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Abstract—We study the pattern frequency vector for runs Discrete-time SPNs describe the probabilistic branchihg o
in probabilistic Vector Addition Systems with States (pVASS). the continuous-time Markov chains determined by SPNs, and
Intqltlyely, each configuration of a given pVASS is assigneane many properties of continuous-time SPNs can be derived
of finitely many patterns, and every run can thus be seen as an directly f th " f thei derlving discréime
infinite sequence of these patterns. The pattern frequencyector irectly from e_ proper _'es of their underlying 'Scr .
assigns to each run the limit of pattern frequencies compu SPNSs. In fact, discrete-time SPNs are a model of interest in

for longer and longer prefixes of the run. If the limit does itself, see e.g./[17].

not exist, then the vector is undefined. We show that for one- Our study concentrates on long-run averpgtter frequen-

counter pVASS, the pattern frequency vector is defined and tees . . . . . .
one of finitely many values for almost all runs. Further, theg Ci€Sfor pVASS. Aconfigurationof a given pVASSA is a pair

values and their associated probabilities can be approxintad pv, Wherep is the current control state amds N is the vector
up to an arbitrarily small relative error in polynomial time . For  of current counter values. Thmtternassociated tpv is a pair
stable two-counter pVASS, we show the same result, but we dopa, wherea € {0’ *}d' and«; is either0 or %, depending
not provide any upper complexity bound. As a byproduct of o'\ hethery, is zero or positive (for example, the pattern
our study, we discover counterexamples falsifying some daical iated . . . infini
results about stochastic Petri nets published in the 80s. associated tp(12,0) is p(x, 0)). Every run inA is an infinite
sequence of configurations which determines a unique iefinit
l. INTRODUCTION sequence of the associated patterns. For every finite prefix
_ _ _ _ _ of a runw, we can compute the frequency of each pattern
Stochastic extensions of Petri nets are intensively usedjinihe prefix, and define thpattern frequency vectaior w,
performance and dependability analysis as well as reiipbil denoted byF 4 (w), as the limit of the sequence of frequencies
engineering and bio-informatics. They have been developgsimputed for longer and longer prefixeswof|f the limit does
in the early eighties [19]/[2], and their token-game serneant not exist, we putF4(w) = L and say thatF4 is not well
yields a denumerable Markov chain. The analysis of sto@hasiefined forw. Intuitively, a pattern represents the information
Petri nets (SPNs) has primarily focused on long-run averaggficient to determine the set of enabled rules (recall that
behaviour. Whereas for safe nets long-run averages alwaygh rule can consume at most one token from each counter).
exist and can be efficiently computed, the setting of infinit¢4ence, if we knowF4(w), we can also determine the limit
state nets is much more challenging. This is a practically vefrequency of rules fired along. However, we can also encode
relevant problem as, e.g., classical open queueing neswotkrious predicates in the finite control @f and determine the
and biological processes typically yield nets with unbaahd frequency of (or time proportion spent in) configurationscin
state space. The aim of this paper is to study the longatisfying the predicate. For example, we might wonder what
run average behaviour for infinite-state nets. We do so Ry the proportion of time spent in configurations where the

considering probabilistic Vector Addition Systems witla®5 second counter is even, which can be encoded in the above
(PVASS, for short), finite-state weighted automata equibpéndicated way.

with a finite number of non-negative counters. A pVASS
evolves by taking weighted rules along which any counter c

be either incremented or decremented by one (or zero). The

probability of performing a given enabled rule is given by « Do we haveP(F = 1) =0, i.e., isF 4 well defined for

its weight divided by the total weight of all enabled rules.  almost all runs?

This model is equivalent to discrete-time SPNs: a countere Is F 4 (seen as a random variable) discrete? If so, how
vector corresponds to the occupancy of the unbounded places many values carf’4 take with positive probability?

in the net, and the bounded places are either encoded in the Can we somehow compute or approximate possible val-
counters or in the control states. Producing a token yietds a  ues of F/4 and the probabilities of all runs that take these

increment, whereas token consumption yields a decrement. values?

The very basic questions about the pattern frequency vector
lude the following:
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These fundamental questions are rather difficult for gdneeae effectively semilinear (i.e., for each region there is a
pVASS. In this paper, we concentrate on the subcase of pVAS&mputable Presburger formula which represents the rigion
with one or two counters, and we also observe that with thretere we repeatedly use the result bf [[18] which says that
or more counters, there are some new unexpected phenontbeareachability relation of a two-counter VASS is effeetiv

that make the analysis even more challenging. Still, osemilinear. Technically, we show that every run eventually
results can be seen as a basis for designing algorithms tlestches a configuration where one or both counters become
analyze the long-run average behaviour in certain suledasbounded or irrelevant (and we apply the results for one-taun

of pVASS with arbitrarily many counters (see below). Th@VASS), or a configuration of a special s€tfor which we
main “algorithmic results” of our paper can be summarized abow the existence and effective constructibility of a énit
follows: eager attractfr This is perhaps the most advanced part of

1. For aone-countepVASS withn control states, we show OUr paper, where we need to establish new exponential tail
that 4 is well defined and takes at mostax{2,2n—1} bounds for certain random variables using an appropriately
different values for almost all runs. These values and the &tfined martingale. We believe that these tail bounds and the
sociated probabilities may be irrational, but can be effety @Ssociated martingale are of broader interest, becauge the
approximated up to an arbitrarily small relative erear 0 in ~ Provide generic and powerful tools for quantitative analys
polynomial time of two-counter pVASS. Hence, every run which visiisalso

2. For two-countempVASS that arestable we show thatt,  Visits its finite eager attractor, and the regions where tms r
is well defined and takes only finitely many values for almodfitiated in C' eventually stay correspond to bottom strongly
all runs. Further, these values and the associated prdtzsbil Connected components of this attractor. For each of these

can be effectively approximated up to an arbitrarily smalottom strongly connected components, we approximate the

absolute/relative errar > 0. pattern frequency vector by employing the abstract allgorit
" . : of [1].
Intuitively, a two-counter pVASSA is unstableif the . The overall complexity of our algorithm for stable two-
changes of the counters are well-balanced so that certain . .
counter pVASS could be estimated by developing lower/upper

infinite-state Markov chains used to analyze the behavibur Oounds on the parameters that are used in the lemmata of

A may b_ecomenull-recurren_t Except for some degeneratecgectiom' Many of these parameters are “structural” (eve.
cases, this null-recurrence is not preserved under smell pe

. . o o consider the minimal length of a path from some configuration
turbations in transition probabilities. Hence, we can assu g P g

L to some set of configurations). Here we miss a refinement
that PVASS models consiructed by estimaiing some real-if§ T * published ifi TL8] which would provide exglici

probabilities are stable. Further, the analysis of nutlireent L .
) : . upper bounds. Another difficulty is that we do not have any
Markov chains requires different methods and represents . )
lower bound on|7g| in the case wheny # 0, whererg is

almost independent task. Th_eref(_)re, we decided to disideg I mean payoff defined in SectigmIV. Still, we conjecture
unstable two-counter pVASS in this paper. Let us note that t w N .
at these “structural bounds” and hence also the complexit

problem whether a given two-counter pVASSis (un)stable of our algorithm are not too high (perhaps, singly exporanti

is decidable in exponential time. in the size ofA and in|rr|), but we leave this problem for
The above results for one-counter and stable two—counts[ure work
VASS are obtained by showing the following: ' . . .
P y 9 9 The results summarized in (a) and (b) give a reasonably
(a) There are finitely many sets of configurations callegeep understanding of the long-run behaviour of a given one-
regions such that almost every run eventually stays in SOM@unter or a stable two-counter pVASS, which can be used to
region, and almost all runs that stay in the same region sh@&&elop algorithms for other interesting problems. Fomexa
the same well-defined value of the pattern frequency vectopje, we can decide the existence of a finite attractor for éte s
(b) For every regionR, the associated pattern frequencyf configuration reachable from a given initial configuratio
vector and the probability of reaching? can be com- we can provide a sufficient condition which guarantees that
puted/approximated effectively. For one-counter pVAS®, wy|| pattern frequency vectors taken with positive prokigpil
first identify families of regions (calledone$ that share the are rational, etc. An obvious question is whether theselteesu

same pattern frequency vector, and then consider these zaih pe extended to pVASS with three or more counters. The
rather then individual regions. answer is twofold.

