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Abstract. Modeling the interaction between components is crucial for
many applications and serves as a fundamental step in analyzing and
verifying properties in multi-agent systems.
In this paper, we propose a method based on 1-safe Petri nets to model
Asynchronous Multi-Agent Systems (AMAS), starting from two seman-
tics defined on AMAS represented as transition systems. Specifically, we
focus on two types of synchronization: synchronization on transitions
and synchronization on data. For both, we define an operator that com-
poses 1-safe Petri nets and demonstrate the relationships between the
composed Petri net and the global transition systems as defined in the
literature.
Additionally, we analyze the relationships between the two semantics on
Petri nets, proposing two constructions that enable switching between
them. These transformations are particularly useful for system analysis,
as they allow the selection of the most suitable model based on the
property that needs to be verified.

Keywords: multi-agent systems, Petri nets, 1-safe, synchronization, asyn-
chronous composition

1 Introduction

Multi-agent systems (MAS) allow one to model and analyze the interactions
between several components. Their formal study is relevant for several prob-
lems, such as, for example, the work on games, where the goal is to understand
whether a set of agents is able to enforce certain properties on a global sys-
tem on which they interact (e.g. [3,15,6]). When modeling MAS, several studies
(e.g. [14,11,26,25] ) consider synchronous systems, that is, they assume the ex-
istence of a global clock. At every instant, each agent selects its own action, and
when the clock ticks, all the actions are executed together, determining the next
global state of the system. In contrast, in an asynchronous system, agents can
perform their actions whenever they become available, without following any
predefined order. Asynchronous systems are convenient in many applications;
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however, their analysis presents some challenges. Although each agent may have
a limited number of states, the global system obtained composing the agents
together can be exponentially larger, especially in systems with a high level of
concurrency. This is known as state explosion problem, and several works have
been developed to address it. In [2], the authors develop a modular control plane
verification, where they decompose the global system into smaller components
and verify properties on them; in [17] the authors propose an assume-guarantee
scheme to verify strategic properties.

Petri nets are formal models that can explicitly represent concurrency. They
were introduced in the 60 by Carl Adam Petri [23], and their use allows to effi-
ciently represent distributed systems, and to study them with concurrent seman-
tics rather than interleaving. Several classes of Petri nets have been developed
in recent decades, allowing us to model different features of the systems. In this
work, we focus on 1-safe nets with the addition of read arcs [19].

There is a strong relationship between Petri nets and transition systems.
Given a Petri net, obtaining a transition system describing its behavior is always
easy: each state of the transition system is a global state of the Petri net, and
states are connected by arcs labeled as the transitions in the Petri net producing
the change in the global state. The reverse process namely, given a transition
system how to construct a Petri net with the same behavior, is known as the
synthesis problem, and it is in general not always possible. In [4] the authors
describe how to obtain a Petri net from a transition system for different classes
of Petri nets. Multi-Agent systems can be described as Petri nets, and their com-
position is generally smaller than in the case of transition systems, due to the
explicit representation of concurrency in Petri nets. The composition of Petri
nets can be executed in several different ways, based on the kinds of interactions
between components and properties that the composition needs to satisfy. Sev-
eral works in the literature address the problem of composition: in [8,21], the
authors present a composition that preserves soundness between workflow nets;
[5] presents a composition operation between open nets, i.e. Petri nets with a
set of places that represent the interface of the net with the external environ-
ment; [10] introduces I/O Petri nets studying the properties of their channels. In
[24], a general framework to model composition is proposed, and, among other
formalisms, its application to Petri nets is shown. In [9] the authors present an
application of composition calculus to business process models.

In our work, we propose a framework to study MAS based on Petri nets. We
start from two semantics developed on transition systems, and we show how we
can derive Petri net agents and their composition starting from each of them. We
then prove that from the Petri net MAS in one of these semantics, we can always
obtain an equivalent Petri net MAS in the other. The steps to reach this goal are
described in Fig. 1. We start from AMAS and open MAS. For both semantics,
the transition system of each agent can be synthesized into a 1-safe Petri net.
In AMAS, agents synchronize on common transitions, and the resulting global
model is defined as canonical interleaved interpreted systems (IIS). In [1] we
proved that composing Petri nets agents through fusion of transitions produces
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a Petri net with a marking graph isomorphic to the canonical IIS. When we
consider open MAS, the translation into Petri nets require more steps. In an open
MAS, the possibility to execute an action is conditioned on the value of some
external variables. This concept is not explicitly present in Petri net semantics.
For this reason, at agent level, we prove the equivalence between closed module,
namely modules in which external dependencies have been explicitly added, and
Petri net agents modified in order to explicitly add constraints derived from
compositions. In addition, we prove the equivalence between the global closed
MAS obtained through data synchronization and the global Petri net obtained
by fusion of sequential components. Finally, we prove a relation between the two
semantics.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. 2 we formally define AMAS, open
MAS, closed modules and their composition. In Sec. 3 we provide basic defi-
nitions on 1-safe Petri nets and their synthesis from transition systems. Sec. 4
presents our first contribution: we describe agent composition for the two models,
proving the equivalence between the Petri net global models, and the canonical
IIS or closed MAS. In Sec. 5 we discuss and prove the relations between the
two semantics; Sec. 6 concludes the paper describing future developments of this
work.

2 MAS as transition systems: two semantics

Transition systems are often used in the formal analysis of multi-agent systems.
In these models, each agent is represented as a transition system, and the rules
to compose them to get the global model may vary based on what the model in-
tends to explicitly represent. In this paper we focus on two different composition
rules, referring to two different semantics, both aiming to describe asynchronous
MAS. In the first, described for example in [13], the synchronization is based
on common transitions; in the second, described in [16], the synchronization is
based on the read only access to the local states of other agents. These two
semantics and corresponding compositions are described more in detail in the
following subsections.

Example 1. Fig. 2 shows an example of multi-agent system. In this model, the
agents on the left and on the right represent two trains, whereas the agent in the
middle is the controller. Each train has three local states, for each i ∈ {1, 2}, wi

is the state in which the train i is waiting to enter a tunnel, in ti, train i is in
the tunnel, and in ai train i is out of the tunnel. The controller has three states:
g denotes that no train is in the tunnel (green light for entering), r1 denote
the presence of train 1 in the tunnel or its permission to enter it (red light for
others), and analogously for r2 with respect to train 2. The synchronizations
between agents need to guarantee that the two trains are never in the tunnel
together. The example can be easily generalized for an arbitrary number of
trains. It is discussed both in [13] and in [18], where two different semantics of
synchronization are proposed, leading to different behaviors of the global system.



4 F. Adobbati and Ł. Mikulski

AMAS

open MAS (module)

Tran. sys. 1-safe Petri net

net with var.

net with int.

canonical IIS

closed MAS

global net (dyn. synch.)

global net (stat. synch.)

closed module net with ext.

≡

≡

≡

proj.

synthesis

refine

refine

synch. on transitions

synch. on data

tran. fusion

place fusion

add seq. comp.

add ext. places
fair randomness

fair randomness

seq. comp. fusion

Fig. 1. Schema of involved models.

2.1 Synchronization on transitions

In this section we recall an asynchronous multi-agent system defined in [13].

Definition 1. An asynchronous multi-agent system (AMAS) consists of n agents
A = {1, . . . , n}. Each agent is associated with a tuple Ai = (Li, ιi,Evt i,PRi,TRi,PVi, Vi),
where

– Li = {l1i , . . . , l
ni

i } is a set of local states;
– ιi ∈ Li is an initial state;
– Evt i = {α1

i , . . . , α
mi

i } is a set of events in which agent Ai can choose to
participate;

– PRi : Li → 2Evti is a local protocol, which assigns events to states in which
they are available;

– TRi : Li × Evt i → Li is a local transition function, such that TRi(li, α) is
defined whenever α ∈ PRi(li);

– PVi is a set of local propositions;
– Vi : Li → 2PVi is the valuation of local propositions in local states.

Since verification of the model of AMAS is not in the scope of this paper, we are
interested only in transition systems that define the behavior of AMAS, namely
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m2

m1

m2
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Fig. 2. Train-Gate-Controller benchmark with two trains, adapted from [13].

the tuples (Li,Evt i,TRi, ιi). However, note that local events of different agents
may be not disjoint. Events which are present in more than one event set Evt

require participation of more than one agent, namely those agents synchronize
on such events.

Example 2. In Fig. 2, the events n1,m1, n2,m2 are shared by two agents and
require the participation of both of them to occur, whereas the events n3 and
m3 are local, and depends on a single agent.

Composition of agents We recall from [13] the definition of canonical interleaved
interpreted system, which is a composition of agents being parts of an asyn-
chronous multi-agent system with synchronizations on common events. Since we
are not interested in model checking, we would concentrate only on the behavior
of the multi-agent system (putting apart the propositional variables).

Definition 2. A canonical interleaved interpreted system (canonical IIS) is an
AMAS extended with a tuple (St, Evt,TR, ι) where:

– St ⊆ L1 × . . .× Ln is a set of global states;
– Evt =

⋃

i∈{1,...,n} Evti is a set of events;

– TR : St×Evt → St is a (partial) global transition function, where TR((l1, . . . , ln), α) =
(l′1, . . . , l

′
n) if TRi(li, α) = l′i for all i where α ∈ Evti and TRi(li, α) = li

otherwise;
– ι = (ι1, . . . , ιn) is an initial state.

Given a canonical IIS I, some of its states may not be reachable through any ex-
ecution, due to the restrictions given by the synchronizations, and therefore also
the transitions outgoing from these states can never be executed. We will denote
with Ir the canonical system where these unreachable states and transitions have
been pruned.

By definition, the number of states in the IIS grows exponentially with the
number of agents, therefore limiting the number of compositions when studying
the properties of the system may help in the analysis.

Example 3. Fig. 3 shows the global model of the AMAS in Fig. 2 when the
synchronizations happen on transitions. For clarity, in the figure we omitted the
states unreachable from the initial one.



6 F. Adobbati and Ł. Mikulski

w1,g,w2start

t1,r1,w2

a1,g,w2

w1,r2,t2
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t1,r1,a2
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n1

n2
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Fig. 3. Global model of the AMAS in Fig. 2 with synchronizations on transitions

2.2 Synchronization on data

In [16], the authors propose another approach to model concurrent systems com-
posed by several agents interacting with each other. In their model, each agent
is represented by a reactive module. We add the labeling function with codomain
Evt to this model and assign the names to the transitions.

Definition 3. A (labeled) module of an agent j is a tuple Mj = (Xj , Ij ,Lj ,Tr j , λj , ιj , ℓj,Evt),
where:

– Xj is a finite set of variables controlled by agent j;
– Ij is a finite set of variables from which agent j directly depends on. It must

hold Ij ∩Xj = ∅.
– Lj is the set of local states;
– λj : Lj → DXj is a function labeling each state q with a valuation λj(q) :

X → D (with D domain for both internal and external variables).
– Tr j : Lj ×DIj → Lj is the transition function;
– ιj is the initial state,
– ℓj : Lj × DIj × Lj → 2Evtj is a labeling function such that if ℓj(p, v, q) =

ℓj(p
′, v′, q′), then λj(p) = λj(p

′), λj(q) = λj(q
′), and Tr j(p, v

′) = q,Tr j(p
′, v) =

q.

The singleton labels of the transitions will be identified with their only elements.

To store valuations of variables, we use functions (sets/multisets) instead of
tuples for mathematical elegance and formula clarity. Labels are necessary for
Petri net synthesis and are represented as sets (specifically singletons) for tech-
nical reasons, ensuring more elegant definitions of fusions without conflicts or
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hierarchical component structures. Transition names are typically chosen based
on differences in internal variable valuations between input and output states,
while label splitting can be performed based on the valuation of external vari-
ables.

