global types:
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v
I
@
—
=
CICING

s1p][r]lz(end) . s1[p][q)!l{end) .0
Py := s1[q][p]?l(z) . 0
P &{32[r][p]7l1(:r)w[qj!l(end)40
s2[r][p]?l2(x) . O

In this example, the process definition typing context is always empty so we
omit it. To fit it within the page limits, we give the typing derivation in pieces.
We use numbers (0) — (5) to refer to the typing derivation for the respective
branch. It should be read from bottom to top, starting from (0). We start with
the initial part until typing we arrive at typing the parallel composition.

®3) 4) (5)
sipl:qo.s2fpl:qa b B sildlieeF Py sefr]ierb B PT|| (rwic)
(2): As Ay E R [ By || P

(2)

Asy = sofpl rqi,oofr] s gr Aoy Ay PR Bl P (o o

(1) Asy b (vs2:B) By || P || Fx
1)
Ay =silpliqosafaige A FOs:B) B AP 0

(0): OF (vs1:A)(vs2:B) P, || Pyl P:

We apply the rule for restrictions PT-v and then the one for parallel com-
position PT-||. Let us give the typing derivations for the individual branches.

PT-0 55 d
PT-END end(q1)
PT-q 3(90) = {(p>atifend), q1)} si[pl: q1 - O
PT-END s1lp] : qo F s1[p][a]li(end) .0
s1[p] : qo, s2[p] : g6 - s1[p][a]!l{end) .0
PT-0 55 d
PT-END cnd(gs)
s2[pl 1 g5 - O 6(ga) = {(p>r!1(q0),gs5), (P> rliz(end), g6)} PT-¢

(3):  s1[p] : qo,s2[p] i qa b By

PT-0

PFO end(q3)
PT-
5(g2) = {(a 9p?(end), g3)} sild:az -0 o PT-&
(4): sifd:igz b Py
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PT-0 55 e

PT-END end(q1)
3(qo0) = {(p>q!l(end), q1)} r:q1 0
PT-®
x:qo F z[q]li(end) .0
PT-END end(gs)
s2[r] : gs,x : qo F x[q]!l{end) .0
—  PT-0
0-o

end(qo) _
SR w0 DY ) = {6 apth (o). as). (e < plaend). a0)} prp g,

(5): safr]igr - Py

During runtime, we have queues for each session. For these, we define queue
types and use them in queue typing contexts.

Definition C.14. Queue types are defined by the following grammar:
va=1UL)-7le
A syntactic queue typing context is defined by the following grammar:
§2 = (2, s[p][q] :: v[0

A syntactic queue typing context is a queue typing context if every element has
at most one type. Here, we do only consider queue typing contexts. We consider
queue typing contexts to be equivalent up to reordering and, thus, we may also
treat them as mappings.

While the (second) typing context specifies states for each participant, the
queue typing context specifies the content of the queues. This is all we need to
define reductions following the respective communicating state machine.

Definition C.15. We define the reductions for typing contexts as follows:

p>qll(L) qd .
)
slp] i q, A1 s[plla) i, 2 — slp] - ¢/, A s[plla) =y - (L), 2
p<q?l(L) q/
TR-&

slpl = q, Avsla][p] = U(L) -, 2 — s[p] : ¢/, A s[q][p] = v, 2
These rules mimic exactly the semantics of communicating state machines.

We show that reductions for typing contexts are preserved when adding type
bindings to the typing contexts.

Lemma C.16. Let Ay, A}, and As be typing contexts and §21,2], and (25 be
queuve typing contexts. If Ay 1 21 — A} 1 21, then Ay, Ag 1 (21,20 — A, A
2, s,
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@ &:LFP OQ =L

RT-DEF-¢ RT-DEF
Fe:O F(Q[Z]=P);D: 0O
0Q) =L
_ =L g g1
©i¢: L0+ Q[ e10i0-o
O1AI2FR d 1A FR O 1 R
1A end(q) RT-END 1Ay 1 1 A1 (22 QRT_”
O1Ac:q 2FR O1 N, A2 1 21,822+ R1 || R

6(q) 2 {(p>ailli(Li), qi) | i € I}
Viel.O1Aje:qi,{cj: Li}jengiy 1 2F P

RT-®
O A,C i q, {Ci : Li}ie] 12+ D C[qz}'lz<CZ> . P1
iel

0(q) = {(p<aqi?i(Li),q:) | i € I} Viel.O1 Ay :Li,c:q1 2F P

RT-&
O1Acqi2F _écl clai]?li(y:) . P;

(7€) € reach(A)  As = {sp] : Gpo}pems
{S[PMQJ n §(p7q)}(P7q)€ChanA O AyAS | -97 2, FR RT
Q1A (vs: AR

25

%

RT-EMPTYQUEUE
© 101 {s[plld] :: e}p.arcchan, 5> €

©1 A1 92,s[p][a] = v s> o(p,q) — i
O1Av: Li82,s[plla] = UI(L) -~y sw» ol(p,q) — I{v) - m)] RT-QUEUE

Fig. 18: Typing rules for runtime configurations; reach(-) denotes the set of reach-
able configurations of the given CSM.

Proof. We do inversion on Ay 1 2y — A} 1 2}, yielding two cases. First, we
have

q p>qll(L) q/

slp] = ¢, A1 1 s[plla] =y, 20 — slp] = ¢, Av v s[plla] =y - UL),

TR-®

With this, it is obvious that the following holds:

(L
p>qll(L) q/

TR-®

s[p] : g, Av, A2 1 s[p][a] = v, 21,22 — s[p) : ¢, Av, Az 1 s[p][a] iy - U(L), u, 22

which is precisely what we have to show. The case for TR-& is analogous and,
therefore, omitted. O

After this small intermezzo on reductions for typing contexts, we now define
the typing rules for runtime configurations.
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Definition C.17. The typing rules for runtime configurations are defined in
Fig. 18. We require all CSMs in typing derivations to be deadlock-free and to
satisfy feasible eventual reception.

Most rules are analogous to the rules for processes. For RT-v, though, we
do not require the CSM configuration to be initial but solely reachable, yielding
typability of runtime configurations during execution. The rules for queues are
standard: RT-QUEUE types queues from the first to the last message in the queue
while RT-EMPTYQUEUE types empty queues.

Ezxample C.18. In Example C.13, we gave a typing derivation for a process P
using delegation. It is straightforward that this typing derivation can be mim-
icked for [ P]. Here, we want to give a typing derivation after one reduction step,
for the case where delegation happens. We have

R = (vs1 : A)(vs2 : B) O || Py || P: || 51 % €| s2 % [(p,x) = li{s1[p])] -

We give a typing derivation for () | § = R’, with label (0). Again, we omit the
process definition typing context since it is empty throughout.

RT-EMPTYQUEUE

@ | .(21 Fsyp»e
(6)
s1[p] : qo, 1 22 1= s2 » £[(p, ) = L1 (s1[p])]
(3) (4) (5)
s2[p) g5 10O sifal i g2 1 O F Py sofr] g7 1 O P,
PT-| (4
(@) Au Ay 1 00y s PO Py [ P [[s1 w2 w cllpm) o bgonlpl] )
(2)
Agyy Ay 1826, 020, FO || Py || Pe || s1% ¢ || 52 % €[(p, ) = L1 (s1[p])]
/1/52 = s2[p| : g5, s2[r] : g7 Q;2 = s2[p][x] = l1(qo), s2[x][p] :: € RT-v

(D)2 Asy 1 26 F (vs2: B) O Py | Pr || s1% ¢ || s2 » e[(p,x) = li(s1[p])]

)
Asy 1 025 1 (vs2 : B) O || Py || Px || 519 e[| s2 > ¢[(p, ) = Li(s1[p])]
Asy = si1[p] i go,s1al s g2 926 = safp][al = &, sa[qlfp] =2 €
0): D10 (vs1: A)(vs2: B) O || Py || Px || s1» & || s2 > [(p, v) = i (s1[p])]

The typing derivations for (4) and (5) are analogous to the ones in Exam-
ple C.13. The typing derivation for (3) is straightforward with RT-END and
RT-0, similar to what we presented for (3) in Example C.13. We give the typing
derivation for (6):

T-v

01 sa[p][x] :: €, s2[x][p] et 52 B €
(6): s1[p) : go,1 s2[pl[r] == li(qo), s2[x][p] = € F 52 » £[(p, v) = Li(s1[p])]

RT-QUEUE

The presentation of our type system is inspired by work from Scalas and
Yoshida [69]. Thus, we want to highlight key differences. First, we handle sender-
driven choice, which allows a participant to send to different receivers and to re-
ceive from different senders, while they only consider directed choice. In fact, our
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processes can choose between different options when sending messages while their
work restricts to a single choice. However, their treatment could be combined
with control flow like if-then-else to cover more scenarios. Also, [69] employs
subtyping similar to what we do for send actions so there can still be multiple
branches when sending. In a sender-driven choice setting, there are subtleties
for subtyping as one cannot simply add receives for instance. For details, we
refer to [56] where CSMs are considered for subtyping and protocol refinement.
With our framework, one can directly make use of their results: we can apply
their subtyping algorithm to obtain another CSM against which we type check.
Second, [69] only considers one error scenario: a participant would like to receive
something but the first message in the respective queue does not match. We
generalise this scenario to our setting and require that the first message in all
respective queues does not match. In addition, we consider the error case where
a session ended with non-empty queues. [69] also considers S-deadlock freedom
and we refer to a discussion in Section 5. In the next section, we will prove that
our type system prevents both these scenarios.

Remark C.19 (Adding base types). The treatment of base types and expressions
in type systems is well-understood. Hence, it should be straightforward to extend
our type system to add expressions. More specifically, one could then send the
result of expressions and, hence, variables can be bound to values. Provided with
(Boolean) expressions, it is also standard to add features of control-flow like if-
then-else. For most flexible use of our results, it would make most sense if a user
provided a type system for the expressions and base types they need. Then, the
type system would use what we defined for local types (and hence delegation)
and the provided type system for expressions. There is one important difference
between both type systems. While ours is linear, the one for expressions does
not need to be. With a non-linear type system, one can duplicate and drop type
bindings from the typing context, using rules called contraction and weakening.

C.4 Soundness of Type System

For conciseness, we assume a process definition typing context 6, typing contexts
A, A1, As, ..., and queue typing contexts {2, {21, {29, ... in this section.

We presented a type system for processes and runtime configurations. While
we closed the reduction semantics under structural precongruence C, we have
not stated the respective rules for our type system:

©iA-rP PLCP ©1A12-FR  RCFR

PT-C RT-C
O 1AFP - O A RFR -

We show that these rules are admissible, i.e. they can be added without
changing the capabilities of the type system. This allows us not to consider
these rules in the following proofs but still use them if convenient.

Lemma C.20 (Admissibility of structural precongruence for runtime
configuration typing). Let Ry and Ry be well-annotated runtime configura-
tions. If©® 1 A1 2F Ry and Ry C Ry, then ©® 1 A1 2F Rs.
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Proof. We first consider the cases for structural congruence = and then the
additional ones for structural precongruence. We do a case analysis on = and
reason for both directions. Subsequently, we consider the two rules for C.
- Rl || R2 ERQ H th
By inversion, we know that RT-|| is the first rule applied in the typing
derivation. This rule is symmetric so basically the typing derivation works.
— (Bi | R2) || Rs = Ry || (B2 || Rs):
By inversion, we know that RT-|| is the first and second rule applied in
the typing derivation. It is easy to see that the typing derivation can be
rearranged to match the structure.
-~ R|0=R:
First, assume that there is a typing derivation

@\A1IQ1}—R @\AQ\QQ}—O

RT-||
O1A,A21 81,22 FR |0

We show there is a typing derivation @ | Ay, As 1 21, §25 F R. Inversion yields
that two rules can be applied for the given typing derivation @ | As 1 25 - O:
RT-END and RT-0. Thus, it follows that 2, = (). Also, Ay = {s[p] : ¢ }pes
for some set of participants S and end(g,) for every p € S. By inversion, there
is a typing derivation for © | Ay | 2 F R. With 25 = (), it remains to show
that there is a typing derivation @ | Ay, As 1 21 - R. The only difference is
the typing context As. This, however, can be taken care of using RT-END as
in the other typing derivation, concluding this case.

Second, assume there is a typing derivation for R. We show there is a typing
derivation for © 1 A1 2+ R || 0. We first apply RT-|| to obtain

——— RT-0
1A 2R ©i1010FO0

O AQFR|0

RT-||

for which the right premise is met with RT-0 and the left premise is given
by assumption.