For one-counter pVASS, we show that the total num- | The algorithm for stable two-dimensional pVASS pre-
ber of all regions (and hence also zones) cannot excegthted in Sectiof IV in fact “reduces” the analysis of a given
max{2,2n—1}, wheren is the number of control states. Totwo-counter pVASSA to the analysis of several one-counter
compute/approximate the pattern frequency vector of angivByASS and the analysis of some “special” configurationslof

zoneZ and the probability of staying i&, the tail bounds of |t seems that this approach can be generalized to a recursive
[5] and the polynomial-time algorithm of [21] provide alleh
tools we need. 1A finite eager attractor |1] for a set of configuratio@isis a finite set of

. . onfigurationsA C C such that the probability of reaching from every
For two-counter pVASS, we do not give an explicit boun onfiguration ofC'U post*(A) is equal tol, and the probability of revisiting

on the number of regions, but we show that all regionsin more thant steps after leavingd decays (sub)exponentially i



procedure which takes a pVASS with n counters, isolates O (110):10
certain subsets of runs whose properties can be deduced

analyzing pVASS with smaller number of counters, and checks (=1,0),10 | (1,0),1 (1,0),1

that the remaining runs are sufficiently simple so that they c

be analyzed directly. Thus, we would obtain a procedure fo >(s (-1,-1),100

q
analyzing a subset of pVASS with counters.
(0,-1),10 (0,1),1 (0,1),1
t1 to

Il. In Section(Y¥Y we give an example of three-counter
pVASS A with strongly connected state-space whose long-ru () ’O
behaviour isundefinedor almost all runs (i.e.F 4 takes thel (0,1),1
value), and this property is not sensitive to small perttioias
in transition probabilities. Since we do not provide a riges  Fig. 1: A discrete-time SPMW and an equivalent pvVASSL.
mathematical analysis ofl in this paper, the above claims
are formally justconjecturesconfirmed only by Monte Carlo
simulations. Assuming that these conjectures are valid, tbf reversing the “global” trend of the counters after higtin
method used for two-counter pVASS is not sufficient for theero in some counter was not considered_in [14]. Further, as
analysis of general three-counter pVASS, i.e., there ave nwe already mentioned, we conjecture the existence of a-three
phenomena which cannot be identified by the methods usgalinter pVASS.A with strongly connected state-space (the
for two-counter pVASS. one of Sectior_V) where the limit frequency of transitions

is undefined for almost all runs. So, we must unfortunately
Related work. The problem of studying pattern frequencytonclude that the results df [14] are invalid for fundaménta
vector is directly related to the study of ergodicity praes reasons. On the other hand, the results achieved for one-
in stochastic Petri nets, particularly to the study of the s@ounter pVASS are consistent with another paper by Florin
called firing process A classical paper in this area |14] hasg, Natkin [13] devoted to stochastic Petri nets with only one
been written by Florin & Natkin in the 80s. In the paperynbounded place and strongly connected state-space, where
it is claimed that if the state-space of a given stochastige firing process is indeed ergodic (in our terms, the patter

Petri net (with arbitrarily many unbounded places) is sitgn frequency vector takes only one value with probabilijy
connected, then the firing process in ergodic. In the setting

of (discrete-time) probabilistic Petri nets, this implibst for Il. PRELIMINARIES

almost all runs, the limit frequency of transitions perfesn We useZ, N, NT, Q, andR to denote the set of all integers,
along a run is defined and takes the same value. A simplen-negative integers, positive integers, rational nuskend
counterexample to this claim is shown in F[d. 1. The neeal numbers, respectively. The absolute value of a given
N has two unbounded places and strongly connected statee R is denoted by|z|. Let§ > 0, z € Q, andy € R.
space, but the limit frequency of transitions takes two @aluWe say thatx approximatesy up to a relative erroi, if
with positive probability (each with probability/2). Note eithery # 0 and |z —y|/|y| <, or x = y = 0. Further,
that A can be translated into an equivalent pVASSwith we say thatx approximatesy up to an absolute errof
two counters which is also shown in Figl 1. Intuitively, ifif |z —y| <. We assume that rational numbers (including
both places/counters are positive, then both of them havengegers) are represented as fractions of binary numbeds, a
tendency to decrease, i.e., the trepdf the only BSCCS of we use|z| to denote the size (length) of this representation.
% 4 is negative in both components (see Sedfibn Il). However,Let V = (V, — ), whereV is a non-empty set of vertices
if we reach a configuration where the first place/counter @d — C V x V atotal relation (i.e., for every € V there
zero and the second place/counter is sufficiently large, the is someu € V such thatv — u). The reflexive and transitive
second place/counter startsit@rease i.e., it never becomes closure of — is denoted by— *, and the reflexive, symmetric
zero again with some positive probability (i.e., the the meand transitive closure of» is denoted by—*. We say that
payoff 7r, is positive, whereR, is the only type Il region V is weakly connectedf s «+* ¢ for all s,t € V. A finite

of the one-counter pVASS4,, see Sectiori V). The first pathin V of lengthk > 0 is a finite sequence of vertices
place/counter stays zero for most of the time, because when. .., v, wherev; —v;41 for all 0 < i < k. The length

it becomes positive, it is immediately emptied with a vergf a finite pathw is denoted bylength(w). A runin V is
large probability. This means that the frequency of firtag an infinite sequence of vertices such that every finite prefix
will be much higher than the frequency of firing. When of w is a finite path in}V. The individual vertices ofv are
we reach a configuration where the first place/counter dgenoted byw(0),w(1),... The sets of all finite paths and all
large and the second place/counter is zero, the situationriss inV that start with a given finite patty are denoted by
symmetric, i.e., the frequency of firingy becomes much FPathy (w) and Runy (w) (or just by FPath(w) and Run(w)
higher than the frequency of firinty. Further, almost every if V is understood), respectively. For a given setC V, we
run eventually behaves according to one of the two scenariasepre*(S) andpost*(S) to denote the set of all € V' such
and therefore there are two limit frequencies of transgtjonthatv — *s ands — *v for somes € S, respectively. Further,
each of which is taken with probability/2. This possibility we say that a rum staysin S if there is ak € N such that for
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all £> k we have thatu(¢) € S. The set of all runs initiated we add a fresh control statér, ] to .A’. Further, for every
in s that stay inS is denoted byRun(s, S). s b tin A we adds|r, k'] =5 t[s, ] to A’ (for all states of
A strongly connected component (SGE)V is a maximal the forms|r, x’] in A’). In other words, A’ is the same as{,
subsetC C V such that for allb, w € C' we have thab — *u. but it also “remembers” the rule that was used to enter a given
A SCCC of Vis abottom SCC (BSCQG)f V if for all v € C'  control state.
andu € V' such thatv — « we have thatu € C. A configurationof A is an element ofonf(A) = Q x N¢,
We assume familiarity with basic notions of probabilitythewritten aspv. A rule p - ¢ is enabledin a configuration
ory, e.g.,probability spacerandom variable or theexpected pv if v; > 0 for all 1 < ¢ < d with k; = —1. To A we
value Given eventdr, F', we say that holds for almost all associate an infinite-state Markov chai 4 whose vertices
elements of’ if P(ENF) = P(F) (in particular, ifP(F) = 0, are the configurations ofl, and the outgoing transitions of a
then any event holds for almost all elementsFf As usual, configurationpv are determined as follows:

a probability distributionover a finite or countably infinite set |t no rule of y is enabled inpv, thenpw - pw is the only

A'is a functionf : A — [0, 1] such thaty_ ., f(a) = 1. We outgoing transition ofw;

call f positiveif f(a) > 0 for everya € A, andrational if . otherwise, for every rule % ¢ enabled inpv there is a
f(a) € Qfor everya € A. transitionpv £% q(v + k) whereT is the total weight of
Definition 1. A Markov chainis a triple M = (S, —, Prob) all rules enabled ipv, and there are no other outgoing
where S is a finite or countably infinite set ofrertices transitions ofpw.