Example 4. The Train-Gate-Controller example can be adapted to this new se-
mantics. In this case, the agents are isomorphic to those in Fig. 2, but all the
actions are local, and their occurrence may be constrained to the value in the
local states of other agents. In the example, we define the sets of variables for
the train 1 on the left as X1 = {w1, a1, t1}, I1 = {r1}. Since each variable
can take two different values, there are eight possible valuations. However, only
three of them are in the image of labeling function λ1. Analogously for train 2,
X2 = {w2, a2, t2}, I2 = {r2}. Finally, for the controller c, Xc = {g, r1, r2}, and
Ic = {w1, w2, a1, a2}.

In particular, train 1 can execute the actions n1 and n2 only if the controller
is in the state r1. Formally, transition n1 is denoted by ({w1 = 1, t1 = 0, a1 =
0}, {r1 = 1}, {w1 = 0, t1 = 1, a1 = 0}). The controller can execute n1 only if
train 1 is in the state w1, and n2 only if train 1 is in the state a1. Symmetrically
for train 2. However, note that controller have four input variables. Two of them
are controlled by train 1, the other two by train 2. This means that, formally,
we have four instances of transition n1:

– ({g : 1, r1 : 0, r2 : 0}, {w1 : 1, a1 : 0, w2 : 0, a2 : 0}, {g : 0, r1 : 1, r2 : 0}),
– ({g : 1, r1 : 0, r2 : 0}, {w1 : 1, a1 : 0, w2 : 1, a2 : 0}, {g : 0, r1 : 1, r2 : 0}),
– ({g : 1, r1 : 0, r2 : 0}, {w1 : 1, a1 : 0, w2 : 0, a2 : 1}, {g : 0, r1 : 1, r2 : 0}),
– ({g : 1, r1 : 0, r2 : 0}, {w1 : 1, a1 : 0, w2 : 1, a2 : 1}, {g : 0, r1 : 1, r2 : 0}).

By noting that there are no state of train 2 which is compatible with the last
version, we can erase it.

In some cases, the constraints for the actions to occur may become redundant.
Consider for example the action n2 performed by train 1: we required that the
controller must be in the state r1 to allow its occurrence, but this would happen
even without imposing it explicitly, since there is no other evaluation of the
system in which n2 would be allowed (see Fig. 4)

Example 5. The agents in the system described in Ex. 4 can also be designed
with a unique internal variable, assuming three possible values (following [18]).
We can deduce this from example 4, by observing that in the context with three
binary variables, there can never be more than one variable inside the same
agent with value 1; then, when we can equivalently assume the presence of a
single variable taking as values the three binary variables, and assigning the
value of the variable in a state to the variable with value 1 in the binary case.
With this design, to describe train i we assign X1 = {si}, i ∈ {1, 2} where si
can assume values {wi, ai, ti}, and I1 = {sc}, where sc assume values {g, r1, r2};
the controller is defined by Xc = {sc}, and Ic = {s1, s2}. Also in this case, the
transition systems of the modules are isomorphic to those in Fig. 2. A main dif-
ference between the two proposed designs is that in this second case, the agents
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can access more information than in the option presented in Ex. 4. For example,
in this last setting, a trains can access the value of single state of the controller,
being able to observe whether the entrance to the tunnel has been granted to
the other train. This does not happen in the context described in Ex. 4, where
Ii = {ri}, therefore the only information given to train i from the controller is
whether the access was granted for itself, and not for the other train. Although
having more privacy for the agents would be preferable in some circumstances,
increasing the number of variables could generate larger systems after synchro-
nization, as it will be discussed later in the paper, therefore the choice must
be done depending on the specific needs of the application. Intermediate options
(e.g. some agents with binary variables and others with ternary) are also possible
to mitigate pros and cons of the two approaches.

We can expand an open system (module) to closed one by taking into account
all the possible valuations. However, there are two important issues to be fixed.
We need to provide a reasonable method of changing the valuation of external
variable and decide which valuation is the initial one.

To address the first issue, we can refer to assume-guarantee reasoning and
propose the most liberal approach, allowing for arbitrary changes of a single
variable at time. It is much harder to guess or draw the initial valuation, hence
we leave it as a parameter of universal closing.

Definition 4. A universal closure of a module M = (X, I,L,Tr , λ, ι, ℓ) with a
valuation vinit ∈ DI is a system M ′ = (X ∪ I, ∅,L×DI ,Tr ′, λ′, ι′, ℓ′), where

– Tr
′ = {((x, v), (y, v)) | Tr(x, v) = y} ∪ {((x, v), (x,w)) | v(i) 6= w(i) ∧

∀j 6=iv(j) = w(j)};
– λ′(x, v)(q) = λ(x)(q) for q ∈ X and λ′(x, v)(q) = v(q) otherwise;
– ι′(q) = (ι(q), vinit);
– ℓ′(x, v, y) = ℓ(x, v, y) for y = Tr(x, v) and ℓ′(x, v, y) = ∅ otherwise.

The images of universal closure are called closed modules.

Composition of agents Having two modules M1 and M2, we can utilize internal
variables of one of them which are external variables of the other to aggregate
them in a natural way and obtain a larger system. We follow the asymmetric
part of the composition presented in [18].

For this reason we need to recall the notion of compatible valuations. Let
Y, Z ⊆ X and ρ1 ∈ DY while ρ2 ∈ DZ . We say that ρ1 is compatible with
ρ2 (denoted by ρ1 ∼ ρ2) if for any x ∈ Y ∩ Z we have ρ1(x) = ρ2(x). We
can compute the union of ρ1 with ρ2 which is compatible with ρ1 by setting
(ρ1 ∪ ρ2)(x) = ρ1(x) for x ∈ Y and (ρ1 ∪ ρ2)(x) = ρ2(x) for x ∈ Z.

Definition 5. Let M1 = (X1, I1,L1,Tr1, λ1, ι1, ℓ1) and M2 = (X2, I2,L2,Tr2λ2, ι2, ℓ2)
be two modules with X1 ∩ X2 = ∅ and Evt1 ∩ Evt2 = ∅. We define M1|M2 =
(X = X1 ⊎X2, I = (I1 ∪ I2) \X,L = L1 × L2,Tr , λ, ι = (ι1, ι2), ℓ), where

– λ : L → DX , λ(q1, q2) = λ1(q1) ∪ λ2(q2),
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– Tr is the minimal transition relation derived by the set of rules presented
below:

ASYNL

q1
α1−→Tr1

q′1 q2
α2−→Tr2

q′2
α1 ∼ α2 λ1(q1) ∼ α2 λ2(q2) ∼ α1

(q1, q2)
α
−→Tr (q′1, q2)

ASYNR

q1
α1−→Tr1

q′1 q2
α2−→Tr2

q′2
α1 ∼ α2 λ1(q1) ∼ α2 λ2(q2) ∼ α1

(q1, q2)
α
−→Tr (q1, q

′
2)

where α ∈ DI and α(x) = α1(x) ∪ α2(x).

– ℓ((q1, q2), (α1 ∪ α2) \ X, (q′1, q2))) = ℓ(q1, α1, q
′
1), and ℓ((q1, q2), (α1 ∪ α2) \

X, (q1, q
′
2))) = ℓ(q2, α2, q

′
2)

Referring to [18], we can compose in this way more than two modules (and
such an operation is associative). Note that the set of external variables of a
composition might reduce to the empty set and we call the compositions of
modules (or single modules) with non-empty sets of external variables open
(multi-agent) systems, while those with empty set of external variables - closed
(multi-agent) systems.

Remark 1. The composition of closed modules is a closed module.

Similarly to the observation we made in Sec. 2.1, the closed multi-agent
system obtained through data synchronization may have unreachable parts.

Example 6. The global model based on these semantics is shown in Fig. 4. Note
that this is valid for both possible choices of presented in Examples 4 and 5.
The labels used as names of the states are the names of the only variables with
value 1 in the first case or the values of the only variable in the second case.
Comparing it with the model in Fig. 4 one can see that the behaviors allowed in
the two models differs, although both of them satisfy the requirement of having
only one train in the tunnel at any moment. For example, in the model in Fig. 4,
once train 1 has obtained the permission to enter, if it is fast enough, it can enter
infinitely often in the tunnel without having this permission removed. Hence, in
order to guarantee that both trains can eventually enter the tunnel if they enter
their waiting state, the cooperation of the trains is required. In Fig. 3, this must
be guaranteed by the controller alone.

Remark 2. Note that Fig.3 is in fact very similar to Fig.2. If in the case of
the synchronization on data we force to execute trx : (m/n)y just after c :
(m/n)y (for y ∈ {1, 2}) treating such pairs as synchronized actions, and allow
trx : (m/n)3 in all reachable (by forced synchronized actions) states we get
a transition system for global model isomorphic with the one obtained for the
synchronization on transitions.
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w1,g,w2start

w1,r1,w2

t1,r1,w2

a1,r1,w2

a1,g,w2

w1,r2,w2 w1,r2,t2 w1,r2,a2 w1,g,a2

w1,r1,a2

t1,r1,a2

a1,r1,a2

a1,g,a2a1,r2,w2 a1,r2,t2 a1,r2,a2

c:n1

tr1:n1

tr1:n2

c:n2

tr1:n3

tr1:n3

c:m1 tr2:m1 tr2:m2 c:m2

tr2:m3

tr2:m3

c:n1

tr1:n1

tr1:n2

c:n2

tr1:n3

tr1:n3

c:m1 tr2:m1 tr2:m2 c:m2

tr2:m3

tr2:m3

tr1:n3 tr1:n3 tr1:n3

tr2:m3

tr2:m3

tr2:m3

Fig. 4. Global model of the TGC MAS with two trains and synchronizations on data.
Since the transitions are local, but some have the same label, the owner is specified
before their label.

3 1-safe Petri nets with read and inhibitor arcs

We can model both semantics defined in Sec. 2 in the framework of 1-safe Petri
nets. In this section we provide the formal definitions of the Petri nets that
we use for the modeling, we recall region theory for the synthesis of transition
systems (Sec. 3.1) and we show how region theory can be used to obtain 1-safe
Petri nets for the two models defined in the previous section (Sec. 3.2).

Petri nets were introduced by Carl Adam Petri in his PhD thesis [23] as
a formal graphical model to represent and analyze concurrent systems. In this
section we provide some basic definitions that will be useful in the rest of the
paper. For an extensive overview about Petri nets and their applications we refer
to [20,22].

A plain net is characterized by a set of places or conditions P , represented as
circles, by a set of transitions T , represented as squares, and by a flow relation
between them flow ⊆ (P ×T )∪ (T ×P ), represented with arcs. Although sharing
the same name, transitions in Petri nets should not be confused with transitions
in transition systems.

For each element x ∈ P ∪ T , its preset is •x = {y ∈ P ∪ T : (y, x) ∈ flow},
and its postset is x• = {y ∈ P ∪ T : (x, y) ∈ F}. For each transition t ∈ T , we
assume that its preset and its postset are non-empty, i.e. •t 6= ∅ and t• 6= ∅. The
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elements in •t are also called preconditions of t, and the elements in t• are also
called postconditions.

A net system is a quadruple Σ = (P, T, F,m0), where P, T, F are the elements
of the net, and m0 : P → N is the initial marking. A transition t ∈ T is enabled
in a marking m if for each p ∈ •t, m(p) ≥ 0. If a transition is enabled, it can
occur or fire, and its occurrence generates a new marking m′ defined as follows.

m′(p) =











m(p)− 1 for all p ∈ •t \ t•

m(p) + 1 for all p ∈ t• \ •t

m(p) in all other cases.