— (vs: A)(vs' : B)R= (vs': B) (vs: A) R:
By inversion, both typing derivations need to apply RT-v twice in the begin-
ning. It is straightforward that both rule applications do not interfere with
each other, yielding the same premise to prove:

O A A, Ay 1 2,825, 2 FR

Thus, this is given by assumption.
— (vs: A)(Ry || R2) = Ry || (vs:A) Ry and s is not free in Ry:
First, we assume there is a typing derivation for (vs : A) (R || R2) and show
there is a typing derivation for R; || (vs : A) Re. Applying inversion twice
yields
@\Al\.Ql}_R1 @|A2,AS|QQ7QS}_R2
Ql/h,/lg,/ls | 91792793 F R H R ((T,f) Greach(A)

As = {s[p] : Goloers 25 = {s[p][d] :: £(P, D} p.a)echana
Sl /11,/12 | 91,92 [ (Vs : A) (R1 H R2)

RT-||

RT-v
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where A = Ay, Ay and 2 = (21, £25. We claim we can assume that A, and 2
are used in the typing derivation for @ | Ay, As 1 {25, 2 - Rs. By definition,
these only contain type bindings related to s, which does not occur in R; by
assumption. There might exist a typing derivation where parts of Ag or 2
appear in the typing derivation for R; but these can only removed with the
rules RT-END (not even with RT-EMPTYQUEUE since this requires s » ).
Hence, such derivations can be mimicked in the typing derivation for Ra,
justifying our treatment of Ag and {2;. We construct a typing derivation:

(7,€) € reach(A)  As ={s[p] : Gp}peps
2 = {s[plla] : £(P, D} pyechany O 1Az, As 1 025,82 - Ry
O 1 A1 22 F (vs: A) R
O 1AM iRy

QIAl,AQ\.Ql,.QQFRl H (VS:.A)RQ

RT-v

RT-||

All premises coincide with the ones of the original typing derivation, con-
cluding this case.
Second, we assume there is a typing derivation for R; || (vs : A) Rs and show
there is a typing derivation for (vs : A) (Ry || R2). The proof is analogous
to the previous case but we do not need to reason about the treatment of
A and 2, but it suffices to show there is one typing and we can choose the
respective treatment.

—(vs: A)sp e 0:
We assume there is a typing derivation for © 1 A1 2 F (vs: A)s » . We
show there is a typing derivation for © | A 1 2 0. By inversion, we know
that RT-v is the last rule to be applied and we get one of the premises:

OIAA 12,02, Fswe

with A, = {s[p] ¢ G }per, and 2, = {slpllal = €. D) (pgrecrans- By in-
version, RT-EMPTYQUEUE and RT-END are the only rules that can be
applied in the typing derivation for © | A, A; 1 2,2, + 0. Thus, we have
2 = (), changing our proof obligation to © | A | 2, + 0. Since RT-
EMPTYQUEUE does only change the queue typing context, we have that
A = Uyes{s'lp]  Goloep, for a set of sessions S that does not contain s
and end(q,) for every p € Py and s’ € S. Therefore, we can also first apply
RT-END |A| times and last RT-EMPTYQUEUE to obtain a typing derivation
for ©®1 A1 8, 0.

This concludes the proof. O

We proved the admissibility lemma for the type system for runtime con-
figurations. The proof for the type system for processes is analogous for most
cases.

Lemma C.21 (Admissibility of structural precongruence for process
typing). Let Py and Py be well-annotated processes. If it holds that © 1 A+ Py
and P, C Py, then © | A+ Ps.
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Proof. The respective cases are analogous to the ones in the proof of Lemma C.20.
We only need to consider the case where (vs: A)0 C 0:

We assume there is a typing derivation for © 1 A F (vs : A)0. We show there
is a typing derivation for @ | A F 0. By inversion, we know that PT-v is the
last rule to be applied and we get one of the premises: @ | A, A; - 0 with
As = {s[p] : init(Ap) }pep, . By inversion, PT-0 and PT-END are the only rules
that can be applied in the typing derivation for @ 1 A, A4 - 0. Since PT-0 needs
the second typing context to be empty, it is applied last and all other derivations
are applications of PT-END. Therefore, A = |J,,.s{5'[p] : G }pep,, for some set
of sessions S that does not contain s and end(gp) for every p € Py and s’ € S.
Therefore, we can also first apply RT-END |A| times and last RT-0 to obtain a
typing derivation for © 1 A1 () - 0. O

We proceed with a few observations about our type system that we will use
later in the proof for our main result.

To start, we show that a term x cannot appear in a runtime configuration if
there is no type binding for it in the typing context.

Lemma C.22. Let R be a well-annotated runtime configuration. If © 1 A |
2+ R and x is not in A, then x cannot occur in R.

Proof. Towards a contradiction, assume that x occurs in R. Then, at some point
in the typing derivation
1A 2FR

one of the following rules applies to handle z: RT-Q, RT-®, or RT-&. Each of
them requires all variables to occur in their respective typing contexts, yielding
a contradiction. (]

We defined a type system for processes and one for runtime configurations.
Both are very similar and we defined runtime configurations to only have queues
for active sessions. Once a process becomes active, we turn it into a runtime
configuration using [-]. We show that this preserves typability with an empty
queue typing context.

Lemma C.23. Let P be a well-annotated process. If © 1 A+ P, then © 1 A
OF[P].

Proof. We prove this by induction on the structure of P.

For all except P = P, || P, and P = (vs : A) P/, it holds that [P] = P.
For all typing rules that processes and runtime configurations share, the queue
typing context is not changed in the respective runtime configuration typing
rule. Thus, © 1 410+ [P].

For P = Py || P2, the claim follows directly by induction hypothesis.

Last, we consider P = (vs : A) P’. We have the following typing derivation

A" = {s[p] : init(Ap) }pepy e AP

PT-
O 1Ak (vs: AP v
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We show there is a typing derivation where the last rule is RT-v. This requires
a reachable configuration in the respective CSM: (4, &) € reach(.A). In this case,
we choose the initial states and empty channels, which allows us to use RT-

EMPTYQUEUE for the queues.
O AN OFP 00 O s L EMPTYQUEUE

O 1A A1 2 F (P swe)
(g, &) € reach(A)

As = {slpl : Go}oers 926 = {s[pllal :: £(P, )} p.a)echans

O 1A D (vs: A) (P || sw»e)

RT-||

RT-v

where ¢, = init(Ap) for every p and &£(p,q) = € for every p,q. Thus, (¢,§)
is clearly reachable. Also, both second typing contexts then coincide: A’ = Aj.
Thus, © 1 A, A, 1 ) = P’, the last premise to satisfy, follows from the induction
hypothesis. (]

With the following lemma, we show that, if there is a typing derivation for a
process, then the queue typing context is empty.

Lemma C.24. If P is a well-annotated process such that © 1 A 2+ P, then
2 =10.

Proof. We do induction on the depth of the typing derivation.

For the base case, we consider RT-0, for which the claim trivially holds,
and RT-EMPTYQUEUE, for which we reach a contradiction because s » ¢ is no
process.

Let us turn to the induction step:

RT-Q: trivially holds

RT-END: by inversion and induction hypothesis

RT-&: by inversion and induction hypothesis for every i € I

RT-&: by inversion and induction hypothesis for every i €

RT-||: by inversion and induction hypothesis twice

— RT-v: by inversion and induction hypothesis

— RT-QUEUE: contradiction because s » o[(p, q) — [(v) - 7] is no process

This concludes the proof. O

In our type system, we type a queue from the first to the last element, when
using RT-QUEUE. Thus, when applying inversion for this rule, we only get the
type for the first element of a non-empty queue. The following lemma allows us
to also obtain the type for its last element.

Lemma C.25 (Message list reversal). Let v be a queue type. If
O 1 A1 02,spllg] :: v sw» o[(p,q) — m], then

O 1 Av: L 2,s[plla] =y U(L)Fsw»o[(p,q) — m-L{v)] .
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Proof. We prove this claim by induction on the length n of m = I3 (v1)-. . .-l {vn).
If n = 0, the claim is exactly the assumption.
For the induction step, we assume that m = [3(v1) - la(va) - ... - L, {v,) and
the induction hypothesis holds for l5(va) - ... - L, {vy,).
We want to show that

O1 A1 92,spllg] =y F sw»ol(p,q) = l1{v1) - la(va) - ... - 1p{v,)] implies

O 1 Av: L2, s[plla] i v-UL)Fswol(p,q) = 11 (v1) - la(va) ...~ 1n(vp) - 1{W)] .

By inversion of the premise, we know that A = A’,v; : Ly and v = Ly -+ in
order to type v; with some type L. Thus, we can apply RT-QUEUE to our goal
and then apply the induction hypothesis with 4 = A’ and v = +' to conclude
the proof. O

Next, we show that the queue types reflect what is in the queues of run-
time configurations.

Lemma C.26. If © + A1 £2,s[p|[d] == 1(L1) - ... - l(Lg) F s » o[(p,q) —
By, UL, then k=n and, for all1 <i <k, I, =1, and v} : L;.

Proof. We do an induction on the depth of the typing derivation.
For the induction base, we have the following typing derivation:

RT-EMPTYQUEUE
© 101 {splld] :: e}p.arcchan, 5 > €

It is obvious that £k = 0 = n and there are no messages to consider.
For the induction step, we have the following typing derivation:

© 1 A2, s[llal 511 (L1) - la(La) - . L (L) F s » ol @) — 15(vh) - .. 1, (v])]
- — - 222 —— RT-QUEUE
© 1 A, v s Ly 1 @2, s[pllal 1y (Ly) - la(L2) + (L) F s B al(pa) m 1y (v]) - 15(vh) .. 1 (v])]

Let us first consider the length of the queue type and the queue: by induction
hypothesis, we know that n —1 = k—1 and, thus, £ = n. Second, let us consider
the labels and payload types. For ¢ = 1, the typing rule requires the labels to
match and v} : L; is required in the typing context. For ¢ > 1, the induction
hypothesis applies. O

We also provided typing context reductions. Here, we show that these actually
preserve reachability for the CSM associated with a session.

Lemma C.27 (Typing reductions preserve reachability). Let A = A, {As}ses
be a typing context and 2 = 2,{2:}ses be a queue typing context with a set of
sessions S. Assume that

- /i, {AS}SES I Qv {QS}SES — /i/7 {A;}SES ‘ le {QQ}SES; and

— for all s € S, it holds that there is (7,&) € reach(A) such that

As = {s[p] : glpeps and 25 = {s[p][a] :: £(P, @)} (p.a)cchans

Then, for all s € S, it holds that there is (§’,&’) € reach(A) such that

Ay =A{slp] : ¢'}pepa and 2 = {slplld] :: £'(p, )} (p.a)echana -
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Proof. We do inversion on A, {As}ses 02, {2} ses — A, {AL}ses 2, {2} ses,
yielding two cases.

FirS(, we ha\/e
>q!l(L
p>q!l(L) ’

_ _ — _ TR-®
slpl = ¢, A1 s[plla] =27, 2 — slp] : ¢, A s[plla] =y - U(L), 2
for some s, p, and q. For every s’ # s, the claim trivially holds. For s, the

changes to s[p] and s[p][q] mimic the semantics of the CSM while the premise

p>qll(L) e .
q —— ¢’ ensures that such a transition is possible.

For the second case where we have

21
p<q?l(L) q/

] 0 A s - (D) 7 8 sl Al

the reasoning is analogous but mimics the receive case of the CSM semantics. [

With the substitution lemma, we prove that substituting a variable by a
value with the same type preserves typability in our type system.

Lemma C.28 (Substitution Lemma). Let R be a well-annotated runtime
configuration. For oll L, if it holds that © 1 A,z : L1 2+ R, then

O1Av: L1 2F Rv/x] .

Proof. We do an induction on the depth of the typing derivation and do a case
analysis on the last applied rule of the derivation.

For the induction base, we consider both rules with depth 0 and show that
there is no R’ such that R — R’. For both RT-0 and RT-EMPTYQUEUE, the
second typing context is empty, which contradicts our assumption that x : L or
v: L.

For the induction step, the induction hypothesis yields that the claim holds
for typing derivations of smaller depth.

— RT-Q:
We have that

0(Q) = Li,...,Ln -
Q\CliLl,...,Ci_12L1_1,$1Li,ci+12L7;+1,...CnZLn\®|_Q[5]

Q

It is straightforward that we need to show precisely the same premise for the
desired typing derivation:

O Cp - Ll,...,Cl‘,l : Li,hv : Li,ci+1 : Li+1,...,cn : Ln | @ = (Q[E])[U/,T] .

— RT-END: We have two cases.
First, we have

1A 2R end(q)
Oiz:q, NI 2FR

RT-END
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We show that

©1 A1 2FRv/z]  end(q)
O1v:q, A 2F Rv/z]

RT-END

For the first typing derivation, we have = : ¢, A as typing context. By the
fact that A is a typing context (and no syntactic typing context), z does not
occur in A. By inversion, we have © 1 A1 2 - R. Thus, & cannot occur in
R. If it did, R could only be typed with a typing context with x, which does
not ocecur in A, given by contraposition of Lemma C.22. Hence R = R[v/x]
and, thus, both premises coincide.