— C S xS is a total transition relation and Prob is a In this paper, we also consider the underlying finite-state

function that assigns to each statec S a positive probability Markov chain of. A, denoted byé4, whose vertices are the
distribution over the outgoing transitions ef As usual, we control states of4, andp - ¢ in € iff pK—’E>q in A and
write s ¢ whens —t and z is the probability ofs — . x = {/T, > 0, whereT, is the sum of the weights of all
outgoing rules of in A. Note that every BSCG of 4 can

e seen as a strongly connected finite-state Markov chaih, an
we usepug to denote the invariant distribution on the states
of S. To eachs € S we associate the vector

To everys € S we associate the standard probability spa
(Runp(s), F,P) of runs starting at, whereF is theo-field
generated by albasic cylindersRun(w), wherew is a
finite path starting at, andP : F — [0,1] is the unique

probability measure such th&@(Run v (w)) = [ change(s) = Y K- Wils, m5)
where w(i—1) Z w(i) for every 1 < i < length(w). If T

(s,k,t)EY
length(w) = 0, we putP(Run(w)) = 1.

If M = (S, —, Prob) is a strongly connected finite-state0f €xpected changes in counter values satFurther, we
Markov chain, we useus to denote the uniquénvariant define the trend of S, denoted byts, as the vector
distribution of M. Recall that by the strong ergodic theorent,s = 2 ses Hs(s) - change(s).

(see, e.g.,[20]), the limit frequency of visits to the statd A patternof A is a pairga € Q x {0, +}, and the set of all

S is defined for almost ally € Run(s) (wheres € S is some Patterns ofA is denoted byPat 4. A configurationpy matches

initial state) and it is equal tpg. a patternga € Pat 4 if p = g and for everyi € {1,...,d} we
o o » ) have thaty; = 0 or v; > 0, depending on whether, = 0 or

Definition 2. _Aprot_>ab|llst|c _vecto_r addition system with states, _ respectively. Intuitively, a pattern represents exactly

(PVASS)of dimension/ > 1 is a triple A = (Q,v, W), where e information which determines the set of enabled rules. F

Q s a finite set ofcontrol statesy € Q x {—1,0,1}* x Qis || ¢ Runq , (pv), we define thepattern frequency vector

a set ofrules and W : v — N* is a weight assignment Fa(w) : Pats — R as follows:
In the following, we often writep ¢ to denote that o (w(0), ... w(k
(p, k,q) €7, and p 25 ¢ to denote that(p,x,q) € v and Fa(w)(qa) = khjgo #aal (k):i-l w(k))
W ((p, k,q)) = £. The encoding size ofl is denoted by|.A|,
where the weights are encoded in binary. where #4, (w(0), ..., w(k)) denotes the total number of all

] ) indexes: such that0 < ¢ < k andw(i) matches the pattern
Assumption 1. From now on (in the whole paper), we assumg,, |f the above limit does not exist for somgy € Pat 4,

that (Q, —), wherep—q iff p= ¢ for someg, is weakly we putF,(w) = L. We say thatf is well definedfor w if

connected. Further, we also assume that for every pair ng(w) # 1. Note that if F4 is well defined forw, then the
control stateg, ¢ there is at most one rule of the form™q¢.  sum of all components af 4 (w) is equal tol.

The first condition of Assumptiofil1 is obviously safe (if Let 2 C Run(pv) be a measurable subset of runs, and
(Q, — ) is not weakly connected, the# is a “disjoint union” let e > 0. We say that a sequencély, 1), ..., (Hy, Py),

of several independent pVASS, and we can apply our resuffferef; : Pai4 — Q and P; € Q, approximates the pattern
to each of them separately). The second condition is also sHduencies of? up to the absolute/relative errer if there
because every pVASS can be easily transformed into anothefre pairwise disjoint measurable subs&ts. .., R,, of R and
PVASS A’ satisfying this condition in the following way: for VECtOrsFi, ..., Iy, whereF; : Pat4 — R, such that

each control state of A and each rule of the form = s e« > P(R:i) =P(R);



e Fp(w) = F; for almost allw € R;; frequency vector and the probability of all runs that stayRin
« H;(qa) approximatesF;(¢a) up to the absolute/relative However, this would lead to unnecessary technical complica
errore for everyqa € Pat 4; tions. Instead, we identify situations when multiple regio
» P, approximate$(R;) up to the absolute/relative error share thesamepattern frequency vector, consider unions of
Note that if (H,, P,), ..., (H,, P,) approximates the patternsuch regions (calledone$, and then compute/approximate the
frequencies ofR up to some absolute/relative error, then thpattern frequency vector and the probability of stayingZin
pattern frequency vector is well defined for almostwale R for each zoneZ. Thus, we obtain Theorefd 1.
and takes only finitely many values with positive probagilit ~ Technically, we distinguish among fouypes of regions

Also note that neitheF, ..., F,, nor Hy, ..., H, are required determined either by a control state .dfor a BSCC 0f¢ 4.

to be pairwise different. Hence, it may happen that therstexi « Letp € Q. A type | region determined by is either the

i # j such thatH; # H; and F; = F; (or H;, = H; and set post*(p(0)) or the empty set, depending on whether
F; # F}). post*(p(0)) is a finite set satisfyingpost*(p(0)) C

pre*(p(0)) or not, respectively.
Letp € S, whereS is a BSCC of%4. A type Il region

In this section we conc_entrat_e on analyzing the pattern  gatermined by is either the sepost*(p(0)) or the empty
frequency vector for one-dimensional pVASS. We show that set, depending on whethebst* (p(0)) is an infinite set

Ill. RESULTS FOR ONECOUNTER PVASS

F,4 is well defined and takes at mogp| + b distinct values satisfying post*(p(0)) C pre*(p(0)) or not, respectively.
for almost all runs, wherg?)| is the number of control states | | ot § be a BSCC of¢ 4. A type Ill region determined
of A, andb is the number of BSCCs of 4. Moreover, these by S consists of allp(k) € S x N* that cannot reach a

values as well as the associated probabilities can be efigie configuration with zero counter.
approximated up to an arbitrarily small positive relativeoe « Let S be a BSCC of¢., and letR;(S) and R;;(S) be

More precisely, our aim is to prove the following: the unions of all type | and all type Il regions determined
Theorem 1. Let A = (Q,~, W) be a one-dimensional pvASS, by the control states of, respectively. Further, leD(5)
and let b be the number of BSCCs &f4. Then there is be the set

n < |Q|+b computable in time polynomial ip4| such that for . .

everye > 0, there areH,,..., H, : Pat4 — Q computable SN N pre’(Ri(S9)) ) ~  Bi(S) U pre” (Rr1(S))

in time polynomial in|.A| and ||, such that for every initial
configurationp(k) € conf(A) there are P,...,P, € Q
computable in time polynomial if4|, ||, and k, such that
the sequenceP:, Hy), ..., (P, H,) approximates the pattern
frequencies oRun(p(k)) up to the relative errore.