In symbols, m[t〉 denotes that t is enabled in m, while m[t〉m′ denotes that m′ is
the marking produced from the occurrence of t in m. A marking m is reachable
in a net system Σ = (P, T, F,m0) if there is a sequence of transitions (called
a firing sequence) t1...tn such that m0[t1〉m1...mn−1[tn〉m. The set of all the
reachable markings is denoted with [m0〉. A transition t ∈ T is 1-live if there is
a marking m ∈ [m0〉 such that m[t〉.

Let m be a reachable marking, and t1, t2 ∈ T be two transitions enabled in
m: t1 and t2 are in conflict in m if •t1 ∩ •t2 6= ∅; t1 and t2 are concurrent in m
if •t1 ∩ •t2 = ∅ and t•1 ∩ t•2 = ∅.

In this paper we work with the class of 1-safe net systems. A net system is
1-safe if, for each m ∈ [m0〉 and for each p ∈ P , m(p) ≤ 1. In a 1-safe system,
each marking can (and will) be considered as a set of places, and each place can
be interpreted as a proposition, that is true if the place belongs to the marking,
and false otherwise. A labeled Petri net Σℓ = (Σ, ℓ) is a 1-safe net system with

p1 p2

t1a t2b t3c t4d

p3 p4 p5 p6

t5c t6d

p7

Fig. 5. Example of 1-safe labeled net system with read arcs.
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a function ℓ : T → 2Λ, where Λ is a set of labels. In the cases where images
of labeling function are singletons, we will use the only elements instead of sets
consisting of one label. Abusing the notation, for each T ′ ⊆ T subset of T , we
will denote with ℓ(T ′) = {α ∈ 2Λ : ∃t ∈ T ′ : ℓ(t) = α} the set of labels of the
elements in T ′. The set ℓ(T ) is the alphabet of Σℓ. When ℓ is clear from the
context we will refer to the labeled net only as Σ.

Example 7. Consider the net system in Fig. 5, for the moment ignoring the
orange arcs. It is a labeled and 1-safe net system, with initial marking {p1, p2}.
The transitions enabled in the initial marking are {t1, t2, t3, t4}. Transitions
t1 and t2 are in conflict with each other, whereas t1 and t3 are concurrent.
The net system is labeled, therefore each transitions is represented both with a
unique identifier (ti, i ∈ {1, ..., 6}) and with its label; some labels are shared,
e.g. ℓ(t5) = ℓ(t6) = c.

The sequential behavior of a labeled Petri net can be described by an initialized
labeled transition system, where each state corresponds to a reachable marking,
and each arc is labeled by the label of the transition leading from the source
marking to the target one.

Definition 6. Let Σ = (P, T, F,m0, ℓ) be a labeled Petri net, its marking graph
is a transition system MG(Σ) = ([m0〉, ℓ(T ), Ar,m0) where Ar = {f : [m0〉 ×
ℓ(T ) → [m0〉 | f(m, ℓ(t)) = m′ ⇐⇒ m[t〉m′}.

Let Σ = (P, T, flow,m0, ℓ) be a labeled 1-safe system. A subsystem of Σ is
a labeled 1-safe system Σ′ = (P ′, T ′, flow′,m′

0, ℓ
′) such that P ′ ⊆ P , T ′ ⊆ T ,

m′
0 ⊆ m0, flow

′ ≡ flow|(P ′×T ′)∪(T ′×P ′), and ℓ′ ≡ ℓ|T ′ . Let Ps be a subset of
places, and Ts = {t ∈ T : ∃p ∈ Ps : t ∈ •p ∨ t ∈ p•} the set of transitions for
which an element of Ps is a precondition or a postcondition. The subsystem Σs =
(Ps, Ts, flows,m0,s, ℓ) is defined as subsystem generated by Ps. This subsystem is
a sequential component of a 1-safe net system Σ iff for each t ∈ Ts, |•t| = |t•| = 1,
and for each m ∈ [m0,s〉, |m| = 1.

A net system with read arcs (inhibitor arcs) is a tuple Σi = (P, T, flow, read,m0)
(respectively Σr = (P, T, flow, inh,m0)), where P, T, flow are elements of the net
and m0 is the initial marking, while read ⊆ P × T is an activation relation
(inh ⊆ P × T is an inhibition relation, respectively).

For each element t ∈ T , the set of its activators is ⊗t = {p ∈ P : (p, t) ∈ read},
while the set of its inhibitors is ◦t = {p ∈ P : (p, t) ∈ inh}.

A transition t is enabled in a marking m of a system with activators Σr if
for each p ∈ •t∪⊗t, m(p) ≥ 0. Similarly, t is enabled in a marking m of a system
with inhibitors Σi if for each p ∈ •t not only m(p) ≥ 0, but also m(p′) = 0 for
every p′ ∈ ◦t. For both systems with inhibitor arcs and systems with read arcs,
firing rules for enabled transitions are the same as in systems without inhibition
and activation relations.

Graphically, activators are represented by arcs with small filled circles as
arrowheads, while inhibitors are represented by arcs with small empty circles as
arrowheads.
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Example 8. In Fig. 5, the read arcs are represented with orange. When we con-
sider read arcs, only t1 and t2 are enabled in the initial marking, since the
condition required by the read arc for the occurrence of t3 and t4 is not satis-
fied.

In what follows we provide few notions of fusion operation that merges dis-
connected nets into one system. We will concentrate on the fusion of two nets
Σ1 = (P1, T1, flow1, read1,m0,1, ℓ1) and Σ2 = (P2, T2, flow2, read2,m0,2, ℓ2) into
a net Σ = (P, T, flow, read,m0, ℓ).

Fusion of transitions The first idea is to identify copies of the same transition
that are present in models of different parts of a system. Additionally, we assume
that P1∩P2 = ∅. Since we operate on labeled Petri nets, we would like to identify
all transitions with the same label, which multiplies the number of equilabeled
transitions in the resulting system.

Formally, we will denote Σ as Σ1 ⊲⊳ Σ2, where:

– P = P1 ⊎ P2;
– T = {(t1, t2) ∈ T1 × T2 | ℓ1(t1) = ℓ2(t2)} ∪ {(t, ε) | t ∈ T1 ∧ ∀t′∈T2

ℓ1(t) 6=
ℓ2(t

′)} ∪ {(ε, t) | t ∈ T2 ∧ ∀t′∈T1
ℓ2(t) 6= ℓ1(t

′)};
– flow = {(p, (t1, t2)) | (p, t1) ∈ flow1} ∪ {(p, (t1, t2)) | (p, t2) ∈ flow2} ∪

{((t1, t2), p) | (t1, p) ∈ flow1} ∪ {((t1, t2), p) | (t2, p) ∈ flow2};
– read = {(p, (t1, t2)) | (p, t1) ∈ read1} ∪ {(p, (t1, t2)) | (p, t2) ∈ read2};
– m0 = m0,1 ∪m0,2;
– ℓ(t1, t2) = ℓ1(t1) ∪ ℓ2(t2).

Fig. 6 show an example of synchronization on transitions, where two Petri nets
synchronize on transitions labeled with a.

Fusion of places Similarly, we can identify corresponding places that are present
in models of different parts of a system. Note that this time the fusion is simpler,
as places are not labeled. We naturally assume that T1 ∩ T2 = ∅ (while there
may by many transitions with the same label in both parts), and that for every
p ∈ P1 ∩ P2, m0,1(p) = m0,2(p).

Formally, we will denote Σ as Σ1∞Σ2, where:

– P = P1 ∪ P2;
– T = T1 ⊎ T2;
– flow = flow1 ∪ flow2;
– read = read1 ∪ read2;
– m0(p) = m0,1(p) if p ∈ P1 and m0(p) = m0,2(p) otherwise;
– ℓ(t) = ℓ1(t) if t ∈ T1 and ℓ(t) = ℓ2(t) otherwise.

Fusion of sequential components Finally, we identify families of pairwise disjoint
sequential components. For this purpose, we need to choose four families of
subsets X1 = {X i

1 ⊆ P1|i = 1..f1} and X ′
1 = {X ′i

1 ⊆ P1|i = 1..f ′
1} and X2 =

{X i
2 ⊆ P2|i = 1..f2} and X ′

2 = {X ′i
2 ⊆ P2|i = 1..f ′

2} identifying sequential
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p1

p2 p3

a ab c

p4

p5

a d

p1

p2 p3

a ab c

p4

p4

a a

d

Fig. 6. Simple example of synchronization on transitions. Let Σ1 be the net on the left
and Σ2 be the net in the center; the net on the right represent their synchronization
Σ1 ⊲⊳ Σ2.

components and bijections ρi : X i
1 → X i

2 and ρ′i : X ′i
2 → X ′i

1 such that for
every p ∈ X i

1 we have m0,1(p) = m0,2(ρi(p)) and for every q ∈ X ′i
2 we have

m0,2(q) = m0,1(ρ
′
i(q)). To make the situation completely symmetric, we make

use of the set character of labeling functions.

Formally, we will denote Σ as Σ1 ∝ρ Σ2, where:

– P = (P1 ∪ P2) \ (
⋃

i X
i
2 \

⋃

iX
′i
2 ) \ (

⋃

i X
′i
1 \

⋃

i X
i
1);

– T = {({t1}, Up,q) ∈ 2T1×2T2 | ∅ 6= Up,q =
⋃

i | {p}=Xi
1
∩•t1∧{q}=Xi

1
∩t1•

{t2 | ρi(p) ∈

•t2∧ρi(q) ∈ t2•}}∪{(Up,q, {t2}) ∈ 2T1×2T2 | ∅ 6= Up,q =
⋃

i | {p}=X′i
2
∩•t2∧{q}=X′i

2
∩t2•

{t1 | ρ′i(p) ∈

•t1 ∧ ρ′i(q) ∈ t1•}} ∪ {({t}, ∅) | t ∈ T1 ∧ (•t ∩ (
⋃

iX
i
1 ∪

⋃

j X
′j
1 ) = ∅ ∨ t• ∩

(
⋃

iX
i
1 ∪

⋃

j X
′j
1 ) = ∅)} ∪ {(∅, {t}) | t ∈ T2 ∧ (•t ∩ (

⋃

iX
i
2 ∪

⋃

j X
′j
2 ) =

∅ ∨ t• ∩ (
⋃

i X
i
2 ∪

⋃

j X
′j
2 ) = ∅)}.