Second, we have

O1Az:L12FR end(q)
Oic:qANx: L1 2FR

RT-END

We show that

O 1Av: L 2F Rv/z] end(q)
Oic:q,A,v: LI 2F Rv/x]

RT-END

By inversion of the first typing derivation, we know that both premises hold.
The second premise is the same for both derivations. For the first premise,
the induction hypothesis applies.

RT-&:

Here, we do a case analysis if x = ¢, x = ¢, for some k € I or neither of
both.

For the last case, we can apply inversion and the induction hypothesis applies
to all cases of the right premise.

For © = ¢, the second premise follows from inversion and the induction
hypothesis, instantiated with L = g;.

We consider the case for x = ¢, in more detail.

We have

6(q) 2 {(p>qills(Li), qi) | i € I}
Viel \ {]x}@ 1 Aye: gy x L,{Cj : Lj}je]\{iyk} 12+ P
@ | A,C . q,-,{cj : Lj}je]\{k} | 2+ Pk

O 1A c:q,x: L{ci: Litiengey ' 2F @ clai|lli{ci) . P;
i€l

RT-©

By inversion, we obtain all premises.
We show that

8(q) 2 {(p>qills(Li), q:) | i € I}
Vie IN{k}.O1Ac:qi,v:L,{cj: Li}jengir ' 2F Pifv/x]
Ch A,C : qi,{cj : Lj}je]\{k} 12 - Pk[v/m]
O 1A c:qu:L{ci: Litienqry ' 2F (& cla)lli{ci) . Pi)[v/x]

iel

RT-®

The first premise is the same. The second premise, for every ¢ € I\ {k},
follows by the induction hypothesis. For the third premise, we claim that
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2 cannot occur in Pj. In the conclusion of the first typing derivation, we
have the typing context A,c:q,x: L,{c; : Li}iep (&} Thus, by assumption
that each element has at most one type in a typing context, we know that =
cannot occur in A, ¢ : ¢, {¢; : Li}ie]\{k}. With Lemma C.22, z cannot occur
in Py. Thus, Py[v/x] = Py and the third premise in both typing derivations
coincide, concluding this case.

RT-&:

We have

5((]) = {(qul?ll(Ll),qz) ‘ 7 E]} Viel.0) A,yi : Li,Ciqi 12+ P

RT-&
O1Ac:qi2F '%:1 cla:s]?li(y:) . P

We do a case analysis if £ = ¢ or not.

If not, the claim follows by inversion and induction hypothesis for the second
premise.

If = ¢, there is x : ¢; in the second premise to type P;[v/x]. The existence
of such a typing derivation follows from inversion and induction hypothesis
when instantiated with L = g;.

RT-||:

There are two symmetric cases. We only consider one of both. For this,
we have

O 1A,z Liht+ Ry O 1Az 1 22 F Ry
Q\Al,xZL,AQIQhQQ}—Rl H R2

RT-||

We show that there is a typing derivation for
O1A1,0: LAy 1 (1,25 = (R || Ro)[v/7]

By our assumption that typing contexts have at most one type per element,
A7 and Ay cannot share any names. By inversion, we have © | A5 1 {25 - Rs.
Thus, by Lemma C.22, z cannot occur in Rs. Hence, (Ry || Re)[v/z] =
Ri[v/z] || Re. We claim the following typing derivation exists:

QIAl,UZL,I_Ql}—R1 QIAQ\QQFRQ
@\A17U:L,A2 | 01,02 FRl[v/x] || R2

RT-||

The second premise is the same as in the original typing derivation. The first
premise can be obtained by inversion on the original typing derivation and
applying the induction hypothesis.

RT-v:

We have a typing derivation for

Oi1Ax: L, A1 02, 02,FR .

This case follows easily from inversion and applying the induction hypothesis
to obtain a typing derivation for

O 1 Av: L As 1 2,0, F Rv/x] .
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— RT-QUEUE:
We have a typing derivation for

©1 A1 82, s[p]ld] v F s o[(p,q) — M
61 Av L1 82,s[pl[q] = (L) -y F s» o[(p,q) — L) -m)

RT-QUEUE

We do a case analysis if z = v’ or not. If so, the same typing derivation
can simply be re-used as v’ : L also disappears in the original typing deriva-
tion. If not, the claim follows by inversion and application of the induction
hypothesis.

This concludes the proof of the substitution lemma. O

Now, we turn to the main result about our type system: subject reduction. In
short, if there is a runtime configuration with a typing derivation that can take
a step, then the typing contexts can also take a step and can be used to type
the new runtime configuration.

Note that Theorem 5.1 in the main text follows from Theorem C.29.

Theorem C.29 (Subject Reduction). Let R be a well-annotated runtime
configuration with a set of active sessions S. If
(1) FD:o, R X
(2) @141 2F R with A=A, {As}ses and 2 = 2,{2s}ses,
(3) for all s € S, it holds that there is (7,&) € reach(A) such that
As = {s[p] : a}peps and 25 = {s[pl[a] :: £(P, 9)} (p.q)chans
(4) R— R/,
then there exist A" and ' with A1 2 — A" ' such that © 1 A1 Q' F R’

Proof. We do an induction on the depth of the typing derivation © 1 A1 2+ R
and do a case analysis on the last applied rule of the derivation.
For the induction base, we consider both rules with depth 0 and show that
there is no R’ such that R — R'.
— RT-0:
It is trivial that O cannot reduce.
— RT-EMPTYQUEUE:
In this case R = s » ¢ for which none of the reduction rules apply.

For the induction step, the induction hypothesis yields that the claim holds
for typing derivations of smaller depth. We do a case analysis on the typing rule
that was applied last.

— RT-Q:
We have that
OQ)=1Li,...,L,

RT-
Oici:Li,...;cn: Ly 1 0F Q[ Q

Thus, we know that R = Q[¢]. However, none of the reduction rules apply,
contradicting (4).
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— RT-END:
We have that
1A R2FR end(q)

Oic:q, A1 2FR

RT-END

We have to show that

e AN QR end(q)

RT-
Oic:q N 2 +R NP

The second premise end(q) is the same for both. The first premise follows
by the induction hypothesis, which also gives A | 2 — A’ | £/, concluding
this case.

— RT-@:
Inversion on the typing derivation yields that R = @®;er slp][ai]lli(vi) . Pi.
None of the reduction rules apply and, thus, there is no R’ with R — R/,
contradicting (4).

— RT-&:
Inversion on the typing derivation yields that R = &;ey s[p|[a:|?li(L;) - Pi.
None of the reduction rules apply and, thus, there is no R’ with R — R/,
contradicting (4).

- RT-|:
We do inversion on the reduction (4).
¢ RR-Q:

We have

0@ =L
@i é:Lip+Q[d O 1Ay 2+ Ry
©1@:L,As 1 25+ Q[d || Ra

RT-Q

RT-||

By inversion on (4), we have

D(Q,8) || R2 — R’
Qd || R — R

By assumption that Q is defined in D and by definition of D, we have that
D =Dy;(Q[7] = P); D2

RR-Q

for some D; and Ds.
We claim there is a typing derivation for

©1¢: L+ P[¢/7
(1) states that =D : ©. Inversion on (1) for |D;| times yields
© 1 Z:L-P.

We obtain a typing derivation after |Z| applications of the substitution
lemma (Lemma C.28).

We do a case analysis on the structure of P and simultaneously if R’ = err
for second case.
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P= @ie] x[ql]'ll<xl> . Pi:
Let us rewrite the typing context: ¢: L = (z : g, {z; : Lj}jer, M)[E/].
Without loss of generality, let z[¢/Z] = s[p]. Then R' = [Py[c/Z]] ||
s » o[(p,qxr) — m -l {vg)] for some k € I. We show there is a typing
derivation for any k € I:

O (z:ar, {x; : Li}tjer (xy, A1)[E/T] 1 O [Pyle/z]]
O 1 (ck : Li)E/Z], Aa 1 22, s[pllak] :: v - L (Lr[€/Z]) F s » o[(p,ak) — M - L (vk)

g Lol g |
O (x:qr,{x;: Lj}tjer, A1)[E/Z], A2 1 22, s[p]lar] i+ v - lx(Lk) - R

By inversion on

O (w:q. {2+ Likjer, /) F (@ aladlls(ar) - P/

we get © 1 (v : qi,{7; 1 Lj}jen gy, A1)[¢/7] = P[c/Z] for every i € I.

Instantiating ¢ = k and applying Lemma C.23 yields the desired premise:
O 1 (z:qi, {xj : LiYjen gy, A)E/T) 1 0+ [Pi[e/7]]

We show there is a typing derivation

© 1 Ay 1 29, s[pllag] =y F s B o[(p,ay) = M) RT-QUEUE
© 1 (c) + Ly)[E/], Ag 1 29, slpllag] = v - U (L[E/F]) = s B ol(pa) — - 1 (vg)]

By inversion on R — R’, we have that Rs = s » o[(p,qr) — m]. By
inversion on © | Ay 1 25 F Ry, we obtain

O 1 Az 1 25, s[pl[ar] ==y s o[(p, k) — 7]

which is the desired premise.

It is straightforward that there is a typing context reduction for the
corresponding typing contexts, using TR-&.

P = &;erx]qi)?i(y;) . P; and R’ # err:

Let us rewrite the typing context: ¢: L = (z : ¢, Ay)[¢/Z]. Without loss of
generality, let (/] = s[p]. Then R’ = [Py[ve/ys]] || s » [(ax,p) — 1]
and Ry = s » [(qk,p) — I (vk) -m]. We show there is a typing derivation
for any k € I:

O 1w Ly, (=2 qp, A1)[E/Z] 1 0 = [Py [&/Z][vy /yg]]
© 1 Ag 1 29, slpllag] 2 v s ool(p,ag) = M) T—||
O 1 (z: qp, A)[E/T], Ag 1 29, s[pllag] :+ v F [Pgle/&][v /yg]] || s » o[(p,qg) — )

By inversion on © | (z : q, A1)[¢/Z] b (&ier x[ai]?li(y:) . B;)[¢/Z], we get
O (z:q,yi: L, &1)[¢/Z] - P[c/7]

for every ¢ € I. Instantiating ¢« = k and applying Lemma C.23 yields the
desired premise:

Ch (%) Lk, (l‘ : qk,/ll)[g/f] | (Z) = ka[a/f][Uk/ka
The second premise is obtained by inversion on
O 1 vk : L, Ao 1 $29, s[p)[pk] =2 (L) - v F s % [(qes p) = Le(vg) - 1] .

It is straightforward that there is a typing context reduction for the
corresponding typing contexts, using TR-&.
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*x P =&;ecrxlai]?li(y;). P; and R’ = err:
Let us rewrite the typing context: @: L = (z : ¢, A)[¢/]. Without loss
of generality, let z[¢/Z] = s[p]. Then, by inversion on R — R’, we have
Ry = sw» o and for every i € I, o(q;,p) =1{_)-m and I; # [. We claim
that there is no typing derivation

Ch (.’E : q,Al)[E/I_'j,AQ 1§25 = (Zéélm[qz]?ll(yz) Pz)[é'/f] || sSpP o .