A type IV region determined b¥ is either the seD(S)

or the empty set, depending on whettigfS) is infinite

or finite, respectively.
Note that if R;, Ry are regions ofAd such thatR; N Ry # 0,
then Ry = R,. Also observe that regions of type |, Il, and IlI
Let us note that the “real” pattern frequency vectbrsis well - are closed undesost*, and each such region can thus be seen
as the probabilitie® (F4=F}) may take irrational values, andas a Markov chain. Finally, note that every configuration of a
they cannot be computed precisely in general. type IV region can reach a configuration of a type | region,

Remark 1. The|Q|+b upper bound om given in Theorerj1 @nd the size of every type | region is bounded 3y (if

is tight. To see this, realize that j§)| = 1, thenb = 1 and 1@ = post*(p(0)) is a type I region angh(0) — *¢(j), then

the trivial pVASS with the only rule -2 p witnesses that J < |Q|, because otherwise the counter could be pumped to
the pattern frequency vector may take two different valued) arbitrarily large value; hencefz| < |Q|2)_- _

If |Q| > 2, we have thath < |Q| — 1. Consider a pVASS Let us note that all regions amegular in the .followllng
whereQ = {p.qi,...,qs} and~ contains the rulep —% p, Sense: We say that a sét C conf(A) of configurations

» 5 g, andg —% g, for all 1 < i < k, where all of these IS regular if there is a non-deterministic finite automatoh
rules have the same weight equalltoFor p(2) as the initial ©OVer the alphabefa} such that the set of control states 4f
configuration, the vectoF 4 takes2k + 1 = 2|Q| — 1 pairwise Subsumes) and for every configuratiop(k) € conf(A) we

different values with positive probability. have thatp(k) € C iff the word o* is accepted byd with
p as the initial state. If follows, e.g., from the results 00]1

For the rest of this section, we fix a one-dimensional pVASat if ¢ ¢ conf (A) is regular, therpost*(C) and pre*(C)
A = (Q,7,W). We start by identifying certain (possibly gre also regular and the associated NFA are computable in
empty) subsets of configurations calkegionsthat satisfy the time polynomial in|A|, where A is the NFA representing.
following properties: Hence, all regions are effectively regular which becomes

« there are at modtQ| + b non-empty regions; important in Sectiof 1V.

« almost every run eventually stays in precisely one region; et S be a SCC ofg4. If S is not a BSCC ofé4, then

« almost all runs that stay in a given region have the sanige control states af may determine at mos$t| non-empty

well defined pattern frequency vector. regions (of type I). IfS is a BSCC of% 4, then the control

In principle, we might proceed by considering each regfbn states ofS may determine at mogt5| non-empty regions of
separately and computing/approximating the associatieerpa type | or Il, and at most one additional non-empty region



which is either of type Ill or of type IV (clearly, it cannotevery rationale > 0, there is a vectorH : Paty, — Q
happen that the type 11l and type IV regions determinedSby computable in time polynomial if.4| and |e| such that
are both non-empty). Hence, the total number of non-empl(q«) approximates(ga) up to the relative erroe for every
regions cannot excee@|+b, whereb is the number of BSCCs qa € Pat 4.

of ©a (here we also use the assumption tagf is weakly Lemma 4. Let p(k) be a configuration of4. Then almost

connected). - . ! .
Now we prove thatevery confiquration can reach someS erY run initiated inp(k) eventually stays in precisely one
P y 9 -zone ofA. Further, for every zon& and every rationak > 0,
Uhere is aP ¢ Q computable in time polynomial ih4], ||,

;I:crzlt{m%ortant for the analysis of two-counter pVASS N d% such thatP approximatesP (Run(p(k), 7)) up to the

relative errore.
Lemma 1. Every configuration ofd can reach a configuration

C 7 4 . V. RESULTS FOR TWOCOUNTER PVASS
of some region in at mostl|Q|* transitions.

In this section we analyze the long-run average behavior
By Lemmel1, the probability of reaching (some) region froraf two-counter pVASS. We show that if a given two-counter
an arbitrary initial configuration is at Ieasﬁf' ,wherex,,;, PVASS is stable (see Definitior[ b below), then the pattern
is the least positive transition probability 8ff 4. This implies frequency vector is well defined takes one of finitely many
that almost everyv € Run(p(k)) visits some regiork. If R values for almost all runs. Further, these values and the
is of type I, Il, or Ill, thenw inevitably stays inR because associated probabilities can be effectively approximaiedo
these regions are closed ungest*. If R is a type IV region, an arbitrarily small positive absolute/relative error.
thenw either stays inR, or later visits a configuration of a Let A be a two-counter pVASS. When we say that some
type | region where it stays. Thus, we obtain the following:object (e.g., a number or a vector) éemputablefor every
' . o € 3, whereX is some set of parameters, we mean that there
Lemma 2'. I__e_t p(k). be a configuration OfA_‘ Then_ almost exists an algorithm which inputps the encodingsiodindo, and
every run initiated inp(k) eventually stays in precisely oneOutputs the object. Typically, the parameteis some rational
region. e > 0, of a pair (¢,pv) wherepv is a configuration. The
As we already mentioned, computing the pattern frequenpgrameter can also be void, which means that the algorithm
vector and the probability of staying iR for each regionk inputs just the encoding of..
separately is technically complicated. Therefore, we aso A semilinear constrainty is a functiony : Q@ — @,
troducezoneswhich are unions of regions that are guaranteahere @ is the set of all formulae of Presburger arithmetic
to share the same pattern frequency vector. Formalagree With two free variablesr, y. Eachy determines a semilinear
of Ais a setZ C conf(A) satisfying one of the following set [¢] C conf(A) consisting of allp(vi,v2) such that

conditions (recall thatg denotes the trend of a BSCS): @(p)[z/vi,y/ve] is a valid formula. Since the reachability
« Z =R, whereR is a region of type |. relation — * of A is effectively semilinear [18] and semilinear
« Z = R, whereR is a type Il region determined by aSets are closed under complement and union, all of the sets
BSCC S of %, such thatts < 0. of configurations we work with (such aS[R;, R,] defined
« Z = R, whereR is a type Il region determined hy< S below) are gffef:tively semilinear, i.e., f[he associatauikie- _
where S is a BSCC of#4 satisfyingtg < 0. ear constraint is computable. In particular, the membprshi

« Z =R;;(S), whereS is a BSCC ofé 4 such thats = 0 problem for these sets is decidable.

andR;;(S) is the union of all type Il regions determined CGiven pv € conf(A) and D C  conf(A), we use
by the control states of. Run(pv —* D) to denote the set of alb € Run(pv) that

« Z =Ry(S)UR1(S) U Rpv(S), whereS is a BSCC visit a configuration ofD, and Run(pv /4* D_) to denote the
of €4 such thatts > 0, R;;(S) is the union of all Set Run(p’ti) \ Run(pv —* D). Note that if D = (}, then
type Il regions determined by the control statesSofind Run(pv /* D) = Run(pv).

Ri11(S) and Ry (S) are the type il and the type IV Intuitively, our aim is to prove that the sé = conf(A)
regions determined by, respectively. is “good” in the sense that there is a computahles N

The next two lemmata are nontrivial and represent the techﬁVCh that for every rationai > 0, there exists a computable

cal core of this section (proofs can be found in Apperdix A equence of rational vectos,, ... ’.H” such that for every

. € C, there are computable ration&l, ..., P, such that
They crucially depend on the results presented recently il e uenceé P, Hy) (P, H,) that approximates the
[5] and [21]. In the proof of LemmBl3, we also characterize q 12751752 0 7y Sim PP

situations when some elements of pattern frequency vectBft tern frequencies oftun(pv) up to the absolute/relative

L &For e. This is achieved by first showing that certain simple
take irrational values.

subsets of configurations are good, and then (repeatedly)
Lemma 3. Let p(k) be a configuration ofA and Z a demonstrating that more complicated subsets are also good
zone of A. Then F4 is well defined for almost alkv € because they can be “reduced” to simpler subsets that are
Run(p(k), Z), and there existd” : Pat4 — R such that already known to be good. Thus, we eventually prove that
F4(w) = F for almost allw € Run(p(k), Z). Further, for the whole setconf(.A) is good.