– flow = {(p, (U1, U2)) | U1 ⊆ T1, U2 ⊆ T2 ∧ (p, t1) ∈ flow1 ∧ t1 ∈ U1} ∪
{(p, (U1, U2)) | U1 ⊆ T1, U2 ⊆ T2∧(p, t2) ∈ flow2∧t2 ∈ U2}∪{((U1, U2), p) | U1 ⊆
T1, U2 ⊆ T2 ∧ (t1, p) ∈ flow1 ∧ t1 ∈ U1} ∪ {((U1, U2), p) | U1 ⊆ T1, U2 ⊆
T2 ∧ (t2, p) ∈ flow2 ∧ t2 ∈ U2};

– read = {(p, (U1, U2)) | U1 ⊆ T1, U2 ⊆ T2 ∧ (p, t1) ∈ read1 ∧ t1 ∈ U1} ∪
{(p, (U1, U2)) | U1 ⊆ T1, U2 ⊆ T2 ∧ (p, t2) ∈ read2 ∧ t2 ∈ U2};

– m0(p) = m0,1(p) if p ∈ P1 and m0(p) = m0,2(p) otherwise;

– ℓ((U1, U2)) =
⋃

t1∈U1
ℓ1(t1) ∪

⋃

t2∈U2
ℓ2(t2) taking a union over empty set

equal to ∅;

The fusion of sequential components can generate different synchronizations,
depending on the families of places in which we choose to synchronize the agents.
This is illustrated in the following example.
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Example 9. Consider two nets presented in Fig. 7 (on the left). On the right part
of that figure one can see two possible synchronizations on sequential components
(on the right) between two agents (on the left). Let P1 be the set of places for the
red agent and P2 be the set of places for the blue agent. For the first composition
(shown above in Fig. 7), we define X1 = {{p1, p2, p3}}, X2 = {{p4, p5, p6}},
X ′

1 = X ′
2 = ∅, and we define ρ(p1) = p4, ρ(p2) = p5, ρ(p3) = p6. In the

second composition (lower part on the right), we connect different components
{X1 = {{p1, p2}}, X2 = {{p4, p6}}} and X ′

1 = X ′
2 = ∅. The bijection ρ is defined

as follows: ρ(p1) = p4, ρ(p2) = p6. From this example, we can see that the
choice of the components for the synchronization can significantly change the
shape and properties of the composed net.

p1

p3

p2

a

b

c

d

p4

p6

p5

e

f

g h

k

p1

p3

p2

{e, a}

{f, b}

{g, c}

p1

p5

p2p3

f

k

e

{d, g} {a, h}

c

b

Fig. 7. Two possible ways to synchronize two agents on sequential components. The
blue and red graphs represent the agents, the two gray nets (upper and lower) represent
two of their possible compositions.

Example 10. Note that fusion of sequential components may be used to merge
two equivalent parts of a single system. As a representative example, one can
consider the net presented in Fig. 8 (on the left). Its two green sequential com-
ponents are merged into one using an external sequential component, the ma-
genta net on the right. For the sequential composition, we use X1 = X2 = ∅
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and X ′
1 = {{x1,¬x1}, {y1,¬y1}}, X ′

2 = {{r1,¬r1}, {r1,¬r1}} together with
ρ′1(x1) = ρ′2(y1) = r1 and ρ′1(¬x1) = ρ′2(¬y1) = ¬r1. The resulting net is shown
in Fig. 14.

w1

¬w1

a1

¬a1

t1 ¬t1

n1

n2

n3

r1 ¬r1

∅

∅x1 ¬x1

∅

∅

y1 ¬y1

∅

∅

Fig. 8. Two green sequential components of the net on the left merged using the ex-
ternal, magenta net, on the right.

Definition 7. Let Σ = (P, T, flow,m0) be a net obtained by a fusion of subnets
Σi = (Pi, Ti, flowi,m0,i). Then the projection of a marking M ⊆ P of system
Σ to its subsystem Σi is a marking M |Σi

⊆ Pi defined in the following way:
M |Σi

(p) = M(p) for p ∈ Pi ∩ P or M |Σi
(p) = M(ρ(p)) otherwise (in the case

of sequential component fusion, when p changed the name after the fusion).

3.1 Synthesis of Petri nets from transition systems

Given a labeled transition system TS = (L,Evt ,TR, ι), solving the synthesis
problem means finding a Petri net Σ such that MG(Σ) is isomorphic to TS .
The classical techniques for the synthesis of 1-safe net systems are based on the
research of regions [4]. Intuitively, a region is a subset of L, and it represents a
place of the net. Each label e ∈ Evt is associated to a transition in the synthesized
net, and its relations with places are determined by the relations between the
arcs labeled with e in TS and the regions in TS .

Formally, a region is a subset of states r ⊆ Li such that, for each e ∈ Evt i,
one of the following conditions holds.

1. e enters the region, i.e. for each arc labeled with e from s1 to s2, s1 6∈ r∧s2 ∈
r;

2. e leaves the region, i.e. for each arc labeled with e from s1 to s2, s1 ∈ r∧s2 6∈
r;

3. e does not cross the border of the region, i.e. for each arc labeled with e from
s1 to s2, s1 ∈ r ∧ s2 ∈ r, or s1 6∈ r ∧ s2 6∈ r.
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If e does not cross the border of r, and for each arc labeled with e from s1 to s2,
we have s1, s2 ∈ r, then we can say that e is inside r. If the synthesis problem
has a solution, we can determine the flow relation in the net as follows. For each
transition e, for each place r, r is a precondition of e if e leaves r in TS , r is a
postcondition of e if e enters r in TS . If e is inside r, then we can see r as both a
precondition and a postcondition of e, and add a self loop to the net. Otherwise,
there is no flow relation between r and e in the net.

Not every transition system can be synthesized into a 1-safe net with the
procedure described above. In particular, we can synthesize a 1-safe net from
a transition system if, and only if, the set of regions of the transition system
satisfies the so called state separation property (SSP) and event-state separation
property (ESSP):

– ∀s, s′ ∈ Li s 6= s′ → ∃r ∈ R : (s ∈ r ∧ s′ 6∈ r) ∨ (s 6∈ r ∧ s ∈ r) (SSP)
– ∀e ∈ E, ∀s ∈ S : e is not outgoing from s, → ∃r : s 6∈ r ∧ (e leaves r ∨ e is

inside r) (ESSP)

l1start l2

l3 l4

a

a

b b
c

r1 r2

r3 r4

a b

c

Fig. 9. Synthesis of a 1-safe net

Example 11. Consider the transition system on the left in Fig. 9. A 1-safe net
synthesizing it is on the right of the same figure. Place r1 in the net is the region
{l1, l3} in the transition system; since all the arcs labeled with a leave the region,
r1 is a precondition of a; the arc labeled with c enters the region, therefore r1
is a postcondition of c; finally the occurrences of b are either inside or outside
the region, therefore r1 and b have no relation with each other. Analogously for
the regions {l1, l2}, {l2, l4}, {l3, l4}. This set of regions solves all the separation
properties for the transition system.

However, it is always possible to obtain a labeled 1-safe system, by allowing the
net to have more transitions with the same (singleton) label. In this case, we
can split the transitions of TS with the same label into subgroups, and look for
regions as if each group had a different label. This generates a set of different
transitions in the net sharing the same label. To obtain such a net is always
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l2start

l1 l4

l3 l5

l6c d

a b

c

d

c

Fig. 10. Transition system that cannot be synthesized without a labeled net.

possible, since in the worse case we could consider subsets formed by single arcs:
if each arc of the transition system is considered as if it had different labels from
the others, it is easy to verify that the set of regions satisfies the separation
properties SSP and ESSP. In this case, each state of the transition system TS is
a region and therefore can be translated into a place of the synthesized net. As
showed in [7], the minimal regions with respect to inclusion are sufficient for the
synthesis, therefore we can consider the states of TS as all and only the places
of the net.

Example 12. Let us consider the net depicted on Figure 10. Note that we cannot
synthesize this system as a 1-safe net, because state l4 need to be in all pre-regions
and post-regions of c at the same time. However, we can construct a net with
three copies of c and only one d (see Figure 11).

Let TS be a labeled transition system. Any set of regions in TS satisfying all
the separation properties is sufficient to construct a 1-safe net system, whose
marking graph is isomorphic to TS , independently of the chosen regions. In
particular, if a set of regions R satisfies all the separation properties, any set of
regions R′ such that R ⊆ R′ satisfies the separation properties. Hence, we can
add any place associated to a region to the synthesized net without changing
its marking graph. This property can be used for example to obtain sequential
components in a 1-safe system.

Let Σ be a 1-safe system, and MG(Σ) be its marking graph. Let R′ be a
set of regions partitioning the states in MG(Σ); if the elements of R′ are not
yet in Σ, we can add them to the set of places. For the properties of regions,
the subsystem Σ′ of Σ generated by R′ is a sequential component. A common
use of this properties consists in adding all the complementary places of those
in the net. It is easy to see that if a set of states is a region, also its complement
in the marking graph is, and therefore, adding complementary places is always
possible. Since a region and its complement form a partition of the states of the
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p1

a

b

p2

p3

p4

c3

c1

c2 p5

p6

d

Fig. 11. Net synthesized from the transition system in Fig. 10, obtained by splitting
label c in three different transitions.

transition system, the subnet that they generate forms a sequential component
in the system. Hence, complementary places can be added to decompose a net
system into sequential components.

3.2 Synthesis of multi-agent systems

In this section we show how to apply the synthesis with region theory to models
of multi-agent systems. Our aim is two-fold. On the one hand, the representation
of agents with Petri nets is at most large as the representation with transition
systems, but, if the same label appears multiple time in the agent, the Petri
net may be smaller. This is particularly important at the composition stage as
will be explained in detail in Sec. 4: even in the worse case, the composed Petri
net can be exponentially smaller than the composition of transition systems; in
the best case in which each agent can be synthesized with region theory, the
composed Petri net has only one transition for each label of the multi-agent
system. On the other hand, the use of Petri nets could be a common framework
to unify the two semantics proposed in the previous section.

We have already noted in Sec. 2.1 that in the multi-agent systems, each agent
is a labeled transition system, therefore we can use region theory to synthesize
a 1-safe system for each of them.

From the semantics described in Sec. 2.2, we derive a transition system as fol-
lows. Let Mj = (Xj , Ij ,Lj ,Trj , λj , ιj , ℓ,Evt) be a module. (p, v′, q), (p′, v, q′) ∈
Tr . We transform Mj into the transition system Aj = (Lj ,Evtj ,TRj , ιj), where
Evt j = ℓ(Tr), and TRj ⊆ Lj ×Evtj → Lj such that TRj(p, e) = q if there exists
any v ∈ DIj and Tr j(p, v) = q. Note that in the Aj constructed in this way,
we lost the information about the synchronization between agents, whereas in
the model derived from AMAS, synchronizations can be derived from the labels
of transitions. This issue will be tackled in Sec. 4, where we will show how to
incorporate this information in the agents.
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Since each agent in both the semantics can be represented as a labeled tran-
sition system, we can apply to each agent Aj = (Lj ,Evt j ,TRj , ιj) the synthesis
procedure as described in the previous section, and obtain a 1-safe system agent
defined as Σj = (Rj , Tj, flowj ,mo,j , ℓj), such that:

– Rj is a set of regions in Aj solving all the separation problems;
– Tj is the set of transitions in the 1-safe system, each of them is associated

with one or more elements in TRj ;
– flowj is the flow relation, fully determined by TRj as explained in the pre-

vious section;
– m0,j is the initial marking, that coincides with ιj ;
– ℓj : Tj → 2Evtj is the labeling function, associating every transition of the net

with the label of the corresponding arc on the agent (formally as a singleton).

Example 13. Consider the AMAS in Figure 2. In Figure 12, each agent has been
synthesized into a Petri net. In this case, each agent is trivially synthesizable in
an exact way: since each action is never repeated inside the same agent, each of
their states is a minimal region, and the set of minimal regions satisfy all the
separation properties.

w1

a1

t1

n1

n2

n3

g

r1 r2

n1

n2

m1

m2

w2

a2

t2

m1

m2

m3

Fig. 12. 1-safe Petri nets for transition systems depicted in Fig. 2.

Remark 3. In the synthesis of agents, we do not need read or inhibitor arcs,
as they can be simulated by classical arcs: If transition t can only occur when
place p is marked, we can add two relations to F, namely (p, t) and (t, p). In this
way, p become a precondition of t, therefore necessary for its occurrence, and
it assumes the same value after its occurrence. The inhibitor arcs can be simu-
lated analogously by adding the complementary place of p. The marking graph
obtained with this construction is isomorphic to the one obtained with read and
inhibitor arcs. However, the semantics obtained through the two constructions
are not equivalent: With only classical arcs, the agent would consume the token
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in place p, instead of just observing its value, as would happen in the case of
read and inhibitor arcs. When we consider individual agents, we allow for the
classical arcs semantics, whereas for interfaces in the data-based model we find
the use of read arcs more precise.