By inversion, such a typing derivation must have the following shape:
6(q) = {(paai?i(Li),q:) | 1 € I}
Viel. O (x:q,M)[E/E],yi: Li, O P,
O (x:q, M)[E/z] 1 0 (& zlai]?li(y:) - Pi)[E/T]
O A HEFsw»o
O (x:q,MN)[C/Z], A2 1 £22 F (ézlx[ql](?lz(yz) .P)[E/Z] || sw» o

RT-&

RT-||

Let us rewrite the typing and queue typing context:

(x : qve)[E/f]vAQ - /ivAs
25 = 02,0,

By assumption, we know that there is (¢,&) € reach(A) such that A, =
{s[p] : ¢}per, and £2; = {s[p]ld] :: £(p,q)}(p,q)cChan- Recall the condi-
tion on the reduction semantics: Vi € I.o(q;,p) = I(_)-m and [; # L.
Thus, with Lemma C.26, it follows that, for all i € I, &(q;,p) =1i(_)-
with I # [;. For the CSM A, this entails that p expects to receive a
message from a set of other participants, ranged over by q;, but the first
message in each channel does not match. This yields a contradiction to
feasible eventual reception: there has been at least one send event to p
and there is no matching receive event yet; because p will never proceed,
no matching receive event can ever happen.

o RR-CTX:
For the context rule, two cases apply: R || C or C || R. Both cases can be
proven analogous, which is why we only prove the first. We have that

9|/11\.Q1|_R1 @\AQIQQ}—RQ

RT-||
O A17A2 | .(21,.(22 |—R1 || R2
and we want to show that
1A} 2]+ R, O 1A 1 2 F R
| 1! 1 1 | 2 | 2 2 RT_H

01 A, Ay 1 2,2 R} || Ra

The second premise is trivially satisfied. The first premise follows from
the induction hypothesis, which also yields that A; 1 2, — A} 1 Q4.
We can apply Lemma C.16 to obtain Ay, Ay 1 21,82 — Aj, Ao 1 27, (2,
concluding this case.
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e RR-ouUT:

With three inversions on the typing derivation, we have a typing derivation
with the following shape for R = ®;¢; slp|[ai]!li(vi) . Pi || o[(p, qx) — m]:
3(q) 2 {(p>ailli(Ls),q:) | i € I}

Vie .01 Ay, slp):qi, {vj : Lj}jel\{i} 21 F P

_ RT-&
O 1 Ar,slpl i g, {vi t Litier 1 1 _GEBIS[P][Qi]!li<Ui>~Pi

RT-QUEUE

© 1 Ay 1 25, s[pllar] v = s B o[(p, q) > 7]
[EH /il,s[p] 1 q,{vi i Li}icr, Az Ql,flz,s[p][qk] tvyFR

RT-||
By inversion, we obtain all premises. We show that

RT-®

© 1 Ayyslel s ap, {vi + Litier\{r} ' 21 - [Px]

_ : RT-QUEUE

© 1 Ag,vp t Ly Q2,S[p][qk] ity (L) F s » o[(p,qk) — mo- lk(”k)] T—H

© 1 Ay slel t g, {vi : Lidier\ (k) Uk © Lk A2 1 21, 22, sbllag] = v - 1 (L) = R

/ S
for R" = [Py] || of(p, ak) = 1t - L (k)]
First, we show there is a typing derivation for

O Al,S[p} Cqk, {Ui : LZ}ZGI\{k} | .Ql H |—Pk—|

first. We instantiate the premise

Viel .0 /il,s[p] 2 vy s Litjengy 1 S0 F P

for ¢ = k and obtain
6 | /il,s[p} Lk, {Uj : Lj}je]\{k} | .Ql = Pk

By Lemma C.24, we know that £2; = () and, thus, Lemma C.23 applies
and concludes this case.
Second, we show there is a typing derivation for

O 1 Ag, vk Ly 1 2, s[pllar] =7 - le(Lx) b s » ol(p, ar) = 17t - li ()]
From inversion of the original typing derivation, we have
O 1 Ay 1 25, 5[pl[ax] : y F s » o(p, qx) > i)

With Lemma C.25, the claim follows.
It remains to show that there is a transition for the respective typing
contexts:

A=Ay, slp] : q,{vi : Li}ier, Ag

A= Ay, s[p] t qi, {vi : Litien iy ve © L, Ao
02:= 0, 2, s[p][ax] = 7

= 2, 2, s[p[ax] = v - I (L)
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Note that the change from A to A’ is solely the type of s[p] while s[p|[qx] is
the only change from A to A’. Thus, we can simply apply TR- to obtain
a typing context reduction.

RR-IN:

With three inversions on the typing derivation, we have a typing derivation
with the following shape for

R = &ier s[pl[ail?li(yi) - P || ol(ar, p) = Lk (vg) - 11]:

3(a) = {(p<a3?(L4),a;) i €1} Vie .01 Ay, y; Ly, slpltq; 0 829 F Py RT-&
© 1 Ay, sl g1 27 i‘é‘fls[P][qi,]?li(yi) Py
_ o /i? | 29, slagllpl v F s b ol(ag,p) — m] RT-QUEUE
© 1 Ag, vyt Ly, 1 29, slagllp] 2 1 (L) - v - s B ol(ag, p) = I (vg) - ] RT—H

© 1 Ay, slpl i a, Ag g Ly 21, 29, s[aglle] ¢ I (Lg) v F R

By inversion, we obtain all the premises. We show that there is a typing
derivation of shape

- . RT-&
O 1 Ay, s[pl : qryvi s L1 21 F [Prlvk /yi]]

RT-QUEUE

[N /12 | f)g,s[qk][p] iy ks » o(ar,p) — M)
© 1 A1, s[p] ¢ g vk L, Az 1t 21, 025, s[a]lp] = v F [Piloe/yx]] || ol(ax, p) — )]

RT-||

First, we show there is a typing derivation for
O 1 A1, s[p] : gy vr : Lic 1 21 F [Pilor/yr]] -

From inversion, we get the following premise from the original typing
derivation:

i€ l.@\/il,yi:Li,s[p] cqi1 P
which we instantiate with 7« = k to obtain:
O 1 Av,yi : Ly, slp] : gy 1 1 F Py
With Lemma C.28, we get
O 1 Ay, v L, slp] = qi 1 4 F Pfor/ye] -

By Lemma C.24, we know that £; = () and, thus, Lemma C.23 applies
and concludes this case.
Second, there is a typing derivation for

61 Ay Qg,s[qk][p] sy ks ol(qr,p) — M

by inversion on the original typing derivation.
It remains to show that there is a transition for the respective typing
contexts:

A=Ay, s[p] : q, Ay, v ¢ Ly,
A= Ay, s[p] ¢ qu, vk 2 L, Ag
Q2= 01, 2, slag][p] == I(Lx) -
2 = (0, 0, slaxllp] =y
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Note that the change from A to A’ is solely the type of s[p] while s[qx][p] is
the only change from A to A’. Thus, we can simply apply TR-& to obtain
a typing context reduction.

RR-ERR1:

By assumption, we have a typing derivation for &;e; s[p|[a:|?li(v:) . B; ||
s » o and it holds that Vi € I.o(q;,p) =1(_)-m and l; # [. By inversion
and Lemma C.24, the typing derivation must have the following shape:

6(q) = {(p<@?i(Li),q:) | i € I}
Vi € [.8\A17yi2Li,S[p]:qi\(DFPi

O 1 Ay, s[p]:qi 0+ & slpllail?li(y:) - i

RT-&

O A1 2Fspo
O 1 Av,slp]: q, Az 1 22 & slpllail?li(y) P || s> o

RT-||

Let us rewrite the typing and queue typing context:

/11,8[13] . q,A2 = /i,/ls

25 = 12,02

By assumption, we know that there is (¢, &) € reach(A) such that A; =
{s[p] : ¢}pep, and 2, = {s[p][a] :: £(p,q) }(p,q)eChan, - Recall the condition
on the reduction semantics: Vi € I.0(q;,p) = I{_ ) -m and l; # [. Thus,
with Lemma C.26, it follows that, for all ¢ € I, £(q;,p) = l[(_) - _ with
I # 1;. For the CSM A, this entails that p expects to receive a message
from a set of other participants, ranged over by q;, but the first message
in each channel does not match. Thus, none of them will ever be received.
This yields a contradiction to feasible eventual reception: there has been
at least one send event to p and there is no matching receive event yet;
because p will never proceed, no matching receive event can ever happen.

— RT-v:

By inversion on the typing derivation, there is a typing derivation

O1A2F(s: AR .

We do inversion on (4), yielding two reduction rules that apply.
e RR-CTX:

We have

(7,€) €reach(A)  As = {s[p] : G }remy
2, = {slplla) = €. D} parechany, O 1 AA R 2R
1A 2F(vs: AR

By inversion, we obtain all premises. We show that
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/ (7',¢) € reach(A)  As={slp]: gploers
'Qs = {S[p][q] :: § (P7 q)}(P,q)EChanA 6 A7 As | 'Q: 'Qs FR

RT-v
O1ARF(vs: AR

The first premise is the same as for the original typing derivation. We know
that © 1 A, A; 1 £2, s F R. With the induction hypothesis, we get

O 1NN Q2R and A, Ay 1 2,02, — A A1 02,02, .

The first fact proves the last premise for the new typing derivation. For
the remaining ones, we apply Lemma C.27, which yields that there is
(¢",¢') € reach(A) such that A, = {s[p] : ¢'}pep, and 2, = {s[p][q] =
£’ (P, ) }(p,q)eChan - These are precisely the remaining premises for the new
typing derivation. It is obvious that there is a reduction for the typing
contexts, which concludes this case.
o RR-ERR2:
We have a typing derivation for

O1AI2F(vs: A swo

and know o(p,q) # ¢ for some p,q. We do inversion on the typing deriva-
tion:

' RT-QUEUE
O I AN 2,02 Fsw o Q (7, €) € reach(A)

As = {S[P] : q_;}PGP,A 2 = {S[P} [q] - f(p7 q)}(p,q)echanA RT-v
01N (vs: A)spo

By definition of A, there is a type s[p] : g for every p € P4. There is a
typing derivation for

014, {5[p] : (TP}PEPA 1 42, {S[p] [Cﬂ n f(qu)}(p,q)EChanA Fs»o.

The only applicable typing rules (in the whole derivation) are RT-END,
RT-EMPTYQUEUE, and RT-QUEUE. By our assumption that there is a
strict partial order for the CSMs in our system, s[-] does not appear in o.
Thus, RT-END needs to be applied to reduce the typing context {s[p] :
dp }pep, to only contain A, which can then be used to type the queue with
RT-QUEUE. The premise of RT-END requires that end(q), i.e. ¢ is a final
state and has not outgoing receive transition. This, however, entails that
(¢, €) is a non-final configuration where all participants are in final states
and the channels are not empty, yielding a deadlock. This contradicts the
fact that A is deadlock-free, concluding this case.

— RT-QUEUE:
We have the typing derivation
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61412, s[pl[a] :: v F s> of(p,q) = 7]
6 Aol 2splld = L) 7 - sw olloa) o o) ] AP

However, there is not R’ such that s » o[(p,q) — I(v) - m] — R/, contra-
dicting (4).

This concludes the proof of subject reduction. O

From subject reduction, type safety follows: if a process can be typed, any
runtime configuration that can be reached from this process cannot contain an
error. Note that Corollary 5.2 in the main text follows from Corollary C.30.

Corollary C.30 (Type Safety). Assume that =D : 60 and © 1 0 - P for
some well-annotated process P. If [P] —* R, then, R # err.

Proof. From Lemma C.23, we know that © | ) | () & [P]. By definition —*:=
{—*| k > 0}. We prove a stronger claim: For all k > 0, if [P] —"* R, then,

— 01 A1 2F Rwith A=A, {A}ses and 2 = 2,{02,}scs, and
— for all s € S, it holds that there is (¢, &) € reach(.A) such that A, = {sp] :
q}pera and 12, = {s[p]a] :: £(P, A)} (p.)echana
This claim entails that R # err because err cannot be typed but R can be
typed.
We prove the claim by induction on k.
For k£ = 0, the claim trivially follows because both the typing and queue
typing context is empty, trivially satisfying the conditions.
For the induction step, we have [P] —* R, the claim holds for R, and
R — R'. With Subject Reduction (Theorem C.29), we proved precisely what
we need to show for R'. O

Subject reduction shows that any step of a runtime configuration can be
mimicked by the typing contexts and these can be used to type the new runtime
configuration. Since err cannot be typed, this shows that a typed runtime con-
figuration can never reduce to err, yielding type safety. While this is a safety
property, session fidelity deals with progress. Roughly speaking, if the typing
contexts can take a step, then the runtime configuration can also take a step.
In most MST frameworks, this can only be proven in the presence of a single
session. Thus, we define the following restriction of our type system.

Definition C.31. We define IFgp to be F but without the rules PT-v and
RT-v. Using this, we define Fgp for processes as follows:

Vp € Pa.Ve: g€ Ap. end(q) Vp € Pa.O 1 Ap, slp] : init(Ap) IFsr Qp P

&1 {Aphpern For (v A) (TLep @p) N
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We also define Fgp for runtime configurations:

(q,€) € reach(A)
Vp € PaVe: ¢ € Ay end(q) Vp € Pa.O1 Ay, slp): G lFsr Qp
©1 A" {spl[d] :: £(p,q) }(p,q)eChans IFsp s B O
O 1 {A}pep, A 1O Fgr (vs: A) (HPEP_AQP) |s»o

If © 1 {Ap}peps A1 0 Fsp (vs 0 A) (ILep,@p) || s » o holds, we know that
we can obtain the premises by inversion. For conciseness, we use the following
notation to refer to the CSM configuration (q,€):

RT-v’

(7:6)
O 1 {Ap}pers, A 10 Fsp (Vs 0 A) ([Lep, Qo) [ 5P 0

Proposition C.32. Let P be a process, R be a runtime configuration and as-
sume Fsp D:O. If O 1 Atgp (vs: A) P, then P is restriction-free.
Ife 1A Dtgsp (vs: A) R, then R is restriction-free.

Intuitively, Fsr allows us to have one restriction with CSM A and requires
that all different participants of A are played by different processes in parallel.
As argued in the main text, these are standard restrictions for session fidelity
(and deadlock freedom).

As for ., we show a correspondence between processes and runtime config-
urations for IFgr and Fgp .

Lemma C.33. Let P be a well-annotated process.
IfO 1 Alrgp P, then© 1 A1 O lkgp [P]. If© 1 Abgp P, then © 1 A1 0 g [P].