For our purposes, it is convenient to parameterize the noti@Py,,,1, Hi 1), - - -, (Pp,vi,ni» Hin,) approximate the pattern
of a “good” subsetC by another subset of “dangerousifrequencies oRun(p;v; /~* D;) up to the absolute errar/4.
configurationsD so that the above conditions are requireblow let pv € C. Then there is a computables N such that
to hold only for those runs that do not visi. Further, we the probability of reaching a configuration fpf; ] U- - - U]
require that every configuration 6f can avoid visitingD with in at most ¢ transitions is at least — /4. Hence, we
some positive probability which is bounded away from zeracan effectively construct a finite tréE rooted bypv which
Definition 3. Let A = (Q,~,W) be a pVASS of dimen_repr:sé)ents Lh.e (E.nfOlding of) th_e pa(rjt ﬁf}““ reacha;ple frqm ¢
sion two, and letC, D C conf(A). We say that” is good pv. A branch in this tree is terminated when a configuration o

. : o A [e1] U - - U [ek] is visited, or when the length of the branch
for D if the following conditions are satisfied: reached. For everyl < i < k, let L; be the set of all leafs

« There isd > 0 such thatP(Run(pv —* D)) <1=45for  of 7 |apeled by configurations dfp;]. We useP, to denote

Everypu < C. the (rational and computable) probability of reachimdrom

« There is a computable: € N such that for every the root of7, andlabel() to denote the configuration which
e > 0, there are computabléd,,..., H, : Pata = Q s the label ofa. For everyl < i < k and everyl < j < n;,
such that for every py € C there are wepytp,, = S wer, Po - Plabei(a),;- It is straightforward
computable Ppyi1,...,Pwn € Q such that g verify that the sequence -
(Ppw,1, H1), ..., (Ppwn, Hy) approximate the pattern
frequencies of Run(pv 4* D) up to the absolute (P, H11), o (Pow,1ngs Hing )
error ¢. (Ppw,2,1,H2.1), -+, (Ppw,1,n0s Homy )

Note that in Definiton [B, we require that

(Ppw,1,H1), ..., (Pwn, Hy) approximate the pattern '

frequencies ofRun(pv 4* D) up to theabsoluteerrore. As (Ppok,1, Hi,1), - -y (Pow kg s Hini)
we shall see, we can always compute a lower bound for e

EOSI%VG?’”’; andHi’.Wh'tC r:jlmpyes thatb'ftpp”:li andIleQ d(l:nir;) absolute errore. In particular, realize that almost every
€ efiectively approximated up to an arbitranty sma w € Run(pv) eventually “decides” for somé&’;, i.e., there
errore > 0, they can also be effectively approximated up ., ¢ N such thatw(m) € C; and for allm’ > m we

1 H H K2

anTar\]rb|trar[[Iyds?jal_ltl_reIathelrrors > 0. lain what bhavew(m’) ¢ D; (this is where we use the first condition

€ next detinition and lemma expiain what we Mean byt pofinjtion [3). Hence, the pattern frequency vector is well
reducing the analysis of runs initiated in configurations_of defined and approximated up to the absolute erfdiy some
to the analysis of runs initiated in “simpler” configuratioaf oo v om T f0r almost allw € Run(pv) -

7,J .

Cuoees O For the rest of this section, we fix a two-counter pVASS
Definition 4. Let A be a pVASS of dimension twg, C A = (Q,~,W) (recall thatA satisfies Assumptioh] 1). For
conf(A), and & = {Cy,...,Cy} a set of pairwise disjoint i € {1,2}, we define a one-counter pVASS; = SQ,%,WZ-)
subsets ofconf(A). We say thatC is reducibleto £ if, for and a labeling’; : v; — {—1,0,1} as follows:s LORT A;
everye > 0, there are computable semilinear constraint@ndL;((s, x(%),t)) = x(3—1) iff s 225 ¢in A. Note thatA; is
©1, ..., 0k such that obtained by “preserving” the-th counter; the change of the
e [i] C C; for everyl <i < k; other counter is encoded ih;. Also_ observe thaty, €a,,
oforal 1 < i < kandpw € [p;], we have that and¢ 4, are the same_Markov chams._
P(Run(pv —* D;)) < ¢, whereD; = J, , C;. The results of Sectiof Il are appl_lcable 1, and A_Q.
. for everypv € C and every > 0, there is a computable Let R be a type Il or a type IV region of4;. We claim
¢ € N such that the probability of reaching a configurathat there is a uniquer € R such that for almost all runs
tion of [¢1] U -+ U [¢x] in at moste transitions is at w € Run(p(k), R), wherep(k) € R, we have that the limit

least1 — 6. Sy Li(rule(w, 7))
lim J

Lemma 5. If C is reducible to = {C4,...,Cy} and every nesoo n

Ci is good forD; = U;.; €, thenC'is good for(. exists and it is equal toy (here, rule(w, j)) is the unique
Proof: For everyl < i < k, let n; be the computable rule of v; which determines the transitiow(j) — w(j+1);
constant forC; which exists by Definitiof]3. The constant cf. Assumption[IL). In other words;z is the uniqguemean
for C is defined as, = Zle n;. Now let us fix some > 0. payoff determined by the labeling; associated t&R. To see
Since C' is reducible to{C4,...,Cy}, there are computablethis, consider the trents of the associated BSCGS of € 4.
constraintses, ..., ¢, such that, for everyl < ¢ < k, |If Ris a type IV region, themp = t5(3—i) for almost all
we have that[e;] € C; and P(Run(p;v; —* D;)) <e/4 w € Run(p(k), R) (in particular, note that its(i) < 0 then
for every pv; € [¢;]. Further, there are computableP(Run(p(k), R)) = 0; see Section D). Ifts(¢) > 0 and R
H;1,...,H;, : Pat 4 — Q such that for every,v; € [¢;], is atype Il region, thenr = ¢ts(3—i), because the frequency
there are computablé,,, 1,..., Ppw,m; € Q such that of visits to configurations with zero counter is zero for afno

a&[ﬂ)roximates the pattern frequencies Rdn(pv) up to the




all w € Run(p(k)), wherep(k) € R (see [5]). Finally, if and everyq(ni,na) € post*(p(mi,mg)) satisfies the
ts(i) < 0 andR is a type Il region, themR is ergodic because following:

the mean recurrence time in every configuratiorRois finite — if ny =0, thenny < bo;
[5], and hencery takes the same value for almost all € — if ny =0, thenn; < b;.
Run(p(k), R), wherep(k) € R. Note that all of these sets are semilinear and the associated

Although the value ofrr may be irrational whenR is  ¢omilinear constraints are computable.

of type Il andts(i) < 0, there exists a formula(z) of A girect consequence of Lemrfi 1 is the following:

Tarski algebra with a fixed alternation depth of quantifiers

computable in polynomial time such théz/c] is valid iff Lemma 6. Letb = 11|Q|*, and let€ be a set consisting of

¢ = 7. Hence, the problem whethey is zero (or positive, or B[b] and all C[Ry, Ro] whereR; € Reg(A1), R2 € Reg(Az).
negative) is decidable in exponential timel[15]; andif< 0 Thenconf(A) is reducible to&.