Remark 4. In general, we can have different labeled 1-safe systems that are able
to achieve the same transition system. Among the possible solutions, we prefer
those that have fewer places. Especially, we want to avoid complementary places
if they are not necessary. In this way, we increase the chance to obtain non-
trivial sequential components. Another important issue is related to the situation
where the considered system cannot be synthesized as a 1-safe Petri net. A
possible solution is label-splitting, i.e. choosing transitions with the same label
that violates a separation property and divide such a set into two parts in such
a way that the considered separation property is satisfied. Naturally, it is good
to minimize the number of transitions in the result, and hence also minimize the
number of splittings.

4 Composition with Petri nets in the two semantics

In this section we show how to compose Petri net agents in two different ways,
in order to obtain global systems with an equivalent behavior to those described
in Sec. 2. In particular, Sec. 4.1 focuses on the synchronization on common tran-
sitions, analogously to Sec. 2.1 on transition systems, whereas Sec. 4.2 proposes
the synchronization on sequential components, with the aim to produce a global
system analogous to the one defined in Sec. 2.2.

4.1 Synchronization on common actions

In this section we provide the construction of a global net showing the interaction
of the agents when they synchronize on transitions:

Definition 8. Let Σ1 = (P1, T1, F1, ι1, ℓ1), ..., Σn = (Pn, Tn, Fn, ιn, ℓn) be the
set of Petri net agents. The action based composition of those nets is a net
Σ = (P, T, F,m0, ℓ) such that:

– P is the union of the sets of places Pi.
– T =

⋃

α∈
⋃

i=1,...,n
ℓi(Ti)

⊗

i∈{1,...,n} T
α
i , where Tα

i = {t ∈ Ti : ℓi(t) = α} is the

set of transitions used in the net Σi and labeled with α.
– The flow relation is determined as follows: for each transition t ∈ T , and

each place p ∈ P there is an arc from p to t if there is a Σi and tj ∈ Ti such
that p ∈ Pi, tj is a component in t, and (p, tj) ∈ Fi; analogously for the arcs
from t ∈ T to p ∈ P .

– The initial marking m0 is the union of all the elements ιi, with i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
– The labeling function ℓ associates every transition t ∈ T to the union of

labels of all its components, that is a singleton by construction (as the union
of positive number of equal singletons and empty sets).
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We denote the alphabet Λ of Σ with ℓ(T ).

By the construction presented as Definition 8, each place in Σ belongs at
most to one agent, whereas the transitions can be shared. Note that some of the
transitions may be enabled in no reachable marking, and therefore are not live.
As we discussed in Sec. 4.1, and more in detail in [1], the same problem happens
when we consider the composition of AMAS, because some states may not be
reachable from the initial state ι, due to the synchronization constraints.

w1

a1

t1

n1

n2

n3

g

r1 r2

n1

n2

m1

m2

w2

a2

t2

m1

m2

m3

Fig. 13. Global Petri net model resulting from the composition of the nets depicted in
Fig. 12.

Example 14. Fig. 13 represents the composition of the three agents from Fig.
12 based on synchronizations in transitions. Since in this case every agent is
synthesizable, in the global net in Fig. 13 each transition has a different label.

This is in general not the case. Consider, as an example, the Petri net in
Fig. 11, where three transitions share the label c. If we need to synchronize this
agent with another sharing label c, we need to fuse all the occurrences of c in the
first agent, hence c1, c2 and c3, with all the occurrences of c in the second agent.
Hence, let n1 be the number of occurrences of c in the first agent and n2 be the
number of occurrences of c in the second agent, the result of the composition of
the two Petri nets will have n1 × n2 transitions labeled as c.

Let Ir be the canonical IIS where all the unreachable states and transitions have
been removed. The following proposition shows that synthesis and composition
are commutative, i.e synthesizing Petri net agents from the AMAS and then
composing them is equivalent to construct the composition of AMAS and then
synthesizing a Petri net. As already noted in Remark 4, the synthesis of labeled
1-safe systems, may produce different sets of Petri net agents. However, for all
of them the commutativity holds.
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Proposition 1. Let S = (A1, ..., An) be an AMAS, Σ1, ..., Σn be a set of Petri
net agents such that for each i ∈ {1, ..., n}, Σi is a 1-safe system, possibly labeled,
obtained through the synthesis of Ai, Σ = (P, T, F,m0, ℓ) be global Petri net
constructed as described above, and I the canonical IIS of S. The marking graph
of Σ is isomorphic to Ir.

Proof. The proof is based on the fact that the set of places P of the global net
can be partitioned into the places of the agents Σi, and each of them has a
marking graph isomorphic to an agent Ai.

We first show that the set of labels of the transitions enabled in m0 in Σ is
the same as the set of labels of the transitions occurring in the initial state ι of
Ir, and that for each label α, the cardinality of the set of transitions associated
to α is the same.

Assume that ι enables a transition with label α. Let Aα = {Aj : j ∈ J ⊆
{1, ..., n}} be the set of agents in the AMAS with α in their alphabet. All the
Aj ∈ Aα must enable a transition labeled with α in their initial state ιj . By
contradiction, assume that no transition labeled with α is enabled in m0; since
m0 is the union of the initial states of the Σi, there must be a Σi with α in its
alphabet that does not enable any transition labeled with α in its initial state.
This is impossible, since by construction, MG(Σi) is isomorphic to Ai ∈ Aα.
Similarly, if there is a transition with a label α enabled in m0, then each Petri
net agent having it in its alphabet must have it enabled in the initial state, since
by construction, the marking graph of the Petri net agents are isomorphic to the
agents in S, α must be enabled in the initial state also in Ir.

For each label α, the number of transitions labeled α and enabled in ι is the
product of the numbers of transitions enabled in the initial states of each agent
in Aα; since the marking graphs of the Petri net agents are isomorphic to the
agents in Aα, in m0 the same number of transitions labeled with α is enabled.

Next, we show that two transitions bring to different markings in Σ, iff they
bring to different states in Ir. Assume that two transitions t1, t2 enabled in ι
arrive in different states of Ir, then by construction, there is at least an agent Ai

participating in the action and such that the local state after the occurrence of
t1 differs from the local state after the occurrence of t2. This must happen also in
Σi, since its marking graph is isomorphic to Ai, therefore the markings reached
from m0 in Σ differs at least for the places belonging to Σi. Analogously, if t1
and t2 lead from ι to the same state in Ir , then for all the agents participating
in them, the local states after t1 and t2 must be the same, and this is true also
for all the Σi participating in t1 and t2, and therefore also for their union.

This same reasoning can be applied recursively to the states reached from
the initial marking, until considering all the reachable states. With the same
argument we can also show that a cycle is closed on the marking graph of Σ iff
it is closed in Ir.

Note that the result stated in the proposition above holds for any 1-safe labeled
system synthesized from a transition system describing behaviors of particular
agents and their compositions.
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4.2 Synchronization based on sequential components

In the case of the data-driven synchronization, the synthesis of the single module
is more sophisticated. We have already described how to obtain a net from the
underlying transition system; here we show which additional information we need
to incorporate in the agents. To improve readability, we divide the procedure into
stages.

First, let us consider a module M = (X, I,L,Tr , λ, ι, ℓ), as in the Definition 3.
We use the synthesis procedure based on the region theory and described in
Section 3.2 obtaining a 1-safe Petri net Σ = (R, T, flow, ι, ℓ). Note that, at this
stage, we forget about the values of the variables (both internal and external).
In the following stages we need to restore them.

We start by adding internal variables of M to the net Σ. Let us consider
a variable x ∈ X and all of the possible valuations of this variable valx =
{v1, . . . , vn}. First we note that the set of local states Lxi

= {q ∈ L | λ(q)(x) =
vi} forms a region in A and we can add a fresh place called xi to Σ (modifying F
and ι accordingly). Indeed, directly by the construction, if t1, t2 ∈ T and ℓ(t1) =
ℓ(t2) = a ∈ Evt and t1 or t2 is enabled at p, q ∈ L then λ(p) = λ(q) (hence also
λ(p)(x) = λ(q)(x)). Similarly, if t1, t2 ∈ T and ℓ(t1) = ℓ(t2) = a ∈ Evt and t1
or t2 lead to some p, q ∈ L then λ(p) = λ(q) (hence also λ(p)(x) = λ(q)(x)).
Hence every transition labeled with a either enters Lxi

, or exits from Lxi
or

is independent with Lxi
. Moreover, the family Lx = {Lxi

| i ∈ valx} forms a
partition of L into regions. Hence, as discussed in Sec. 3.1, Lx is a sequential
component of Σ′ = (R ∪ {x1, . . . , xn}, T, flow

′, ι′, ℓ}) and adding those places
does not change the behavior of Σ (i.e. the reachability graphs of Σ and Σ′ are
equivalent).

We repeat the procedure for all internal variables of M obtaining Σvar =
(Pvar , T, flowvar, ιvar, ℓ):

Definition 9. Let Σ = (R, T, flow, ι, ℓ) be a 1-safe Petri net that is an ef-
fect of synthesis of module M = (X, I,L,Tr , λ, ιM , ℓM ). We construct Σvar =
(Pvar , T, flowvar, ιvar, ℓ), where

– Pvar = R∪
⋃

x∈X{x1, . . . , xnx
}, where nx is a maximal value that the variable

x can get.
– flowvar is flow enriched in the way described above (by changes of the values

related to the introduced regions).
– ιvar(p) = ι(p) for p ∈ R, ιvar(xιM (x)) = 1, and ιvar(p) = 0 otherwise.

Remark 5. In some cases the places representing the value of internal variable
may have already been added to the 1-safe net during the synthesis phase de-
scribed in Sec. 3.2. If this is the case, we can refine the net Σvar by not adding
the new places, and just noting which place represents a certain value of an
internal variable.

In the next stage, we will add external variables to mimic the operation of
the modeled system by restricting the enabledness of the transitions from Tvar.
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Consider all suitable external variables yi ∈ I and all possible valuations of
those variables valyi

= {wi,1, . . . , wi,mi
} and construct places Pext = {yi,j | i ∈

I ∧ 1 ≤ j ≤ mi} similarly to the case of internal variables. We also allow for a
free circulation of tokens among different values of the same variable by defining
Text = {ti,j,k | i ∈ I ∧ 1 ≤ j, k ≤ mi ∧ j 6= k} and flowext = {(yi,j , ti,j,k) | yi,j ∈
Pext ∧ ti,j,k ∈ Text} ∪ {(ti,j,k, yi,k) | yi,k ∈ Pext ∧ ti,j,k ∈ Text}. To leave the
original names of the transitions that change the values of the internal variables,
we take ℓ(t) = ∅ for all transitions related to the external variables. Recalling
Example 10, we can define separate components for all external variables - they
will be properly merged in case of multiple use of internal variables. Note that
the ranges of variability must match.

We need to guarantee that transitions from Tvar are enabled only in the
favorable circumstances. Namely, only if the valuation of additional places cor-
responds to one of the conditional transitions from Tr . Usually there are many
solutions for this goal, but the common problem is the valuation of the exter-
nal variables in the initial state of closed MAS. For this purpose we define a
parameterized and straight-forward solution as follows.

Let us consider a transition t ∈ Tvar and all states Lt at which t is enabled
in Σvar. We check whether there are i ∈ I from which t is independent, namely
t can occur for any value of i. For each t, we call I¬t the set of external variables
satisfying this property, Id = I \ I¬t, and DId the set of evaluations of the
variables in Id. By valt = {val ∈ DId | ℓ(q, val, p) = t}, we define the set of all
admissible valuations of external variables, for a given t.