Proof. We prove the claim IFgp by induction on the structure of P, as for
Lemma C.23. For all except P = Py || P, and P = (vs : A) P, it holds that
[P] = P. For all typing rules that processes and runtime configurations share,
the queue typing context is not changed in the respective runtime configuration
typing rule. Thus, © 1 A1 0 [P]. For P = Py || P, the claim follows directly
by induction hypothesis. Since IFgp has no rule for restriction, we do not need
to consider P = (vs: . A) P'.

In contrast, Fgp only applies to P with shape (vs : A) ([[,ep, @p) || s » 0,
so we only need to consider such processes. As for Lemma C.23, we can pick the
initial states and empty channels. The remaining premises follow from the first
claim. (]

Note that Theorem 5.3 in the main text is a consequence of Theorem C.34.

Theorem C.34 (Session fidelity with sink-final FSMs). Let A be a
deadlock-free CSM that satisfies feasible eventual reception and, for everyp € Py,
Ay is sink-final. Let R be a runtime configuration. We assume that

(1) FSF D: @,
(7,6)
(2) 1A 10Fgp (vs: A) R, and
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(3) (4,€) — (q",&") for some §" and £".
Then, there is (q',¢&') with (§,€) — (¢',¢') and R with R — R’ such that

q’/,/
O 1A DFgp (vs: AR .

—,

Proof. By assumption, we know that (q,¢) = (¢’,¢'). We do a case analysis on
the shape of x.
First, let « = r>qli(L). We do inversion on (2) and rewrite A as {Ap}pep,, A

(7,€) € reach(A)
Vp e PaVe: ¢ € Ay end(q) Vp € Pa.O1 Ay, slpl G I Qp
O 1 A" 1 {slpllq] =: &(p, 9} p.g)cChany IFsF s o
O 1 {A}pep, A 10 gp (Vs A) (ILer, @) s» 0

and obtain all its premises as well as the fact that R = ([[,cp, @p) || s » 0.
From the fact that ¢; has outgoing transitions, we know that it is not final, which
in turn means that end(¢;) does not hold. Hence, two typing rules can apply:
PT-Q and PT-@.

We do a case analysis and show that applying PT-Q will eventually lead to
applying PT-® as well. First, we do an inversion:

Q) =L
©12: Llrsr Q7

RT-v’

PT-Q

Assume that we type Q[Z] and Q[Z] = P’. From (1), it follows that @ | & :
L IFsr P’. By assumption, we know that process definitions are guarded. Thus,
P’ needs to be typed with PT-@®. The following arguments are very similar from
now on. In fact, there are two differences: first, we would carry & : L around,
and second, we would apply RR-Q to prove that R — R’. For conciseness, we
refrain from doing so and focus on the case without the indirection through a
process definition.

Thus, we consider PT-@® as typing rule for ),.. By inversion, we have

6(q) 2 {(p>qilli(Li), qi) | i € I}
Viel.O) ANS[I‘] 1 qi, {Cj : Lj}je]\{i} [ PZ

- T-®
O 1 Ay, s[r] i q,{ci: Li}ier b ‘EBIs[r][qi]!li(cQ . P;
1€

and obtain all premises as well as the facts that @, = ®ier c[qi]!li{c;) . P; and
Ar = Ar, {Ci : Li}iel-

Because of d(q) 2 {(p>q;!i(Li),q:) | i € I}, it is possible that [ # [; for all
i € I since |I| > 0 by definition. However, we know that there exists at least one
label I; that can be sent and we choose to use this for the witness (¢”,¢’). This is
precisely the reason why we cannot ensure that every possible send transition in
the CSM can be followed but we can ensure that there is at least one to follow.
Let k € I such that [ = 1. We choose

R/ = (HPE'PA\{I}QP) H Pk H s» U[(Pa%) — a(p7qk) : lk<Uk>]
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Note that @y is restriction by (2). Thus, Py is restriction-free, which entails
that [Py] = P,. With RR-ouT and RR-CTX, it is straightforward to show that
R — R’. It remains to show that

YR

O  {M}peras A1 0 Fsr (vs : A) (Tepp 1y @) | Pl s % 0l(x,0) = o(x,) - lufor)]

We start building a typing derivation:
(a) : (7,&") € reach(A)
(b) : Vp € Pa.Ve: q € A, eAnd(q/) (¢) :Vp € Pa\{r}.©1 Ay, s[p] : q’; Fsr Qp
(d): @1 A, {ci : Li}ier\{ky,slx] : q’i IFsF Pg
(e): 01 A e s L 1 {s[p][a :: £(P, D)} (puyechan 4 IFsr s B o[(pak) = o(p, k) - Lk (vi)] Ty’
O {Ap}pe‘PA, A0 Fsr (vs: A) (HpePA\{r}Qp) [| Pe |l s » o[(r,q) — o(r,q) - lx(vk)]

We now argue why (a) to (e) hold.

— (a): This trivially holds since (g,§) was reachable and there is a transition
from the latter to (¢, &’).

— (b): This is precisely the same premise obtained by inversion of (2).

— (¢): This follows from the premise obtained by inversion of (2). We solely do
not need the fact for Q..

— (d): This is one of the premises we obtained through inversion of the typing
for @, with typing rule PT-&.

— (e): For all channels different from (r,q), we can build the typing derivation
with the premises obtained by inversion of (2). For (r,q), we observe that
the message was appended, while the typing rules type message queues from
the start. However, by applying Lemma C.25, we also obtain a respective
typing derivation.

This concludes this case.

Second, let z = r < q?l(L). The proof is very similar but also differs in some
places. Thus, we spell it out for completeness. Notably, we can always choose
(@, &) = (¢",£") in this case since receives always need to be handled.

We do inversion on (2):

(q,€) € reach(A)
Vp e PaVe: ¢ € Ay end(q') Vp e Pa.O1 Ay, slp] G Ibse Qp
CAV {S[p] [q] - f(paq)}(p,q)EChanA lFsp sw»o
O 1 {As}pep, A 1O Fgr (Vs : A) (HPE'PAQP) |s»o

and obtain all its premises as well as the fact that R = ([[,cp, @p) || 5 » 0.
From the fact that ¢; has outgoing transitions, we know that it is not final, which
in turn means that end(¢;) does not hold. Hence, two typing rules can apply:
PT-Q and PT-&.

The case analysis here is analogous to the first case, eventually leading to an
application of PT-& of course.

Thus, we consider PT-& as typing rule for @),. By inversion, we have

5(0) = {(paae(Lo) ) | i € T}
Viel.OirAe:q,y; 2 Li F P
Ch /ir, s[r]: gk éz:ls[r][qi]?li(yi) . P;

RT-v’

PT-&
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and obtain all premises as well as that Qr = &;er s[r][q:]?li(y;) . P; and A, =
A {cit Litier.

Because of §(q) = {(p<q;?li(L;),q) | ¢ € I}, we know that there is k € I
with [ # [;. We choose

R = ([Tepu 0y @) | Prlvi/ye] | s » o(q, 1) = ni

where o(q,r) = lx{vg) - m. Note that Qy is restriction by (2). Thus, Py is
restriction-free, which entails that [Pglvr/yx]] = Pelvr/yx]. With RR-IN and
RR-CTX, it is straightforward to show that R — R’. It remains to show

(@€
O {4p}per, A1 0 Fsr (Vs o A) ([peme 1 Qo) | Prlvw/ys] || s » ol(r, q) = i)

We start building a typing derivation:

(a) : (7', €") € reach(A)
(b) : Vp € Pa.Ve:q € Ay end(q’) (¢) :Vp € Pa\{r}.©1 Ay, s[p] : q’; Fsr Qp
A(d) 1O /invk : Ly, s[r] : tj’; FsF Prlvk/yk]
(e): @1 A" {s[p]la] = &(Ps D} p.qyechan 4 IFsF s B o[(x,q) — )]

; — RT-V’
© 1 {A}lpery, A 10 sk (Vs A) (Tep (23 @) | Prlvr/yx] | s » o[(r; q) — m]

where A/ = A’ ,Vt : Lyj, which is possible as v; was in the message queue
o(r,q) before.
We now argue why (a) to (e) hold.

— (a): This trivially holds since (7, &) was reachable and there is a transition
from the latter to (¢”,&’).

— (b): This is precisely the same premise obtained by inversion of (2).

— (¢): This follows from the premise obtained by inversion of (2). We solely do
not need the fact for Q.

— (d): This is almost one of the premises we obtained through inversion of the
typing for @, with typing rule PT-&. We simply need to apply Lemma C.28
to obtain the respective typing derivation.

— (e): For all channels different from (r, q), we can build the typing derivation
with the premises obtained by inversion of (2). For (r,q), we can use the
same and simply skip one step for the message that it is not in the channel
anymore.

This concludes this case and hence the whole proof. O

From subject reduction and session fidelity, deadlock freedom would easily
follow.

Lemma C.35 (Deadlock freedom with sink-final FSMs). Let A be a
deadlock-free CSM that satisfies feasible eventual reception and, for everyp € Py,
Ay is sink-final. Let P be a process. Assume that

- l_SF D : Q,

— Oi1Absp (vs: AP,

— Ay is sink-final for every p € Py, and
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— [(vs: A) P] —* R.
Then, it holds that R T O or there is R’ such that R — R’.

Proof Sketch. First, we claim that for all & > 0 with [(vs : A) P] —* R,

it holds that © 1 A 1 }(—qu) R for some ¢ and £. This can be shown using
subject reduction Theorem C.29. We do a case analysis if there is (¢”,¢’) with
(7.§) — (7',€)

If so, we know from Theorem C.34 that there is R’ with R — R’, which
concludes this case.

Suppose that there is no (¢”, &) with (¢,¢) — (¢’,¢’). By the assumption
that A is deadlock-free and, thus, all ¢ are final states (and ¢ only has empty
channels).

D Additional Material for Section 6

We structure our formalisation in subsections, aligning with the key consequences
(a) to (d), explained in the main text. Combining these and previous results, we
will close this section by proving undecidability of the projectability problem
and the strong projectability problem in the presence of mixed choice.

D.1 Additional Material for Consequence (a)
We present syntax and semantics of global types following [70].

Definition D.1 (Syntax of global types). Global types for MSTs are de-
fined by the grammar:

G = 0| Zpi—>qi:mi .Gyt . Gt
il

The term O explicitly represents termination while p;—q;:m; indicates an
interaction where p; sends message m; to q;. We assume |I| >0 and, if |[I| =1,
we omit the sum operator. The operators ut andt can be used to encode loops. We
require them to be guarded, i.e., there must be at least one interaction between the
binding pt and the use of the recursion variable t. Without loss of generality, all
occurrences of recursion variables t are bound and distinct. A global type satisfies
mixed choice if for each syntactic subterm ., pi—di:m; . Gy, its branches are
unique, t.e. Vi,j € I.1 # j = p; #p; V Qi # q; V. m; # my; otherwise it is non-
deterministic. Directed choice requires the sender and receiver to be the same but
messages to be distinct for branches: Vi,j € I. i # j = p; =pj Aqy = q; Amy; #
m;. In contrast, sender-driven choice requires each receiver-message pair to be
distinct: ¥Yi,j € I. i # j = p; = p; A (@i # q; V. m; # m;). We may say that a
global type is directed or sender-driven.

Figure 2 represents a global type from MSTs.
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Definition D.2 (Semantics of global types). Let G be a global type. We
index every syntactic subterm of G with a unique index to distinguish common
syntactic subterms, denoted with [G,k] for syntactic subterm G and index k.
Without loss of generality, the index for G is 1: [G,1]. We define GAut(G) =
(Qeaut(@)s 5 0eaut(@)» 90,6Aut(@)> Foaut(a)) where
— Qcaut(e) 15 the set of all indexed syntactic subterms |G, k] of G,
— Ocaut(@) 18 the smallest set containing
(D icr pi—aimi. [Gy, ki), k], pi—qi:ms, [Gy, ki]) for each i € 1,
([ut.[G" ksl kr), e, [GY  Ro]) and ([t k3], €, [t [G7, ks, k1)),
= qo,caut(q) = |G, 1], and Foaue(e) = {[0, k] | k is an index for subterm 0}.
We obtain the semantics using ~: L(G) := C(L(GAut(Q))).

For every global type G, GAut(G), when viewed as a PSM, satisfies a number
of properties, which were defined in [70, Def. 3.5].

Definition D.3 (Ancestor-recursive, non-merging, intermediate recur-
sion, etc.). Let A= (Q, A,d,qo, F) be a finite state machine. For convenience,
we write ¢ — ¢’ if ¢ = ¢ for some x € A. We say that A is ancestor-recursive

if there is a function Ivl: Q — N such that, for every transition ¢ = ¢ € 6, one
of the two holds:

(i) Wl(q) > Wl(q"), or

(ii) * = € and there is a run from the initial state qo (without going through
q) to ¢ which can be completed to reach q: qo — ... — qn 1S a Tun with
Gn = ¢ and q # q; for every 0 < i < n, and the run can be extended to
Qo = - = Qn = -+ = Qnim With ¢nem = q. Then, the state ¢’ is called
ancestor of q.