(or 7r > 0), there is a computable € Q such thatr <0 (0r 19 prove Lemmd, it suffices to realize that there is a
z > 0) and|z| < |7g|. computablek € N such thatevery pp € conf(A) can

Definition 5. Let A = (Q,~,W) be a pVASS of dimen-reach a configuration of some[R,, Rp| or B[b] in at most
sion two. We say thatl is stableif the following conditions k transitions.
are satisfied: Hence, it suffices to prove tha[b] and all C[R;, R2] are
. Let S be a BSCC of¢, such that the type IV region 900d for(). All cases except for those where, and R, are
determined byS is non-empty ind; or As, or there is Of type Il or type IV follow almost immediately. To handle
p € S such that the type Il region determined pgo) the remaining cases, we need to develop new tools, which we

is non-empty ind; or A,. Then the trendg is non-zero Present now. We start by introducing some notation.

in both components Given a finite path or a rumw in M4 and/ € N, where
ion i ; ¢ < length(w), we denote byr!” (w), 2 (w), andp® (w)
« LetR by atype Il region in4; such thatts(i) < 0, where *¢ = tengin{w), Yoy (W), Ty (W), P (w
S is the BSCC off4 associated taR. Thenty # 0. the value of the first counter, the value of the second counter

) and the control state of the configuratiar{¢), respectively.
Note that the problem whether a given two-counter pvVA%S Further,T'(w) denotes either the leagsuch thatcgg) (w) = 0,

is stable is decidable in exponential time. Our aim is to BroV,, . if there is no such’. For everyi € N, [pv —* qu, ]
the following theorem: denotes the probability of allv € Run(pv) such that
Theorem 2. Let A = (Q,7,W) be a stable pVASS of T'(w) > i, w(i) = qu, andw(j) # qu for all 0 < j < i. By

dimension two. Then the setnf(.A) is good for(. [pv —* qu] = Y2, [pv —* qu,i] we denote the probability

. . , . . of reachin from pv before timeT. We also put
For the rest of this section, we fix a pVAS&of dimension ngqu by I pu

two a present a sequence of observations that imply Theo- . . = N .
rem[2. Fl)\lote thatd is ?10t necessarily stable, i.e., the pFr)eysented [pv =7 ¢(0,%), 1] = Z[p’u =7 a(0,k), 1]
observations are valid fogeneral two-dimensional pVASS. h=0
The stability condition is used to rule out some problematftnd oo
subcases that are not covered by these observations. [pv = ¢(0,%)] = Z[p’v —" q(0,k)].
In our constructions, we need to consider the following k=0
subsets of configurations: For a measurable functioX over the runs ofM 4, we use
o C[Ry, Ry], whereR, € Reg(A1) andR; € Reg(Az), is |, [X] to denote the expected value &F over Run(pv).
the set of allp(mi,m1) € conf(A) such thatp(mi) € The following theorems are at the very core of our analysis,
Ry andp(mz) € Ry; and represent new non-trivial quantitative bounds obtaime

« B[b], whereb € N, consists of allpy € conf(A) such designing and analyzing a suitable martingale. Proofs @n b
that for everyqu € post™(pv) we have thatu(l) <bor found in [6].

u(2) <b;

. C(S[)Cl—’\“bl A caneho], whereS C @, by, by € N, and~,~ 1heorem 3. Let S be a BSCC of¢ 4 such thats(2) < 0,
are numerical comparisons (such-asor <) consists of and letR be a type Il region ofd, determined by some state
all p(mi1,ms) € conf(A) such thap € S, m; ~ by, and of S. Then there are rationak;,by > 0 and0 < z <1
msy ~ by. Trivial constraints of the form; > 0 can be computable in polynomial space such that the following &old

omitted. For exampleCgle; = 0 A co > 6] is the set of for all p(0) € R, n € N, andi € N*:

f’:lll q(0,m) € conf(A) wherem > 6, andCs[c; < 2] Potmoy(T < oo/\argT) >i) < oap-bt
is the set of allg(n,m) € conf(A) whereq € S and '
n < 2. Moreover, if P, 0y (T < o0) = 1, then
e Zg, whereS C @, consists of allp(mi,ms) such that P
p € S and some counter is zero (i.@; = 0 ormg = 0). Epn,0) [ang)] < 17})1
o Eg[by,bs], whereS C @ and by, b2 € N, consists of L=2

all p(m1,m2) such thatp € S, some counter is zero, In particular, noneof the bounds depends on
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Theorem 4. Let S be a BSCC of¢4 such thatts(2) < 0, Theorem 6. For every BSCCS of ¥4 we have the following:

and let R be a type Il region determined by some state of | ¢ ;  is negative in some component, then every configu-
S such thatrg > 0. Then there are rationaks, b, > 0 and ration pv wherep € S is eagerly attracted byZs.

0 < 22 < 1 computable in polynomial space such that for all | ¢ poth components ofs are positive, then for every

config_urationSp.(n,O), wherep(0) € R, and all ¢ € Q, the e > 0 there is a computablé, such that for every
following holds: configurationpy wherep € S andv > (b.,b.) we have
p(n.0) = q(0,%)] < n-az- 2yt that P(Run(pv =" Zs)) < &.

In the next lemmata, we reduce the study of pattern freqesenci
Then there are rationaks, bs,ds > 0 and 0 < z3 < 1 com- for certain runs inM 4 to the study of pattern frequencies for

putable in polynomial space such that for all conﬁguration[auns in one-counter pVASS (i.e., to the results of Sedfign II

p(n,0), wherep(0) € R, and all ¢ € Q, the following holds This is possible because in each of these cases, one of

for all i > - whereH is computable in polynomial space:the counters is either bognded or irrelevant. Proofs of the
following lemmata are straightforward.

TR'

Theorem 5. Let R be a type Il region of4; such thatry < 0.

; , , ST ids ,
[p(n,0) =" q(0,%),i] < i-ag-zy"TETNE Lemma 7. For everyb € N, the setB|b] is good for().

The above theorems are use to prove that certain configgmma 8. The setC|R;, R;], whereR; or R; is a type | or
rations areeagerly attractecby certain sets of configurationsa type 111 region, is good fof).

in the following sense:
So, it remains to consider sets of the fo€R;, R»|, where

Definition 6. Let C, D C conf(A). We say thapw € C'is  the regionsR,, R, are of type Il or type IV. We start with

eagerly attractetly D if P(Run(pv — D)) = 1 and there are he simple case when the trend of the associated BSCC is
computable constanis, z € Q, £ € N, andk € N™ (possibly positive in both components.

dependent opw), wherea > 0 and0 < z < 1, such that for

everyl’ > (, the probability of visitingD from pwv in at most Lemma 9. Let C[R;, Rs] be a set such thaf?;, R, are
¢ transitions is at least —a-z V¥'. Further, we say tha€' is  regions of type Il or type IV, and the trerd of the associated
eagerly attracted byD if all configurations ofC' are eagerly BSCCS of €4 is positive in both components. TheiR, , R,]
attracted byD, and D is a finite eager attractaif D is finite iS good for(.

and post™(D) is eagerly attracted by). Proof: Let b € N be a bound such that for evepy €

Markov chains with finite eager attractors were studieebnf(A) wherep € S andv > (b,b) we have that there
in [I]. The only subtle difference is that inl[1], the problityi  €Xists a “pumpable path” of the forpw — *p(v+u) whereu
of revisiting the attractor in at most transitions is at least iS positive in both components. Note that such exists and
1 — z¢. However, all arguments of [1] are valid also for thét is computable (in fact, one can give an explicit upper tbun
sub-exponential bount-a-z V¥ adopted in Definitiofilé (note ON b in the size ofS; see, e.g.,[[3]).
that some quantitative bounds given [in [1], such as the boundBy Lemma [¥, B[b] is good for (). We show that
on K in Lemma 5.1 of [[1], need to be slightly adjusted t&”s[c1 > b A c2 > b] is good for B[b]. By our choice ofb and
accommodate the sub-exponential bound).In [1], it was showWheorenib, there i§ > 0 such thatP (Run(pv A* B[b])) > 6
that various limit properties of Markov chains with finitegea  for everypv € Csler > b A c2 > b]. Further, almost all runs of
attractors can be effectively approximated up to an ariligra Run(pv /4* B[b]) have the same pattern frequency vedigr
small absolute erroe > 0. A direct consequence of thesewhere Fs(q(x, %)) = us(q) for all ¢ € S, and Fs(a) = 0 for
results is the following: the other patterns.