We define a Petri net Σinit
int with read arcs, where init ∈ DI .

Definition 10. Let M = (X, I,L,Tr , λ, ιM , ℓM ) be a module, init ∈ DI and
Σvar = (Pvar , T, flowvar, ιvar, ℓ) be a Petri net obtained as described in Defini-
tion 9. We define Σinit

int = (Pint, Tint, flowint, read, ιint, ℓint), where:

– Pint = Pvar ∪ Pext.
– ιint = ιvar ∪ {yi,init(yi) | yi ∈ I}.
– Tint = Text ∪

⋃

t∈Tvar
Tt, where Tt = {tval | val ∈ valt}.

– flowint = flowext ∪ {(p, tval)|(p, t) ∈ flowvar ∧ val ∈ valt} ∪ {(tval, p)|(t, p) ∈
flowvar ∧ val ∈ valt}.

– ℓint(tval) = ℓvar(t) for t ∈ Text and ℓint(t) = ∅ for t ∈ Text.
– read = {(yi,j , tval) | tval ∈ Tint ∧ val(yi) = j}.

Note that in the constructed net Σint we can simulate all the computations
of Σ by tuning the external part of the net between each consecutive transitions
from T .

For each external variable w, the places in Pext generate a sequential com-
ponent Σw of Σint. For each Σw we assume super-fair randomness, namely, let
Tw be the set of transitions in Σw and t ∈ Tw; t needs to occur infinitely often
in Σint.

Example 15. The net Σint from Fig. 14 refers to agent Σ1 of Fig. 12, closed only
with respect to the controller. Note that n1 depends only on the variable r1,
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and it can occur only when for a single value of the variable (since r1 can take
only 2 values), therefore we do not need to split the transition further. Similarly,
neither n3 or n2 need to be split, since they are independent from all the external
variables.

w1

¬w1

a1

¬a1

t1 ¬t1

n1

n2

n3

r1 ¬r1

∅

∅

Fig. 14. The net Σint.

Proposition 2. The marking graph of Σint is isomorphic to the underlying
graph of the closed module under the assumption of super-fair randomness.

Proof. By construction, the marking graph of Σvar is isomorphic to the under-
lying transition system of the open module M , since it is obtained from the
synthesis with regions. We need to proof that the subsequent operations repro-
duce on the Petri net the closure operation for modules, in terms of its sequential
behavior. Let {((x, v), (x,w)) | v(i) 6= w(i) ∧ ∀j 6=iv(j) = w(j)} ⊆ Tr

′ be the set
of transition as in Def. 4; in the Petri net, this set of transitions is reproduced
by the elements in Text. The initial marking of Σ and of the closed model is
isomorphic by construction, since we can assign it in the same way for both.
Finally, the splitting of each transition t into the set Tt in the net and the read
arcs connecting them to places associated to external variables ensure that for
each external evaluation allowing for the transition there is a transition in the
marking graph, and vice versa.

Given a set of Petri net agents Σ1,int, ..., Σn,int derived as described above,
we can construct the global Petri net by synchronizing the system on the com-
mon sequential components. By construction, for each agent Σi,int, for each
sequential component Σi,x,ext referring to an external variable x in Σi,int, there
is an agent Σj,int such that x is an internal variable for Σj,int. Therefore, there
is a sequential component Σj,x,val in Σj,val such that the places in Σi,x,ext and
Σj,x,val overlap, and we can apply the composition through sequential compo-
nents defined in Sec. 3. We have all the possible transitions between different
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values of any external variable that match with utilized transitions that change
the values of the internal variable; hence the 1-safe system obtained by synchro-
nizing all the external components with internal sequential components of the
other modules is the global model of the multi-agent Petri net system.

Proposition 3. Let Σ be the global net with synchronizations on sequential
components as described above, and G be the closure of the global model ob-
tained through the synchronization of reactive modules. The marking graph of Σ
is isomorphic to the reachable part of G.

Proof. We show that the proposition holds for two agents. Since the composition
of n agents can be seen as the composition of the first n − 1 agents with the n
agent, the proof extends to the composition of any number of agents.

Let M1 and M2 be two compatible modules, and M their composition, and
Σ1 = (P1, T1, flow1, read1,m0,1, ℓ1) and Σ2 = (P2, T2, flow2, read2,m0,2, ℓ2) be
two Petri net agents derived from M1 and M2 as described above, with Σ be-
ing their composition on sequential components. The transition system G and
MG(Σ) have the same initial states by construction. In Σ, the enabled transi-
tions are those enabled in m0,1 and m0,2 that do not depend on external vari-
ables, those enabled in m0,1 such that m0,2 allows for their execution and those
enabled in m0,2 such that m0,1 allows for their execution. In G for each of these
transitions, there must be an enabled transition with the same label, since by
Prop. 2 the transitions are in M1 and M2 and they are allowed to occur; for the
same reason, no other transition can occur in the initial evaluation without being
simultaneously allowed to occur in the initial state of Σ. A consequence of Prop.
2 is also that the effect on the initial state of a transition t occurring in MG(Σ)
is analogous to the effect on the initial state on G of the occurrence of transition
t′, hence ℓΣ(t) = ℓG(t

′). The same reasoning can be applied analogously to all
reachable states, proving the proposition by structural induction.

Example 16. Fig. 15 represents the synchronizations as read arcs. In this model,
both n1 and n2 of train 1 can occur only if r1 is marked, and n2 of the controller
can occur only if a1 of train 1 is marked. In addition, the controller can allow a
train to enter only if the train is waiting for it, therefore the transition n1 of the
controller can occur only if w1 is marked. Symmetrically for train 2.

5 Comparison between the two semantics

In this section, we discuss how to modify a system synchronized on transitions
to obtain an equivalent system with synchronizations on data and vice versa
(the formal definition of the considered equivalences are presented later in this
section). System synchronized on transitions are generally smaller than those
synchronized on data and require to take fewer design choices (e.g. in a shared
transition, we do not need to determine which agent is responsible for initiat-
ing it). Although this may be more convenient when we need to work on the
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Fig. 15. Composition of Petri nets on places.

system at an abstract level, it can create problems if we are interested in the
system implementation, where design choices need to be made (as pointed out,
for example, in [12]). On the other hand, the semantics with the synchronization
on the data may be more useful when focusing on lower-level features of the
system, as it is a closer description of the implementation needs. Being able to
switch between these two semantics allows us to work with the most suitable
representation of the system according to our current goal.

In Section 5.1 we start with a system synchronized on transitions and we
transform it into a system with data synchronizations. This transformation is
the most complex, since we need to transform an abstract system into a more
detailed one. In Theorem 1, we prove a weak bisimulation result, showing that
we can mimic every behavior of the system synchronized on transitions on its
transformation. Theorem 2 complete the result proving the equivalence between
the reachable markings in the two semantics.

Section 5.2 presents the transformation in the opposite direction, from a sys-
tem synchronized on data to the one synchronized on transitions. In this case the
transformation is more straightforward and allows us to prove the isomorphism
between the reachability graphs of the models in two semantics (Theorem 3).

5.1 From synchronization on transitions to synchronization on

places

In this Section we assume that we have a multi-agent Petri net system con-
structed as in Sec. 4.1 (with pairwise disjoint sets of transitions), and we show
how to transform it into a multi-agent system as defined in Sec. 4.2. We provide
a transformation at the level of agents. Namely, for a set of 1-safe Petri nets
{Σi | i ∈ A} we construct a set of 1-safe Petri nets with read arcs {Σiniti

int }.
We can do it by applying the following procedure:
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1. We establish the orders between the agents (in more general setting one
might want to establish the order between the agents for each shared tran-
sition separately).

2. We add the synchronization places which guaranties that potential concur-
rency inside agents is the possibility of equivalent interleavings (not true con-
currency). Namely, whenever an agent decides to synchronize with another
agent, it is too busy to perform any other action before the synchronization
finishes.

3. For each group of transitions synchronizing on a given label l, we split each
transition labeled with l into a proper number of copies (one for each agent
participating in the synchronized transition in the global system). Each of
these copies is then additionally split into two transitions, and add a pair of
complementary places in between (constructing a binary internal variable).

4. We add binary external variables related with the groups of synchronized
transitions and proper read arcs.

5. In order for the action to occur, the first agent needs to start it and execute
the first of the split transitions.

6. When the first agent is in the additional intermediate place, only the first
half of the same action in the other agents may occur (we need to be sure
that everybody follows, before proceeding). Until all the agents executed this
half, also every action in the first agent is blocked (by the emptiness of the
synchronization place of this agent).

7. When all the agents did the first half of the action, they can execute the
second half.

To simplify further considerations, we assume that all labels present in the
simulated system are singletons, and we treat them as single elements, not sets
and we use ε instead of ∅ for empty labels.

More formally, let Σ1 = (P1, T1, F1, ι1, ℓ1), ..., Σn = (Pn, Tn, Fn, ιn, ℓn) be
the set of Petri net agents, and Σ = (P, T, F,m0, ℓ) be their common transitions
based composition. We will construct a system Σ′ = (P ′, T ′, F ′, read′,m′

0, ℓ
′)

which simulates Σ using the data driven composition.

Let us introduce some necessary notions. By Evt
s
i we denote the set of all

shared events of i-th component. Namely, Evtsi = {a ∈ Evt i | a ∈
⋃

j 6=i Evt j}. By
Rg : Evt → V ecTR we denote a range function which assigns to each (shared)
event the set of all combinations of transitions labeled with a that can be chosen
from agents. Formally each ST ∈ V ecTR is a function from the set of agents
A to {ε} ∪

⋃

i∈A Ti and ST (i) ∈ ℓ−1
i (a) if a ∈ Evt i and ST (i) = ε otherwise.

Moreover, next : V ecTR×A→ A is the function that for ST ∈ V ecTR and i ∈ A
returns the smallest agent j > i such that ST (j) 6= ε if such exists or the smallest
j > 0 such that ST (j) 6= ε otherwise. Note that (ST, |A|) returns the smallest
(number of) agent involved in ST . Similarly we define prev : V ecTR×A → A to
return the largest agent with image different from ε and smaller than specified.
We also denote by T unique

i the set of all transitions of i-th agent which have

labels occurring only in this agent (namely T unique
i = Ti \ ℓ−1(Evtsi )) and by
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T shared
i all other transitions of i-th agent. Then the constructions is defined as

follows:

– P initi
int = Pi ∪ {psynci } ∪ {t

(a,ST (j))
in , t

(a,ST (j))
out | a ∈ Evt

s
i ∧ ST ∈ Rg(a) ∧ t =

ST (i) ∧ ST (j) 6= ε};

– T initi
int = T unique

i ∪ {t
(a,ST (j))
b , t

(a,ST (j))
e | a ∈ Evt

s
i ∧ ST ∈ Rg(a) ∧ t =

ST (i) ∧ ST (j) 6= ε};

– flow
initi
int = flowi|(Pi×T

unique
i

)∪(Tunique
i

×Pi)
∪{(psynci , t

(a,ST (i))
b ) | t ∈ T shared

i }∪

{(t
(a,ST (i))
e , psynci ) | t ∈ T shared

i }∪{(p, t
(a,ST (i))
b ) | (p, t) ∈ Fi ∧ t ∈ T shared

i }∪

{(t
(a,ST (i))
e , p) | (t, p) ∈ Fi∧t ∈ T shared

i }∪{(t
(a,ST (j))
in , t

(a,ST (j))
b ), (t

(a,ST (j))
e , t

(a,ST (j))
in ) | a ∈

Evt
s
i∧ST ∈ Rg(a)∧t = ST (i)∧ST (j) 6= ε}∪{(t

(a,ST )
out , t

(a,ST )
e ), (t

(a,ST )
b , t

(a,ST )
out ) | t ∈

T shared
i };