We call the first (i) kind of transition forward transition while the second (ii)
kind is a backward transition. The state machine A is said to be free from
intermediate recursion if every state q with more than one outgoing transition,
ie., {¢' | ¢ = ¢ € 6} > 1, has only forward transitions. We say that A is
non-merging if every state only has one incoming edge with greater level, i.e.,
for every state ¢', {q| ¢ — ¢ € 6 ANlvl(q) > Wvl(¢')} < 1.

Stutz [70, Prop. 3.6] show that state machines for sender-driven global types
satisfy the above properties. It is straightforward that this also holds for mixed-
choice and non-deterministic global types.

Proposition D.4. Let G be a global type. Then, GAut(G) is a sink-final, ancestor-
recursive, non-merging, dense X1-PSM without intermediate recursion. If G is
non-deterministic, mized-choice, sender-driven or directed, so is GAut(G).

D.2 Additional Material for Consequence (b)

Every global type’s state machine is a sink-final tree-like 31-PSM, when viewed
as a PSM. This raises an obvious question. For which kind of PSMs can we have
global types that have the same (core) language? And can we preserve the various
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restrictions on choice, e.g. sender-driven choice, for those? Such preservation is
particularly interesting in the light of our undecidability result for projectability
of mixed-choice ¥1-PSMs. It is immediate that we can only achieve this for
31-PSMs because we consider the core language and not the semantics.

Anti-patterns. Visually, we want to transform a 31-PSM with an arbitrary struc-
ture into a tree-like structure where recursion only happens at leaves and to
ancestors. There are several anti-patterns one needs to consider: e.g. mutual
recursion, intermediate recursion, and merging. As is standard for a tree-like
shape, we assume states have different levels: the initial state has the highest
level and the level usually decreases when taking a transition. If not, it is con-
sidered recursion. First, recursion is supposed to lead to an ancestor, i.e. a state
from which the state itself can be reached without increasing the level again;
if this is not the case, we call this mutual recursion. Second, recursion should
happen at a leaf, i.e. there is no outgoing transition to a state with smaller level;
if there is such a transition, there is intermediate recursion. Third, every state
ought to have at most one incoming transition; if not, we call this merging.

Naive approach breaks choice restrictions. It is rather easy to remove these anti-
patterns by duplicating various parts of the 31-PSM. This will easily introduce
non-determinism though, defeating the goal of preserving restrictions on choice.
With this in mind, the problem becomes significantly more challenging.

Overview of our workflow. We develop a workflow that transforms X1-PSMs
to tree-like ¥1-PSMs with recursion at leaves and to ancestors, which are easily
turned into global types. Let us first give a very high-level overview and report on
technical challenges. The key insight to establish the desirable properties is the
use of regular expressions as intermediate representations. It is well-known that
Arden’s Lemma [6] can be used to transform an FSM into a regular expression,
but it produces one regular expression for every final state. We flip Arden’s
lemma, prove it correct, and use it to produce a regular expression for the (only)
initial state. This is only sound as we solely consider sink-final 3¥1-PSMs. (Our
results can only preserve the restrictions of choice for sink-final 31-PSMs, which
is reasonable because global types as PSMs are always sink-final.) To prove the
preservation of choice restrictions, we also define these for regular expressions
over I', inspired by deterministic regular expressions by Briiggemann-Klein and
Wood [16]. Let us now explain how regular expressions help to establish the
desirable properties. Intuitively, one can traverse a regular expression bottom-up
and generate an FSM for the same language. The expression for alternative r;+ro
becomes a branch to the two respective FSMs for r; and r5. For concatenation
r1 -T2, we simply connect both FSMs, and for Kleene star 7* we make the initial
state final and add transitions from the final to the initial state. While this
gives an idea of our approach, such treatment still introduces (undesirable) non-
determinism to connect different FSMs. To avoid this, we employ Brzozowski
derivatives [17], but adapt them to PSMs. They allow us to pull the first event
out so we can use labelled transitions to connect the FSMs. Of course, we also
prove that these PSM derivatives preserve the restrictions on choice.
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Our workflow comprises the following steps:

(0) make the PSM sink-final for the price of introducing non-determinism

(1) compute a regular expression for the initial state of the sink-final PSM

(2) convert regular expression to a PSM that is ancestor-recursive, non-merging,
dense, and intermediate-recursion-free

(3) if the original PSM is a 31-PSM, transform the result from the previous step
to a global type

Without loss of generality, we assume that every sink state is final: any state,
for which this is not the case, can simply be removed while preserving the core
language and semantics of a PSM.

For the last step, we only consider ¥1-PSMs because global types always
jointly specify send and receive events.

Remark D.5. Our constructions do also apply to FSMs over other alphabets.
For these, the reasoning about preserving sender-driven choice often translates
to preserving determinism. Thus, it shows that the above structural conditions
do not change expressivity for sink-final deterministic FSMs. For FSMs for par-
ticipants of protocols, this establishes a connection to local types, as shown later.

Step (0): Sink State iff Final State. This can be considered to be a pre-
processing step for PSMs that are not sink-final, making the workflow more
general. This transformation step simply introduces a new final sink state to
which transitions can lead non-deterministically.

We give a construction with a single fresh final state, which can be (non-
deterministically) reached instead of any previous final state.

Procedure D.6 (PSM: Sink State iff Final State). Let M = (Q,T,9,qo, F') be a
PSM with € ¢ S(M). We define a function that turns M into a sink-final PSM:

psm2sink-final-psm(M) = (Q W {qs}, I, &', qo, {qr})

where (¢1,2,¢2) € ¢ if (q1,2,¢2) € 6§ as well as (q1,2,q5) € ' if (q1,2,¢2) €6
and ¢ € F.

The condition that € ¢ S(M) ensures that there is a predecessor state for
every final state to which we can add the transition.

Proposition D.7. Let X1-PSM be a M such that ¢ ¢ S(M). Then, the PSM
psm2sink-final-psm(M) is sink-final.

It is obvious that this construction introduces and, thus, does not preserve
sender-driven choice.

Step (1): From Sink-final PSMs to Regular Expressions. This trans-
formation step translates a sink-final PSM to a regular expression over I' that
specifies the same core language. It is well-known that this can be done using
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Arden’s Lemma [6]. We cannot apply the standard technique though, as it would
produce as many regular expressions as final states. Such treatment makes it very
hard to argue about the preservation of sender-driven choice. Instead, we exploit
the fact that the PSM is sink-final and produce a single regular expression for
the initial state. This also enables the treatment of infinite words, which solely
require an infinite run that necessarily does not end in a final state.

We define regular expressions and include infinite words in their semantics.

Definition D.8 (Regular Expressions). Let A be an alphabet. Regular ex-
pressions (REs) over A are inductively defined by the following grammar where
a € A:
ru=¢lalr+rlr-rjr*

The concatenation operator - has precedence over +. We define Lgn(a) = {a},
Lein(r1 +12) = Lan(r1) U Lan(r2), Lan(ry - r2) = {w1 - wa | w1 € Lan(r1), w2 €
Lan(r2)}, and Lan(r*) = {wy...w, | n € N,Vi < n.w; € Lan(r)}. The infinite
language Ling(r) is defined as {w € A¥ | Vw’ € pref(w). w’ € pref(Lean(r))}. The
language L(r) is the union of Len(r) and Ling(r). The function sym(r) is the set
of all letters in r, i.e. the smallest subset A" C A such that L(r) C (A")>°. We
denote the set of all reqular expressions over A with Ra.

Instead of constructing the regular expressions for final states, as is standard
with Arden’s Lemma, we construct one for the initial state. This is sound because
a state is a sink if and only if it is final. It also lets us handle infinite words. For a
state machine, an infinite word is part of its semantics if there is an infinite run.
Here, we mimic this: an infinite word is in the semantics of a regular expression
if every prefix of the word is a prefix of a word in the finite semantics.

Lemma D.9 (Arden’s Lemma — swapped). Let ry and 2 be two regular
expressions over an alphabet A. If r1 does not contain the empty string, i.e. € &
Lan(r1), then rs = o + (11 - 3) has a unique solution that is r3 =i - ro.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the original one:

T3S =T9+7T1-T3
=ro+71-(re+1-73)
:7"2+7"1'7"2+7"1'7“1'T'3
:rg—l—rl-r2+r12-r3+rf’-r3+...
=(E+n+ri+ri+..)m

=71
O

For sender-driven PSMs, we want to show that sender-driven choice is pre-
served. Therefore, we need a notion of sender-driven choice for regular expres-
sions. We define this following work on deterministic regular expressions [16].
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Definition D.10 (Marking and unmarking regular expressions). Let A
be an alphabet and r € R A be a reqular expression. We define a function mark(r)
that simply subscripts every letter in r with a distinct index and the inverse
function unmark(r), which is also defined for words over A.

Definition D.11 (Mixed-choice, sender-driven and directed regular ex-
pressions). Let r € Rp. We say that r is a sender-driven regular expression if
the following holds: for every u € IT'* and z,y € I, if ux € pref(L(mark(r))),
uy € pref(L(mark(r))) and x # y, then unmark(z) # unmark(y) as well as
unmark(z) € {p>q! | q € P} and unmark(y) € {p>q!_ | q € P} for some
p € P. For directed choice, we also require q to be the same for both x and y
and, for mixed choice, we solely require unmark(x) # unmark(y).

Compared to deterministic regular expressions, our definition requires the
special alphabet I (and adds a condition for sender-driven and directed choice).

Proposition D.12. Every mized-choice, sender-driven or directed RE is a de-
terministic RE.

Definition D.13. Let A be an alphabet and L C A*°. We define a function that
collects all first letters of L: first(L) := pref(L)NA. The function follow(L,a)
collects all letters that can occur after a in L: follow(L,a) := {b | wab €
pref(L)} and follow(L,e) := first(L).

The following lemma follows from a straightforward adaption of Lemma 2.2
by Briiggemann-Klein and Wood [16].

Lemma D.14. An RE r € R is a sender-driven RE if and only if, for every
z € sym(mark(r)) W {e} and every z,y € follow(mark(r),z), if x # y, then
unmark(z) # unmark(y), as well as unmark(z) € £(I},) and unmark(y) € L(I})
for some p € P.

Intuitively, one can check if an RE over I" is an sender-driven RE as follows.
For every subexpression of the form r; 4+ and 7] - 9, the REs r; and ry should
not share any first letters and the union of their first letters belongs to the same
participant. It suffices to consider these operators as these are the only ones
where lookahead to take a decision about the path in the RE is needed.

Procedure D.15 (PSM to RE). Let M = (Q,T,0,qo, F') be a sink-final PSM. We
generate a system of equations. For every q; € @, we introduce 7;, as follows:

Ty = E : €T Ty
(q1,7,q2)€6

Given the initial state gp, we can solve the system of equations for 7, with
Lemma D.9, yielding a regular expression psm2regex(M).

The following lemma states the correctness of the previous procedure.
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Lemma D.16. For every sink-final PSM M, it holds that L(psm2regex(M)) =
L(M). If M is a sender-driven. PSM, then psm2regex(M) is a sender-driven
RE. If e ¢ S(M), then € does not occur in psm2regex(M).

Proof. With the assumption that M is sink-final, the first claim easily follows
from Lemma D.9. For the second claim, let us investigate how the system of
equations, from which psm2regex(M) is obtained, is solved. We observe that
every equation is guarded, i.e. there is a letter from X before an occurrence of r,
for some state g. Solving the system of equations for the initial state 74, can only
involve substitution and the application of Lemma D.9. For both, sender-driven
choice of M is preserved for the RE across all equations, yielding a sender-driven
RE for 74,. For the third claim, it suffices to observe that no ¢ is introduced in
the system of equations. O

Step (2): From Regular Expressions to Ancestor-recursive Non-merging
Dense Intermediate-recursion-free PSMs. After the transformation, we
want the PSM to be ancestor-recursive, non-merging, dense and intermediate-
recursion-free by construction. We need to carefully design this transformation
because the standard approach introduces non-determinism, for instance for
union. Resolving this non-determinism would easily break the desired structural
properties, making the whole workflow pointless. We apply the idea of derivatives
in order not to introduce non-determinism. To preserve sender-driven choice, we
also ensure that sender-driven regular expressions are closed under Brzozowski
Derivatives. Given a regular expression r and a letter a, we can use them to
construct a regular expression that specifies the language of words in the seman-
tics of r which start with a and omits a. We apply a similar idea to PSMs in
order not to introduce non-determinism when constructing PSMs from regular
expressions.