. - Now we prove that C[R;,R2] is reducible to
_I?L(;?]()Dsnil;)n jadLiérlg C conf(A) be a finite eager attractor. (BB, Csle1 > b Ay > B} By Theorem(b, we obtain
9 : that for everye > 0 there is a computablé. such that

Let us also formulate one simple consequence of Thebfenfar. every configuration ofqu where u > (b.,b.) we
have thatP(Run(qu —*Z < e. Let ¢ be a semilinear

Corollary 1. For every BSCGS of ¥4 we have the following: constraintp\(/vheréqga(S) :S)) I_Zb+bs /\SOyZbers for all

« If ts is negative in some component, then every configy-c 5 and ¢(s) = false for all s € Q ~ S. Then

ration pv wherep € S is eagerly attracted bys. [¢] € Csler > bAcy > b] and for everyqu € [¢] we

o If both components ofs are positive, then for every have thatP(Run(qu— *B[b])) < e. Further, there exists

e > 0 there is a computablé. such that for every 3 computablek € N such that every configuration of

configurationpy wherep € S andv > (b:,b-) we have (C[R,, R,] can reach a configuration d@[b] U [] in at most

that P(Run(pv —*Zs)) < e. k transitions. This implies that for every > 0, there is a
gcomputable € N such that every configuration 6f[Ry, Rs]
reaches a configuration @[b] U [¢] in at most/ steps with
probability at leastl — §. [ ]

The following theorem follows from the results about on
counter pVASS presented inl[5].



To prove Theorerh]2, it suffices to show that the followingow the first phase consists of the part of the run up to the
sets of configurations are good fér where we disregard the ©,_-th configuration, and the second phase from there up
subcases ruled out by the stability condition. In particudae to the ©,-th configuration. Using Theorefd 3 and induction
to Lemma[® we can safely assume that some componenthgpothesis, we derive a bound- 2 on the probability that

ts is negative. the height of the second counter in tBg_;-th configuration
(@) C[R1,Rs], where bothR; and R, are of type II. will be at least/. Then, as above, we combine this bound with
(b) C[Ry, Ry], whereR; is of type IV andR; is of type I, the bound on the probability of reachidg[c. = 0] in ¢ steps

or R, is of type Il andR; is of type IV. from a fixed configuration oCs[c; = 0].
(¢) C[Ry, Ry, where bothR; and R, are of type IV. In order to finish the proof, we observe that the probability

The most interesting (and technically demanding) is tH reaching a configuration of’ between theo;_,-th and

following subcase of Case (a). Here we only sketch the mditi-th configuration is bounded away from zero by a com-
ideas, a full proof can be found ifl[6]. putable constant. This follows immediately from Theorem 3

which basically bounds the expected valuecgfin the ©-
Lemma 10. Let C[Ry, Ro] be a set of configurations whereth configuration. Denoting byRounds(w) the least number
Ry and R, are of type Il,t5(2) <0, 7r, <0, and7r, <0. k such thatw(©(w)) € C, we may easily show that
ThenC[Ry, R,] is good for(). Ppw(Rounds > £) < & for a computable constant< ¢ < 1.

Proof Sketch:Let C be the set of all configurations of the Finally, we combine the bound on the number of rounds
form ¢(0,m) € C[Ry, Ry satisfyingm < (a;-2"")/(1—2%), (i.e., the bound orPp, (Rounds > ()) with the bound on the
wherea,, b1, z; are the computable constants of Theofdm #ngth of each round (i.e., the bound Bp, (0 —©x—1 > £)),

We prove thatC[R;, R,] is eagerly attracted by’. This and thus obtain the desired bound on the number of steps to

immediately implies tha€ is a finite eager attractor, hence Visit C. u

is good for() by PropositiofiJL. We also immediately obtain that For the other cases (incl. Cases (b) and (c)), we show that

C|Ry, R2] is reducible to{C}, which means thaC[R;, R;] the set of configuration€ we aim to analyze is eagerly

is good for® by Lemma[b. attracted by computable semilinear sets of configurations
Let pv € C[R1, Rs]. Sincets(2) < 0 and7g, < 1, almost Ci,...,Cy, where eachC; is either good for() or good

every runw € Run(pv) eventually visits a configuration of for [J,,; C;. In all these cases, it is easy to see that the

Cs[co = 0], and, from that moment on, visits configurationgonfigurations ofC' reach a configuration OUle C; with

of both Cs[c2 = 0] and Cs[c; = 0] infinitely often. probability one, and the argument th@tis eagerlyattracted
Denote byO(w) the least/ such thatw(f) € Cs[co = 0].  |J¥_, C; is a simplified version of the proof of Lemnial10

Givenk > 1, denote byO(w) the least! > ©;_1(w) such (in some cases, the proof is substantially simpler than tiee o

that the following holds: of Lemma[ID). Therefore, in these cases we just list the sets
o If kis odd, thenw(¢) € Cg[c1 = 0]. Cy,...,Cy, and add some intuitive comments which explain
o If kis even, thenw(¢) € Cslea = 0]. possible behaviour of the runs initiated in configuratioh§’o

We use Theorenig Bl 3, aid 5 to show that there are computabl@/hen defining the aforementioned sets, ..., Cy, we

constantsi > 0 and0 < # < 1 such that for all: > 0 and all use the following computable constarfs;, B;v, Dir € N,
¢ € N we have that which are numbers (not necessarily the least ones) satisfyi

o 6 . Vi the following conditions:
P v - — Z S a- (2 . . .
v (O k-120) a-(2) « if p(0) € R, whereR is a type IV region of4; for some

Here ©_; = 0. Observe thaB, is the sum of the number i € {1,2}, thenp(0) can reach a configuration a type |
of transitions needed to visits for the first time (the first region in at mostB;y transitions.

phase) and the number of transitions need to réagh; = 0) « if p(0) € R, whereR is a type Il region ofA; such that
subsequently (the second phase). Due to Thedrbm 6, the tg(i) < 0 andrg > 0, then there is a finite pathy from
probability that the first phase takes more tifamansitions is p(0) to p(0) of length smaller thaB;; such that the total
bounded by - ¢ for some computable > 0 and0 < z < 1. L;-reward of all transitions executed in is positive.
Note that the length of the second phase depends on the value for everypv € conf(.A) and everyi € {1, 2}, if v(i) = 0,

of ¢, after the first phase. However, the probability that this v (3—i) > D;;, andp(0) € R for some type Il region

value will be larger tharf can be bounded by - z¢ as well. of A; such that eithetg(i) > 0 andts(3—i) < 0, or
Finally, assuming that the first phase ends in a configuration ts(i) < 0 andrr < 0, then there existgu € post*(pv)
q(0,m), Theorem[b gives a bound’ - (2')V=™ on the such thatu(i) > max{Byy, Brv} andu(3—i) = 0.

probability of reaching”s[c; = 0] in at least/ transitions. By The existence and computability aB;;, Bry, and Dj;

combining these bounds appropriately, we obtain the abof\gl’lows from simple observations about the transition cinee

bound on®. ) of M 4 (these constants are in fact small and their size can
Now let us conside®; — ©_; for k > 0. Let us assume be explicitly bounded irf.Af)
y

that k£ is even (the other case follows similarly). The onl
difference from the previous consideration (fé%) is that Lemma 11. For all m,n € N and a BSCCS of %4 such that
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ts is negative in some component, the &fm,n| is good configuration ofZg there is a finite path of length at mokst
for 0. to a configuration ofE[B;, By U [p1] U [¢2]. The rest of

Proof: From the definition ofEs[m, n| and Theoreni]6, the argument is even simpler than in Lemma 12. "

we immediately obtain thas[m, n] is a finite eager attractor Lemma 14. Let C[R:, R, be a set of configurations where

(even if Es[m,n] = (). Hence, the claim follows from R; and R, are of type Il,t5(2) < 0, ts(1) < 0, 7, < 0,
Propositior L. m andrg, > 0. ThenC[R, Ry] is good for{.