– read
initi
int = {(t

′(a,ST (j))
out , t

(a,ST (i))
b ) | a ∈ Evt

s
i ∧ST ∈ Rg(a)∧ t = ST (i)∧ t′ =

ST (j) ∧ j = next(ST, i)) 6= ST (prev(ST, 1))} ∪ {(t
′(a,ST (j))
in , t

(a,ST (i))
e ) | a ∈

Evt
s
i∧ST ∈ Rg(a)∧t = ST (i)∧t′ = ST (j)∧j = next(ST, i)) 6= ST (prev(ST, 1))}∪

{(t
′(a,ST (j))
in , t

(a,ST (i))
b ) | a ∈ Evt

s
i ∧ ST ∈ Rg(a) ∧ t = ST (i) ∧ t′ = ST (j) ∧

j = prev(ST, i)) ∧ i = ST (next(ST, |A|))} ∪ {(t
′(a,ST (j))
out , t

(a,ST (i))
e ) | a ∈

Evt
s
i ∧ ST ∈ Rg(a) ∧ t = ST (i) ∧ t′ = ST (j) ∧ j = prev(ST, i)) ∧ i =

ST (next(ST, |A|))};

– ιinitiint (p) = ιi(p) for p ∈ Pi and ιinitiint (p) = 1 for p ∈ {t
(a,ST (j))
in | a ∈ Evt

s
i ∧

ST ∈ Rg(a)∧ t = ST (i)∧ ST (j) 6= ε} and ιinitiint (psynci ) = 1 and ιinitiint (p) = 0

for p ∈ {t
(a,ST (j))
out | a ∈ Evt

s
i ∧ ST ∈ Rg(a) ∧ t = ST (i) ∧ ST (j) 6= ε};

– ℓinitiint (t) = ℓi(t) for t ∈ T unique
i and ℓinitiint (t

(a,ST (i))
b ) = ℓinitiint (t

(a,ST (i))
e ) = ℓi(t)

for t ∈ T shared
i and ℓinitiint (t

(a,ST (j 6=i))
b ) = ℓinitiint (t

(a,ST (j 6=i))
e ) = ε.

At this point we are ready to compose the prepared modules using the fusion

of sequential components. We treat all pairs (t
(a,ST )
in , t

(a,ST )
out ) where t is a shared

transition of one of the components (module or larger system) as binary internal

variables and all other pairs (t
(a,ST )
in , t

(a,ST )
out ) as binary external variables. Note

that we have only binary variables, so the bijections present in the compositions
using sequential components fusion are unambiguously defined by the initial
marking while the order of the compositions itself does not matter.

Let us also relate the markings of nets Σ and Σ′ by sp : 2P → 2P
′

as follows:

– sp(M)(p) = M(p) for p ∈ P ∩ P ′;

– sp(M)(p) = 1 for p ∈ {t
(a,ST )
in | a ∈ Evt

s
i ∧ ST ∈ Rg(a) ∧ (t = ST (i) ∨ t =

ST (prev(ST, i)))};

– sp(M)(p) = 0 for p ∈ {t
(a,ST )
out | a ∈ Evt

s
i ∧ ST ∈ Rg(a) ∧ (t = ST (i) ∨ t =

ST (next(ST, i)))}.

Finally, we can also relate the computations of nets Σ and Σ′ by defining
two morphisms, κ : T → T ′+ and π : T ′ → 2Λ, as follows:

– κ(t) = t if t ∈ T unique
i for some agent i;
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– κ(t = (ti1 , ti2 . . . tik)) = (ti1)
(a,ST (i1))
b (ti2)

(a,ST (i2))
b . . . (tik)

(a,ST (ik))
b (ti1)

(a,ST (i1))
e

(ti2)
(a,ST (i2))
e . . . (tik)

(a,ST (ik))
e otherwise, for a = ℓ(t) and SP ∼ (ti1 , ti2 . . . tik);

– π(t) = ℓi(t) if t ∈ T unique
i for some agent i;

– π((ti)
(a,ST (i))
e ) = ℓi(t

i) for ti ∈ T shared
i and ti = ST (i) for some ST ∈

V ecTR and i = next(ST, |A|);
– π(t) = ∅ otherwise.

In words, κ : T → T ′+ and π : T ′ → 2Λ are two auxiliary functions that we use to
show the relations between Σ and Σ′. In particular, κ is a function associating to
each transition t ∈ T in Σ the sequence of transitions in T ′ derived from t in the
construction procedure, with T ′ set of transitions in Σ′. In particular, if t ∈ T
is not a synchronization transition in Σ, then κ(t) = t; otherwise let i1, ..., in
be the agents synchronizing on t in Σ and let i1 < ... < in be the assigned
priority order. By construction, in Σ′ we have n × 2 copies of t, namely for
each agent ij, j ∈ {1, ..., n}, we have the beginning transition t

ij
b and the ending

transition tij e. We define κ(t) as the sequence of copies of transition t as they are
forced to occur in Σ′, namely κ(t) = ti1b tinb , ..., ti1b tine . Function π assigns labels
to transitions in T ′ in order to facilitate the analysis of the relation between the
labels of T and of T ′. In particular, if t is not a synchronization transition in T ,
then there is a single occurrence of it in Σ′ and we define π(t) = ℓ(t). Otherwise,
when multiple agents need to synchronize, we consider the synchronization solved
when the agent initializing it executes the second copy of its transition (namely
ti1e ). Indeed, if we observe the occurrence of ti1e , by construction we are sure that
all the agents involved in the synchronization joined, and we know that there is
no possible way to prevent the agents to also conclude their action. Hence, we
define π(ti1e ) = ℓ(t), and π(t) = ∅ in all other cases.

Example 17. Consider the system in Fig. 13, where the agents have been syn-
chronized on transition. To transform it in an equivalent system synchronized
on places we first decide an order between the agents for every common action,
and then we make a copy of every transition involved in the synchronization, to
denote its beginning and its end. In Fig. 16, the controller (green component)
need to initialize all the shared actions, both with read and with blue train. An
example of shared transition is n1: the controller can start it by executing n1b;
afterward, it needs to wait for the red train to also start the action, by execut-
ing its copy of n1b. Once all the agents participating in n1 have started it, the
controller is allowed to end the action (n1e), and the synchronization ends.

When transforming a system synchronized on transitions into a system syn-
chronized on data, we have no information on which agent should be responsible
to initialize the actions, therefore we can decide it arbitrarily. This is a weakness
of modeling a system by using synchronization on transitions, since it may lead
to unwanted system behaviors [12]. In our example, the controller can decide
which train is allowed to enter the tunnel without verifying that the train is
actually ready to proceed. When the system is designed by using synchroniza-
tions on data, this problem is avoided, since priority between agents is explicitly
determined.
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w1

a1

t1

n1b

n1e

n2b

n2e

n3

g

r1 r2

n1b

n1e

n2b

n2e

m1b

m1e

m2b

m2e

w2

a2

t2

m1b

m1e

m2b

m2e

m3

Fig. 16. System equivalent to the one in Fig. 13 in the sense of Theorem 1, where
synchronizations on transitions has been transformed in synchronization on places.

By Parikh : X∗ → NX we denote the function that assigns to a sequence
the Parikh vector (multiset) of the occurrences of the elements. The provided
composition satisfies the weak bisimulation in the following sense.

Theorem 1. Let Σ be the global net obtained as the synchronization on transi-
tions of Petri net agents Σ1, . . . , Σn. Moreover, let Σ′ be a system which sim-
ulates Σ using data driven composition as described in Section 5.1. Then for
any M1,M2 ∈ [m0〉 we have sp(M1)[v〉sp(M2) iff M1[u〉M2 where Parikh(v) =
Parikh(κ(u)) and ℓ′(π(v)) = ℓ(u).

Proof. Let Σ be a Petri net obtained from systems Σ1, . . . , Σn by the transition
driven composition, while Σ′ be a system obtained by the data driven composi-
tion of systems Σ′

1, . . . , Σ
′
n obtained from Σ1, . . . , Σn and Σ as described in this

Section.
(⇐) : Let M1[t〉M2 where t is a shared action associated with ST . Then we

can easily see that κ(t) is enabled at sp(M1) since all input places for shared
transition are in all the Petri net agents marked (all nonempty ST (i) is enabled in

agent i at M |Σi
) and all the sp(M1)(t

(ℓ(t),t=ST (i))
in ) = 1, while for the appropriate

complementary places sp(M1)(t
(ℓ(t),t=ST (i))
out ) = 0. Note that executing transition

t
(ℓ(t),t=ST (i))
b changes states of those places to the opposed ones. We only need

to check all the read arcs. Note that, according to the construction, one of the
agents taking part in shared transition is featured (namely the agent i with

the smallest number). The transition t
(ℓ(t),t=ST (i))
b ) is connected by a read arc
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with place ST (j)
(ℓ(t),ST (j))
in (for the agent j with the largest number), which

is marked. Transitions ST (k)
(ℓ(t),ST (k))
b for all the other agents taking part in

this shared action a connected by read arcs with places ST (l)
(ℓ(t),ST (l))
out where

l = prev(ST, k). Hence we can, one by one, execute them in order consistent with
the order of participating agents, simultaneously consuming appropriate tokens.
We proceed with the second second part of the sequence (namely transitions

t
(ℓ(t),t=ST (i))
e ) similarly, this time putting the tokens to appropriate places. At

the end we are indeed at marking sp(M2).

Note also that π(κ(t)) = ℓ′((t
(ℓ(t),ST (i))
i=next(ST,|A|))out) and ℓ(t) = ℓ′((t

(ℓ(t),ST (i))
i=next(ST,|A|))out).

We can proceed this way with all the transitions of u and inductively show
that if M1[u〉M2 then sp(M1)[κ(u)〉sp(M2) and ℓ′(π(κ(u))) = ℓ(u).

(⇒) : Let sp(M1)[v〉sp(M2). Let u = π(v) and let (ti)
(ℓ(ti),ST (i))
e = u[1] =

v[k]. If u[1] is a unique transition of agent i then we can make use of the effect
caused by place psynci and move v[k] to the beginning of a sequence v without
affecting the rest of the computation. Let us concentrate on the other case, where

u[1] is a shared transition. Since (ti)
(ℓ(t),ST (i))
out is a preplace of (ti)

(ℓ(ti),ST (i))
e for

any ST and sp(M1)((ti)
(ℓ(t),ST (i))
out ) = 0 and the only transition that changes the

value of this place is (ti)
(ℓ(ti),SP (i))
b , we know that it must have been executed in v

before v[k]. Moreover, only one instance of this transition may be executed before
v[k] as v[k] is the first occurrence of transition with e in subscript (remember that
it is the action of the smallest agent for any shared action labeled by ℓ(t)). For
similar reasons (taking into account appropriate read arcs), there is precisely

one occurrence of transition (tj)
(ℓ(ti),SP (j))
b before v[k], where j is the largest

(number of) agent participating in the shared transition t. Indeed, we have that

there are read arcs between places (tj)
(ℓ(t),ST (j))
out (again for any ST ) and the

only possibility to change their value from initial 0 to 1 is to execute transition

(tj)
(ℓ(ti),SP (j))
b . Now we are ready to fill the gap and argue that between the first

occurrence of (ti)
(ℓ(ti),SP (i))
b and the first occurrence of (tj)

(ℓ(ti),SP (j))
b we need

to have the transitions for all other agents participating in this shared transition.
Since v[k] is the first transition of κ(t) that put a new token to the places of
system Σi (because of psynci ), we can move all the considered so far components
of shared transition t to the beginning of the sequence v obtaining v′ such that
sp(M1)[v

′〉sp(M2).