Definition D.17 ([17]). Let A be an alphabet. We define the Brzozowski deriva-
tive brz-deriv: A X Ra — Ra as follows:

€ ifr=a
brz-deriv(a, r1) + brz-deriv(a, r2) ifr=mr1+mr
o fr=r-raNeé L(r)

brz-deriv(a, 1) -
- 19 + brz-deriv(a,r2) if r=r1-12 ANe € L(r1)

(a,r1)
(a;r1)
brz-deriv(a,r1)
(a,m1)

brz-deriv(a, r1

brz-deriv(a,r) :=

T ifr=rf

undefined otherwise

Lemma D.18 (Correctness of Brzozowski Derivatives [17]). Let r be a

reqular expression over an alphabet A and a € A be a letter. If brz-deriv(a,r)
is defined, it holds that

Lan(brz-deriv(a,r)) = {w | aw € Lan(r)} .

If brz-deriv(a,r) is not defined, it holds that {w | aw € L (1)} = 0.
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We extend this result to infinite words.

Lemma D.19 (Brzozowski Derivatives for infinite words). Let r be a
reqular expression over an alphabet A and a € A be a letter. If brz-deriv(a,r)
is defined, it holds that

Lint(brz-deriv(a,r)) = {w | aw € Lins(r)} .
If brz-deriv(a,r) is not defined, it holds that {w | aw € Lins(r)} = 0.

Proof. For the first claim, we consider infinite words. By definition, an infinite
word is in a language if all its prefixes are a prefix of some word in the finite
language. Thus, it suffices to show that pref(Lgy,(brz-deriv(a,r))) = pref({w |
aw € Ling(r)} N A*). By definition, the prefixes of infinite words and finite words
are the same for a regular expression. Thus, it remains to show that

pref(Lan (brz-deriv(a, r))) = pref({w | aw € Lan(r)} N A*) .

This follows from Lemma D.18.
The second claim simply follows from Lemma D.18 and the definition of
Lint(-), which requires Lg,(-) to be non-empty. O

From the correctness of Brzozowski derivatives, this observation follows im-
mediately.

Corollary D.20. Let r be a reqular expression over an alphabet A and D C A
be the first letters in words in r, i.e. D := {ay | a1...an € Lan(r)}. Then, it
holds that
Lan(r) = L—ﬂ {a-w|w € Lg,(brz-deriv(a,r))} .
ac€D

Intuitively, we pull out every first letter for union and concatenation to avoid
the introduction of e-transitions. For this to work, we need to introduce a PSM
derivative (function). If we used the Brzozowski Derivative, we could not apply
structural induction to prove equivalence of the regular expression and the PSM.
Still, we show sender-driven choice is preserved by the Brzozowski Derivative.

Lemma D.21. Let r be an sender-driven RE and x € first(L(r)). Then, it
holds that brz-deriv(z,r) is a sender-driven RE.

Proof. Briiggemann-Klein and Wood [16] show that deterministic REs, which
they call 1-unambiguous, are closed under the Brzozowski derivative. Their re-
sult generalises to sender-driven REs. They define star normal form for regular
expressions [16, Def. 3.3]. They recall that deterministic REs can always be spec-
ified by an RE in star normal form [15]. With [16, Thm. B], they show that the
Brzozowski derivative of a deterministic RE in star normal form is again de-
terministic and in star normal form. The conditions on sender-driven choice for
REs do not restrict representability in star normal form and, thus, the result
generalises to sender-driven REs. O
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The last ingredient for our transformation is a procedure that applies the
derivative to PSMs, preserving the properties of interest.

Lemma D.22 (PSM for derivative). Let M = (Q, I, qo, F') be a PSM that
18 ancestor-recursive, non-merging, dense, intermediate-recursion-free, and sink-
final. and let a € first(L(M)). Then, there is a PSM, psm-deriv(a, M), such
that L(psm-deriv(a, M")) = brz-deriv(a, L(M)), which is ancestor-recursive, non-
merging, dense, intermediate-recursion-free, and sink-final. If M is sender-driven,
psm-deriv(a, M) is sender-driven.

Proof. Let qo be the initial state of M, Q; be the states with incoming tran-
sitions from ¢y, and Q2 be the states with outgoing transition to go. (With-
out loss of generality, we can assume that these are e-transitions.) Formally
Q1 ={a1 | (g0, _,q) € ¢} and Q2 = {q2 | (¢2,¢,90) € d}. By assumption
that a € first(L(M)), we know that there is g1 € Q1 such that (qo,a,q1) € 6.
We construct psm-deriv(a, M) as follows. We take ¢; as its initial state and
do only keep the states for which ¢; is an ancestor. For every state gs in Qo,
which was not deleted, we copy the original PSM M, remove the state ¢g> and
replace it by the initial state from the copy. By assumption that the origi-
nal PSM M is ancestor-recursive, non-merging, dense, intermediate-recursion-
free, and sink-final, this construction yields a PSM psm-deriv(a, M) with the
same properties and L(psm-deriv(a, M)) = brz-deriv(a, L(M)). By construc-
tion, psm-deriv(a, M) is sender-driven if M is sender-driven. O

With this, we can provide the procedure that translates REs to PSMs.

Procedure D.23 (RE to PSM). Given a regular expression r without ¢ over I,
we inductively construct the PSM regex2psm(r):

1. a: one initial state with one transition labelled a to one final state;

2. 1 +12: We add one initial state. We do the same for both r;. We describe it
for r1: we compute psm-deriv(a,regex2psm(ry)) for every first letter a and
add a transition labelled with the letter from the initial state to the initial
state of the PSM.

3. 11 - ro: We construct the FSM for r;. For o, we apply the derivative idea
again: we compute psm-deriv(a,regex2psm(rq)) for every first letter a and
copy each FSM as often as there are final states in the FSM for r; and add
transitions from each such final state.

4. r*: For Kleene Star, we construct the FSM for the inner regex and connect
the final state(s) with the initial one by an e-transition and make the initial
one final. (These are backward transitions and, thus, should to be labelled
for the PSM to be dense.)

We prove the previous procedure to be correct.

Lemma D.24. Let r be a regular expression over I' without € and regex2psm(r)
be a PSM. Then, the core language of both are the same: L(r) = L(regex2psm(r)).
Also, regex2psm(r) is ancestor-recursive, non-merging, intermediate-recursion-
free, dense, and sink-final. If r is a sender-driven RE, then regex2psm(r) is a
sender-driven PSM.
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Proof. We prove the claims by induction on the structure of the regular expres-
sion 7.

The case for a single letter » = a is obvious.

Let r = 1y -ro. We first show that L£(ry -r2) = L(regex2psm(ry -72)). The PSM
construction applies the PSM derivative psm-deriv(a, regex2psm(rs)) for every
a € first(L(regex2psm(rz)) and copies the resulting PSM for every final state
of regex2psm(ry) and adds a transition with label a. Thus, for every word w in
regex2psm(ry - 2), we have that

— w € L(regex2psm(ry)) NI or
—w=uwu-a- v with u € L(regex2psm(r)), a € first(L(regex2psm(rsy))), and

v € L(psm-deriv(a, regex2psm(rz))).

By induction hypothesis, we have that £(ry) = L(regex2psm(ry)) and L(ry) =
L(regex2psm(rz)). By Lemma D.22, L(psm-deriv(a,r3)) = L(brz-deriv(a,r2)).
Hence, we obtain:

—weL(rm)NI¥or

—w=wu-a-vwithu € L(r]), a € first(L(r2)), and v € L(brz-deriv(a,rs)).

By the semantics of regular expressions and Lemmas D.18 and D.19, it follows
that w € L(ry - r2), which shows language equality.

By induction hypothesis, we know that regex2psm(r;) and regex2psm(rs) are
ancestor-recursive, non-merging, dense, intermediate-recursion-free, and sink-
final. By Lemma D.22, for every a € first(L(regex2psm(rsz))), it holds that
psm-deriv(a, regex2psm(ry)) is ancestor-recursive, non-merging, intermediate-
recursion-free, dense, sink-final and sender-driven if regex2psm(ry) is. Thus,
by construction, the PSM regex2psm(r - r2) is ancestor-recursive, non-merging,
dense, intermediate-recursion-free, and sink-final, where the multiple copies en-
sure ancestor-recursiveness and non-merging property and the derivatives pre-
serve density; and sender-driven choice is also preserved.

For r; 4+ 79, the construction applies the PSM derivative to avoid introducing
non-determinism (as is common in standard constructions for FSMs from REs) if
it was not present before. If it was there before, it preserves it to avoid subsequent
merging and, thus, avoids introducing non-sink final states. For sender-driven
choice, the assumption for the regular expression yields that the first letters are
pair-wise distinct and, thus, the newly introduced branching satisfies the sender-
driven choice condition for PSMs. The remaining reasoning is very similar to the
previous case for concatenation and, hence, omitted. Here, both r and ry are
treated the same, like the second part of concatenation.

For r{, we simply introduce a backward transition, which ought to be labelled
by € and it is. In fact, these are the only e-transition, ensuring that the PSM
is dense. Note that we construct a PSM without forward transitions that are
labelled with e. This is different from state machines for global types where
every subterm of shape pt . G has only one incoming backward and one outgoing
forward transition labelled by e. In this construction, we basically merge the
states for pt . G and G. It is also the place where recursion is introduced, ensuring
ancestor-recursion and intermediate recursion freedom. For sender-driven choice,
analogously, the assumption for the regular expression yields that the first letters
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are pair-wise distinct and, thus, the branch that decides whether to start or
repeat with r; or continue with the next regular expression satisfies the sender-
driven choice condition for the PSMs. O

Step (3): From Ancestor-recursive Non-merging Dense Intermediate-
recursion-free PSMs to Global Types. While the previous steps apply to
arbitrary (sink-final) PSMs, this one only applies for ¥1-PSMs since global types
specify send and receive events together. This transformation is rather straight-
forward. The global type can be constructed via a traversal of the ¥1-PSM.

Procedure D.25 (X1-PSM to Global Type). Let M be ancestor-recursive, dense,
non-merging, and intermediate-recursion-free .1-PSM. As a preprocessing step,
we merge asynchronous events and assume M works on the alphabet of syn-
chronous events X'p. We start with an empty global type and start the traversal
from initial state:

— If the state is final: add 0 and return;
— if the state has an incoming transition:
add pt. for fresh ¢ and store ¢ for this state;
— if the state has an outgoing transition to previously seen state:
add t for the destination of the outgoing transition and return;
— if the state has outgoing transitions to unseen states:
add Y;c; with a fresh index set I (for || branches) with one branch for each
next state with according transition label and recurse for each of next states.

Note that a state can have an incoming transition and more than one outgoing
transitions, in contrast to the state machine of a global type where every subterm
of shape put . G has only one incoming and one outgoing transition labelled by e.
In this construction, the states for ut . G and G are merged. We denote the result
of this procedure with psm2gt(M).

The following lemma states the correctness of the previous procedure.

Lemma D.26. Let M be ancestor-recursive, non-merging, dense, intermediate-
recursion-free, and sink-final X1-PSM and psm2gt(M) be the global type con-
structed from M. Then, their core languages are equal: L(M) = L(psm2gt(M)).
If M is a sender-driven PSM, then psm2gt(M) is a sender-driven global type.

Proof. The assumptions guarantee that the traversal does not revisit states and
only sink states are final. The preprocessing simplifies the translation to the cor-
responding terms of a global type. The claim then follows easily by construction.
We sketch how to formalise it. One can define a formalism that jointly /recursively
represents languages starting from states in an FSM and (partial) global types.
The construction iteratively refines this representation, preserving the specified
language and sender-driven choice if given. O
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Wrapping Up: From PSMs to Global Types. Let us first observe that
part of this workflow can be applied when using the more general alphabet I’
where send and receive events may not happen next to each other, yielding the
following results.

Lemma D.27. For every PSM M withe ¢ S(M), there is an ancestor-recursive,
non-merging, dense, and intermediate-recursion-free PSM M’ with the same core
language. If M is sink-final and satisfies mized choice (sender-driven choice, or
directed choice respectively), then M' is sink-final and satisfies mized choice
(sender-driven choice, or directed choice respectively). If M is not sink-final,
restrictions on choice are not preserved.

Proof. Let M be a sink-final PSM with € ¢ S(M). We do a case analysis if M
is sink-final. If M is sink-final,

regex2psm (psm2regex(M))

is such a PSM and any restriction on choice is preserved by Lemmas D.16
and D.24. If M is not sink-final,

regex2psm(psm2regex(psm2sink-final-psm(M)))
is such a PSM by Proposition D.7 and Lemmas D.16 and D.24. (]

For the special case of 31-PSMs, we can convert such PSMs to global types,
proving the main result in this section.

Theorem 6.1. For every sink-final X1-PSM M, there is a global type GAut(M)
with the same core language (and hence the same semantics). If M is non-
deterministic (mized-choice, sender-driven, or directed, resp.), then GAut(M)
is non-deterministic (mized-choice, sender-driven, or directed, resp.).