Since at the end we obtain the marking sp(M2), in the sequence v there have

to be transitions that will restore the places (tk)
(ℓ(t),ST (k))
in and (tk)

(ℓ(t),ST (k))
out (for

all possible ST at once). It remains to note that those transitions also can be
moved to the front, as they only puts new tokens to the places of system Σ (and
since we were able to initialize all the components of shared transition t, namely
all the preconditions were satisfied, 1-safeness of the Petri net agents guarantees
that appropriate places are empty). As a result we obtain v′′ = κ(t)v′′′ which
is v with κ(t) moved to the front (the same for the case of unique transition
described earlier). Hence sp(M1)[t〉sp(M3)[v

′′′〉sp(M2) and M1[t〉M3.
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As we can repeat the same reasoning for the sequence v′′′ (which has image
of π shorter then v) and inductively obtain a sequence w equivalent to v such
that π(w) = π(v) and Parikh(w) = Parikh(v) and there exists u such that
w = κ(u) and M1[u〉M2. Hence we have shown that if sp(M1)[v〉sp(M2) then
there exist an appropriate u that M1[u〉M2.

We can also formulate a fact associating the markings reachable by the orig-
inal systems and the transformed one:

Theorem 2. Let Σ be the global net obtained as the synchronization on tran-
sitions of Petri net agents Σ1, . . . , Σn. Moreover, let Σ′ be a system which
simulates Σ using data driven composition as described in Section 5.1. Then
M ∈ [m0〉 if and only if M ′ = sp(M) ∈ [m′

0〉.

Proof. Again, let Σ be a Petri net obtained from systems Σ1, . . . , Σn by the
transition driven composition, while Σ′ be a system obtained by the data driven
composition of systems Σ′

1, . . . , Σ
′
n obtained from Σ1, . . . , Σn and Σ as described

in this Section.
We start by checking that sp(m0) = m′

0. By the construction we know that for
all p ∈ P ′

i∩Pi we copied the initial marking, hence sp(m0)(p) = m′
0(p). Moreover,

the only new places that ’survived’ after the all fusions are those related to the

internal variables. Namely (t
(a,ST (i))
in and t

(a,ST (i))
out for any t ∈ T \ (

⋃

j T
unique).

By the construction, we have m′
0(t

(a,ST (i))
in ) = 1 and m′

0(t
(a,ST (i))
out ) = 0 for all

those places. Hence, by the definition of sp, m′
0(t

(a,ST (i))
in ) = sp(m0)(t

(a,ST (i))
in )

and m′
0(t

(a,ST (i))
out ) = sp(m0)(t

(a,ST (i))
out ).

To finish the structural induction we need to repeat the reasoning presented
in the proof of Theorem 1.

5.2 From synchronization on places to synchronization on

transitions

In this section we assume to have a multi-agent Petri net system constructed as
in Sec. 4.2, and we show how to transform it into a multi-agent system as defined
in Sec. 4.1. We produce the transformation at the level of the agents, namely,
for each agent Σi,int, derived from a module as in Def. 10, we construct a 1-safe
agent Σi; once that the set of agents Σ1,..., Σn has been constructed, we apply
the construction of the global model defined in Sec. 4.1, with synchronization of
common actions. Theorem 3 proves the soundness of our transformation.

Let Σi,int be an agent derived from a module. To get the new agent Σi we first
start from the the subsystem Σi,var of Σi,int as defined in Sec. 4.2. Then, for each
internal variable x of Σi,var, we check which agents use x as external variable.
Let S = {Σj,int, ..., Σm,int} this group of agents. For each agent Σl,int ∈ S,
let Pext,x,l be the set of places spanning the value of variable x in Σl,int. We
need to check which transitions in Σl,var are connected with read arcs to places
in Pext,x,l. For each transition t ∈ Σl,var connected with a place p ∈ Pext,x,l

we add a transition t′ to Σi such that ℓ(t) = ℓ(t′), and •t′ = t′• = {p}. This
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construction is well-defined since by construction a copy of p must be present in
Σi,var. We repeat the same procedure for all the agents in the system. At the
end we synchronize the agents Σ1,...,Σn as described in Sec. 4.1.

Example 18. Fig. 17 shows an example of transformation from a system synchro-
nized on data (in Fig. 15) to a system synchronized on transitions. For every
transition needing an external variable to occur, we add to the agent whose vari-
able belong a new transition with the same name, connected to the place with a
self loop. For example, the train can enter the tunnel (transition n1) only when
it has been allowed by the controller (which need to be in place r1). Hence, we
add to the controller transition n1, and connect it to place r1 with a self loop.
In this way, inside the controller agent, transition n1 can occur only when r1
is true. This condition remains true when the transition n1 belonging to the
controller is fused with transition n1 belonging to the red training, guaranteeing
the desired behavior.

t : w1

t : ¬w1

t : a1

t : ¬a1

t : t1

t : ¬t1

t : n1s : n1

t : n2s : n2

t : n3

s : g

s : ¬g

s : r1

s : ¬r1 s : ¬r2

s : r2

s : n1t : n1

s : n2t : n2

s : m1

s : m2

t : m1

t : m2

t : w2

t : ¬w2

t : a2

t : ¬a2

t : t2

t : ¬t2

t : m1

t : m2

s : m1

s : m2

t : m3

Fig. 17. Transformation of the system to obtain a global model with synchronizations
on transitions equivalent (in the sense of Theorem 3) to the system obtained by syn-
chronizing sequential components in Fig. 15.

Theorem 3. Let Σ be the global net obtained as the synchronization on the
common sequential components of Petri net agents Σ1,int, . . . , Σn,int. Moreover,
let Σi, i ∈ {1, ..., n}, be Petri net agents obtained from Σi,int as described in
Section 5.2 and Σ′ be the global Petri net obtained from Σ1, . . . , Σn by synchro-
nization on transitions. Then

MG(Σ) ≡ MG(Σ′).

Proof. Let Σ = (P, T, F,m0, ℓ) and Σ′ = (P, T ′, F ′,m′
0, ℓ).
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First note that, by construction, we have that for all Σi, the initial marking
is the same to the one of Σi,var. Hence, M0 = M ′

0. It remains to prove that
M [t〉ΣM

′ iff M [t〉Σ′M ′.
Let t ∈ T be a transition of Petri net agent Σi,int and M ∈ 2P (which is

equivalent formulation of M : P → {0, 1}). Since t is enabled at M , we have
that t is enabled at M |Σi,int

. This means that all p ∈ P such that (p, t) ∈ F
are marked. Obviously, this means that t is enabled at M |Σi

. It remains to
examine, whether for any Σj 6= Σi such that t′ ∈ Tj and ℓ(t) = ℓ(t′) we have t′

enabled at M |Σj
. By the construction, we have (p, t) ∈ Fj for some p ∈ P . If t

is enabled at M |Σi,int
and t′ ∈ Tj,int then, by the composition, (p, t′) ∈ readj,int

and there exists a place p′ ∈ Pi,int associated by appropriate synchronization on
sequential components with p ∈ Pj,var, and both p and p′ are marked in MΣi,int

and MΣj,int
, appropriately. Hence, by the construction, we have p′ marked at

MΣj
. Hence t′ is enabled in Σj at MΣj

.
Let us now assume that t is enabled in Σ at M . This means that t ∈ T ′

is a transition of Petri net agent Σi. Then we have two cases: (1) t ∈ Ti,int or
(2) t ∈ Tj,int for j 6= i and there exists p ∈ Pi,int associated with p′ ∈ Pj,int

such that (p′, t) ∈ readj,int. However, in the second case we have t′ ∈ Tj with
ℓ(t′) = ℓ(t) and we can limit ourselves to the first case. Note that, directly by
the construction, t is enabled in Σi,var at M |Σi,var

. We only need to argue that
if (p, t) ∈ readi,int then p is marked at M |Σi,int

. Indeed, place p need to be
synchronized on sequential component with appropriate p′ ∈ Pj,var. Hence there
exists t′ ∈ Tj such that ℓ(t′) = ℓ(t) and (p′, t′) ∈ Fj . By the construction, t′ is
synchronized with t, hence also enabled in Σj at M |Σj

. As a result, p′ is marked
at M |Σj

and M |Σj,var
. Hence p is marked in Σi,int at M |Σi,int

. Hence t is enabled
in Σ′ at M .

The values of the resulting markings are simple consequences of construction
and compositions.

6 Conclusion

In this paper we propose a framework based on 1-safe Petri nets to model asyn-
chronous multi-agent systems. In particular, we define two semantics, considering
agent synchronizations on transitions and on data. Both these semantics were
previously defined and studied for AMAS modeled as transition systems, but the
relation between the two semantics has been scarcely investigated in the litera-
ture. For each of the two semantics, we show that we can define a composition
operation on Petri net agents such that the marking graph of the resulting global
system is isomorphic to the underlying graph obtained by composing the agents
modeled as transition systems. In the case of synchronization on transitions,
the synchronization operation is straightforward. However, if we consider syn-
chronization on data, we propose a new version of fusion for Petri nets, namely
fusion of sequential components which was not, up to our best knowledge, con-
sidered before. This new synchronization can be used in future works to study
assume-guarantee reasoning on Petri nets.
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The two semantics allow us to model systems with a different level of abstrac-
tion, and can be both useful depending on the task that need to be performed
on it. In particular, synchronization of transitions provides a simpler and higher
level of abstraction model, whereas synchronization on data results in a lower
lever global model, which can be helpful for the system implementation. In this
paper, we show how to switch from one semantics to the other, so that it is
always possible to use the most suitable semantics for the current task. While
switching from a system synchronized on data to a system synchronized on
transition is always possible and does not cause any particular issue, the reverse
process requires to explicitly make design decisions that were not needed on the
system synchronized on transitions, and this can introduce potential unwanted
behaviors. An example of this is the decision on which agent needs to initiate a
synchronization. A bad coordination between the decisions of the leading agents
can bring to deadlock situations that are hidden in the system synchronized on
transitions. To see this, consider two conflicting actions a1 and a2, both shared
by Agent 1 and Agent 2. If Agent 1 want to start a1 and agent 2 want to start
a2, each of the two agents could start its main action without joining the execu-
tion of the other, causing a deadlock. In a real implemented system, this aspect
needs to be taken into account, therefore, switching the models between the two
semantics to check for the presence of unwanted behaviors can be very useful. In
this paper we established a total hierarchy between the agents, but in some cases
more flexible solutions may be desirable. In future works we plan to determine
the weakest conditions that allow to avoid this kind of deadlocks.

One can see that the proposed transformations are not expensive. The size
of the model grows linearly in size with both the transformations proposed in
Sec. 5: when we transform from a system synchronized on data to a system
synchronized on transitions, the dimension of the global net remains the same,
and the only modifications are made at the level of the agents; in the opposite
direction, for each shared transition we need to produce 2×n copies, where n is
the number of agents involved in the synchronization of that transition, and n
new places. However, iterating the procedure produces larger and larger systems.
We plan to work on the compositions and the transformations in order to avoid
this, and propose operations so that one transformation is the reverse of the
other.

Finally, since one of the applications of our work is the model-checking of
concurrent systems, we plan to develop methods to improve its efficient. For
example, we plan to modify our algorithms to first decompose the Petri net
agents into sequential components. In many cases, verifying certain properties
in concurrent systems does not require constructing the entire global system, as
some of its parts are independent of each other. Decomposing the agents before
the composition may allow us to obtain smaller systems in which the properties
can be verified.
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