Proof. For the first claim, let M be a sink-final 31-PSM. We do a case analysis
if e € S(M).

If so, we know that S(M) = {e} because M is sink-final and no transition is
labelled by €. Then, G = 0 has the same core language.

If not, we can apply our workflow and construct the global type

psm2gt(regex2psm(psm2regex(M)))

which represents the same core language and any restriction on choice is pre-
served by Lemmas D.16, D.24 and D.26.

With the optional step (0), our workflow can also transform non-sink-final
>1-PSMs into global types; however, at the price of adding non-determinism.

Theorem D.28. Every X1-PSM M with ¢ ¢ S(M) can be represented as a
non-deterministic global type with the same core language.

Proof. Let M be a non-sink-final ¥1-PSM with € ¢ S(M). Then,
psm2gt(regex2psm(psm2regex (psm2sink-final-psm(M))))

is a non-deterministic global type that represents the same core language by
Proposition D.7 and Lemmas D.16, D.24 and D.26. U
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D.3 Additional Material for Consequence (c)

Local types are defined analogously to global types. We present local types which
allow participants to send and receive from different participants, as defined
in [60].

Definition D.29 (Local Types). The local types for a role p are defined as:

iel el

where the internal choice (®) and external choice (&) both respect Vi, j € I. i #
J = (i, mi) # (g, m;). As for global types, we assume every recursion variable
is bound, each recursion operator (u) uses a different identifier t, We assume
[I| > 0 and, if |I| =1, we omit & and &. The semantics is defined analogously
to global types, using a state machine LAut(-), and is omitted.

The workflow of Appendix D.2 can obtain a local type from a sink-final FSM
over I}, for a participant p. If a deterministic FSM is not sink-final, there is no
sink-final deterministic FSM for the same language, making a non-deterministic
local type the most one can achieve. If the FSM has no mixed-choice states,
the transformation yields a local type. If it has, the structure still resembles the
one of local types but requires the simultaneous specification of receiving and
sending.

Theorem 6.2. Let A, be a sink-final FSM over I, without mized-choice states
for a participant p. One can construct a local type Ly for p with L(Ly) = L(Ap).

D.4 Additional Material for (d)

In this section, we provide the formalisation to prove Theorem 6.4.

When using local types, final configurations are always sink-state configura-
tions, i.e. where each participant is in a sink state. For our setting, this is not the
case and has repercussions on the semantics and meaning of deadlocks: we can
have final configurations where some participants are not in a final state. If there
is no next transition for such a configuration, we call it a soft deadlock. We define
the notion of soft deadlocks and recall the definition of strong projectability.

Definition D.30 (Soft Deadlocks, Strong Projectability). Let {A,}.cp
be a CSM. A configuration (q,€) is a soft deadlock if there is no ((f',g’) with
(T.€) = (¢, €) and (§,€) is no final sink-state configuration. We say {A}oer
is free from soft deadlocks if every reachable configuration is no soft deadlock.
A language L C I'* is said to be strongly projectable if there exists a CSM
{B: }oep such that { By }oep is free from soft deadlocks (soft deadlock freedom),
and L is the language of { By }oep (protocol fidelity). We say that { B }pep is
a strong projection of L.
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With this notion of deadlock, intuitively, a configuration can only be consid-
ered actually final if no state machine has an outgoing transition. It is obvious
that every deadlock is a soft deadlock. Different applications call for different
notions of deadlock freedom. In distributed computing, it is fine if a server keeps
listening for incoming requests while, in embedded computing, it can be essential
that all participants eventually stop. We believe this is a design choice.

Intuitively, if one aims for soft deadlock freedom, no state with outgoing
transitions needs to be final because, for soft deadlocks, only final sink-state
configurations matter. One could require a projection to be sink-final. However,
while this is a sufficient, it is not obviously necessary: any final non-sink-state
configuration could simply not get stuck, never exploiting the fact it is final. We
show that this is not the case if one of two conditions hold for CSMs.

We use the subset construction from [57, Def.5.4], denoted by €(G,p) for
participant p, which simply projects the global type’s state machine onto the
participant alphabet and determinises the result.

Definition D.31 (Subset construction). Let G be a global type and p be a
participant. Then, the subset construction for p is defined as

¢ (G,p) = (QpJ;,CSp,So,p,Fp) where

5(s,a) :=={q € Qc | g €s,q 55%q €6} for every s C Qg and a € T,
— S0p:=1{0€ Q¢ | q@c =" g€},

Qp = 1pf,, JAQ-QU{d(s,a) | s € QAnae I} {0},

- 5p = 5|QP><1;, and

- F={seQy|sNFg#0}.

To prove Theorem 6.4, we add two more equivalent statements and prove
four implications, yielding a cycle and equivalence of all statements. It is trivial
that Theorem 6.4 follows from Theorem D.32.

Theorem D.32. Let G be a projectable global type. Then, the following state-
ments are equivalent, where € (G, p) is the subset construction of G onto p:

(i) There is a sink-final CSM that is a projection of G and satisfies feasible
eventual reception or every of its state machines is deterministic. G can be
implemented by a sink-final CSM that satisfies feasible eventual reception
or every of its state machines is deterministic.

(ii) The subset construction € (G,p) is sink-final for every participant p.

(iii) All reachable final configurations of {6 (G,p)}pep are sink-state.
(iv) There is a CSM that is a strong projection of G and this CSM satisfies
feasible eventual reception or every of its state machines is deterministic.

Proof. Note that the subset projection is basically the subset construction but
checks validity conditions [57, Sec. 5]. Together with completeness of their ap-
proach [57, Thm. 7.1], the Send Validity condition enforces that any final state in
the subset projection, and thus construction of a projectable global type, cannot
have outgoing send transitions.
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Proof that (i) implies (ii):
Let {A,}pep be a sink-final CSM that satisfies feasible eventual reception or
every of its state machines is deterministic, and is a projection of G. Towards
a contradiction, assume that the subset construction is not sink-final. Without
loss of generality, let € (G, p) be the subset construction with at least one final
non-sink state and let s be one of the states that is final and has outgoing
transitions.

By the fact that s is final, there is 0 € s. By the fact that s has outgoing
transitions, there is G’ € s with G’ = G” for 2l € I and some G". Because
of Send Validity [57, Def. 5.4], we have x = q—p:m for some participant q and
message m.

In the subset construction, two subterms G; and Gy do only occur in the

’
w

same state 5, of €(G,p) if there are two runs G ~>* G and G ~»* Gy with
we I, w e I'* and wlp = w’iLI;. Here, we use choose G1 = 0 and Gy = G".
Thus, we have w € L(G).

Let (5, &) be the configuration of the subset construction {% (G, p) }oep that
is reached after processing w. Because of protocol fidelity, determinacy of the
subset construction and w € £(G), it holds that (8, &) is final. Recall there is a
transition from G’ to G” labelled with gq—p:m, so we can extend w’ to obtain
w” :=w' - p>q!m for which wlp = w”l}l;). Let (5”,£") be the configuration of
{€(G,p)}rep after processing w”. By construction of the traces, the channels
are empty after processing w”. Hence, we have £”(q, p) = m with the additional
send event in w”. Because of wlp = w"l}l?), it holds that 5, = 57. Let us con-
sider the two configurations of {A;},cp that are reached with w and w”. By
[60, Lm. 20], they will have the same channel contents as the subset construc-
tion respectively. Let (Z,&) and (£”,&”) be the configurations of { A, }oep after
processing w and w" respectively. By wlp = w"l, it is possible and we as-
sume that £, = f;’ . Note that we do not assume determinacy of {A,},ep but
we can assume that both runs end in the same state for p since all ways of
non-determinism need to be accounted for. We show that t_;) is not sink-final: it
is final but has at least one outgoing transition.

To start, we show that , is final. It suffices to show that (£,€) is a final
configuration. By the fact that (8, ) is final, £ has only empty channels. Towards
a contradiction, assume that ¢, is not final for some participant r. Then, w is
not in L({A} }pep) if there is no other run for w but, if there were, {A} },ep
still deadlocks in the configuration (t_: £), contradicting deadlock freedom. Hence,
(,€) is final.

It remains to show that t:, has an outgoing transition. We do a case analysis
on the side condition for {A, }oep.

First, we assume that {A;},cp satisfies feasible eventual reception. We use

the second configuration (£”,£”) where p is in the same state. We know that m
is the first message in ”(q, p). It was sent and must be received. Thus, ¢ has
at least one outgoing transition.
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Second, assume that A, is deterministic for every participant r. Again, we use
the second configuration (£”,£”) where p is in the same state. By the semantics
of global types, there is an extension w”’ of w” with w"” € L(G) that contains
the receive event p < q?m for the enqueued message m. If w” is finite, it is
straightforward that p needs to be able to receive the message m from q to
satisfy protocol fidelity, ensuring an outgoing transition. If w” is infinite, towards
a contradiction, assume that t_;J has no outgoing transition. The semantics require
that every prefix u € pref(w”) is in pref({A; }poep). However, if f;, could not
receive m, because of determinacy of Ay, there is a prefix of w"’ that is not. This
contradicts the assumption that {Ap}.ep is a projection of G.

Proof that (ii) implies (iii):

By assumption, all final configurations are sink-state configurations. Hence, all
reachable final configurations are sink-state configurations.

Proof that (iii) implies (iv):

We claim that {€ (G, p) }pep is such a CSM. Because of soundness [57, Thm. 6.1],
we know that {€(G, p) }pep satisfies protocol fidelity and is deadlock-free. Hence,
it suffices to show { € (G, p) }pep is free from soft deadlocks. Since {€ (G, p) }prer
is deadlock-free, the only way there could be soft deadlocks is that there is a
reachable stuck final configuration that is no sink-state configuration. This is
impossible because every reachable final configuration is a sink-state configura-
tion by assumption. It remains to show that {&(G,p)}pep satisfies one of both
side conditions. Both properties hold. First, the subset construction determinises
by definition. Second, every global type satisfies feasible eventual reception by
construction and a projection preserves this property.

Proof that (iv) implies (i):

We know there is a strong projection for G' (with certain properties) and want
to show there is a sink-final projection (with the same properties). From the as-
sumption, let { A, }oecp be a strong projection of G. By definition, every strong
projection is also a projection of G because soft deadlock freedom implies dead-
lock freedom. We assume it is not sink-final for some participant p as the claim
follows trivially otherwise. This means that A, has final states that have outgo-
ing transitions. We will show that these states do not need to be final for any
such p. Hence, we can turn {A,},ep to a sink-final CSM {A] },ep by induc-
tively applying this to all participants whose state machines are not sink-final.

We claim that, for a strong projection {A;},cp, whether a state is final
or not does only matter for soft deadlock freedom and not protocol fidelity.
Assume it was relevant for protocol fidelity. Then, there is a reachable non-sink-
state configuration that is final, which means that all participants are in final
states and the channels are empty. We established earlier that no final state can
have an outgoing send transition. Thus, this would constitute a soft deadlock,
contradicting the fact that {A,},cp is a strong projection.

From soft deadlock freedom, we know that there is no stuck reachable final
non-sink-state configuration. In other words, all the stuck configurations are
final sink-state configurations. Thus, any non-sink final state does not need to
be final. This proves the claim that the existence of { A, },cp always implies the
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existence of a sink-final CSM { A} },cp which is our witness for projectability.
The side conditions for both statements are the same and not affected by our
construction so they simply carry over. O

For our result, it is fine to assume projectability of G as it is a prerequisite
for strong projectability. If we aim for a strong projection, we can construct the
global type’s subset projection (the subset construction with validity conditions)
and check if it is sink-final. If it provides one that is not, there is no strong
projection of it. If this is undesirable, the protocol needs redesigning. To obtain
local types from a CSM of sink-final state machines, we can use Theorem 6.2.
This requires no mixed-choice states, which is always the case for the subset
projection.

Corollary D.33. Let G be a strongly projectable global type. Then, there is a
local type Ly for every p € P such that {LAut(Ly)}oep is a strong projection
of G.

D.5 Projectability and Strong Projectability
for Global Types with Mixed Choice is Undecidable

In Section 4.2, we constructed a sink-final mixed-choice ¥.1-PSM to prove un-
decidability of the respective projectability problem. With our results from Ap-
pendix D.2, we can transform this encoding into a mixed-choice global type.

Corollary 6.5. Both the projectability problem and the strong projectability prob-
lem for mized-choice global types are undecidable.

Proof. From Theorem 4.6, we know that the projectability problem is unde-
cidable for sink-final mixed-choice ¥1-PSMs in general. From Theorem 6.1, we
know that such PSMs can be transformed into a mixed-choice global type, which
proves the claim for the projectability problem. By construction, all participants
are informed when the protocol of the encoding ends, making the projectability
and soft projectability problem equivalent. This proves the claim for the soft
projectability problem. O
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