Now we consider the remaining subcases of Case (a). Proof: Let & — { E[B1, D11, Cs[ca=0 A c1>Bri]}. We
Lemma 12. Let C[R;, Ry] be a set of configurations whereshow thatC[RR1, R»] reducible tof similarly as in Lemma 2.
Ry, and R, are of type Il,t5(2) < 0, ts(1) > 0, and7g, > 0. u
ThenC|Ry, R,] is good forf. The case wherR, and R, are of type Il,t5(2) < 0,

ts(1) <0, 7, > 0, andrg, < 0 is symmetric to the case
Proof: Let £ = {E[B[],D[]],Cs[CQZO A\ 012311]}. considered in Lemmi_14.
Observe thatF[B;;, Dyy] is good for() by LemmalIll. We  Now we continue with Case (b)
show thatCs[ca=0 A ¢1>By;] is good for E[Byr, Drr] and
thatC|[Ry, Ry reducible to€. Hence,C[R;, Ro] is good for Lemma 15. Let C[R,, R2] be a set of configurations where

by Lemmab. R, is of type IV andR is of type Il such thats(2) < 0 and
To see thatl's[ca=0 A ¢;>By;] is good for E[By;, Dyj], Tk > 0. ThenC[Ry, Ry] is good forf).
realize that for everyw € Cs[c;=0 A e1>Bys] we have Proof: Let £ be the set consisting of2[B;s, Brv],

that almost all runs ofRun(pv) that do not visit & con- ¢ (c,—0 A ¢, >B;;], and allC[R}, Rs], whereR), is a type |

figuration of E[Bj;, D] eventually behave as if the ﬁrStregion reachable fronRz; in A;. We show thatC[R;, R,
counter did not exist, which means that the long-run beaquycible tog similarly as in previous lemmata. -
haviour of almost all of these runs is the same as the

behavior of the runs ofd, initiated in p(0) (here we also Lemma 16. Let C[R,, R, be a set of configurations where
use the defining property ab;;). Further, it follows from £%1 is of type IV andR; is of type Il such thats(2) < 0 and
the definition of B;; and Theorenil4 that there exists dr. < 0. ThenC[R:, R,] is good for(.

6 > 0 such thatP(Run(pv #* E[Bir, D11])) > 4 for every Proof: Let £ be the set consisting d[D;;, B;y] and all
pv € Cs[ca=0 A c12Byy]. C[R}, Rz], whereR/ is a type | region reachable frof; in

By Theoren(4, for every > 0 there exists a computable 4,. ThenC[R;, R,] reducible to€ and each” € £ is good
semilinear constrainp such that[¢] € Cs[co=0 A c1>Bri]  for ¢. -

and for everyqu € [¢] we have that the probability of visiting ) )
Cle1=By;] (and hence als@[B;;, D)) is bounded by. Lemma 17. Let C’[Rl,RQ] be a set of configurations where
Now let pv € C[Ry,R.] andd > 0. We need to show R; is of type Il andR; is of type IV such thats(2) < 0 and

that there is a computable € N such that the probability {s(1) > 0. ThenC[R;, R,] is good for{.

of reaching a configuration aE'[B;;, Dyr] U [¢] in at most Proof: Let £ be the set consisting of[B;y, D;] and

¢ transitions is at least — 4. Sincets(2) < 0, everypv € all C[Ry, R)], whereR), is a type | region reachable frof,
C[Ri, R] is eagerly attracted bfs. Similarly as in the proof in 4,. ThenC[R;, R,] reducible to&. Further, all elements
of Lemma[10, we show that almost every run vigits[c2=0]  of £ are good forf. m
infinitely many times, and that the probability that the Iéng  Note that the case wheRy, is of type Il andR; is of type IV
between two consecutive visits @ [c;=0] exceedd decays suych thattg(2) < 0 and¢g(1) < 0 is symmetric to the cases
sub-exponentially in/. Further, the probability of vising a covered in Lemm&15 and Lemrhal 16.

configuration of E[B;;, D] U [¢] from a configuration of  Finally, in the next lemma we consider Case (c).
Cs[c2=0] is bounded away from zero by a fixed constant.

Hence, we can argue as in the proof of Lenimh 10. m Lemma 18. Let C[R;, R2] be a set of configurations where
both R; and Rs are type IV regions, and the treng of the

Lemma 13. Let C[Ry, Rz] be a set of configurations whereassociated BSCG of ¢4 is negative in some component.
Ry and Ry are of type II,¢5(2) < 0, t5(1) < 0, 7r, > 0, ThenC[R;, Ry] is good forf.

and g, > 0. ThenC[Ry, R2] is good for(. -
TR [Fr, Rl is @ Proof: Let £ be the set consisting of[B;yv, By and

Proof: Let & be the set consiting ofE[B;s, Brl, all C[Ry,R}], C[R}, Ra], C[R}, Rb], where R} is a type |
Cslc2=0 A c1>Brg], andCs[c1=0 A c2>By;]. Clearly, each region reachable fronR; in A; (for i € {1,2}). We show
C € & is either good for() or good for the union of thatC[R;, R,] reducible to€. [ |
all sets in& \ {C} (see Lemm&a 11 and the proof of
Lemmal12). For every > 0, there are computable semilin-
ear constraintpy, g2 such thatfy,] € Cslca=0 A ¢1>Byy], In this section we give an example of 3adimensional
[p2] € Cs[e1=0 A c2>Byj] satisfying the requirements ofpVASS A such thatM 4 is strongly connected, and the
Definition[4. Note that there is & € N such that for every pattern frequency vector seems to take thevalue with

V. SOME NOTES ON THREECOUNTER PVASS
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(2.0,05P. (0.200P (0,02)P (1-1-DR machines3;, B,, Bs obtained fromA by “forgetting” the first,

the second, and the third counter, is essentially similahéo
behaviour of B, B, and B} obtained fromA’ in the same

way (for example, both i8; and B}, the second counter has a
tendency to increase and the third has a tendency to defrease
0,3,0):1 (3.0,0):1 Hence, we cannot distinguish between the behaviout ahd

A’ just by studying the “trends” in the two-counter pVASS
obtained by “forgetting” one of the counters. This indicate
that the study oB-dimensional pVASS requires different (and
perhaps more advanced) methods than those presented in this
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APPENDIXA
PROOFS OFSECTION[I

Lemma 19. Let R # () be a type Il region. Then every configurationt*(R) can reach a configuration o in at most
4|Q|? transitions.

Proof: Let R = post*(p(0)) be a type Il region. Recall thak is strongly connected. For eveiy> 0, let L; = {¢ € Q |
q(i) € post*(p(0))}. We start by showing that there is< |Q| such thatL; C L;, . for everyi € N, and ifi > |Q|?, then
L; = L;y,. Hence, the structure a® is “ultimately periodic” and the period is small.

Let 7 be the least > 0 such thatp € L;. We claim thatr < |Q|. SinceR is infinite, all L; are non-empty, and hence
there are0 < i < j < |Q| such thatL, N L; # (. Letr € L; N L;. Thenr(i) — *p(0), hence also(j) — *p(j—i), which
meansp € L;_;. Now we show thatL; C L, for everyi € N; to see this, first realize that0) — *p(7). If r € L;, then
p(0) — *r(i), and hence alsp(r) — *r(r+4). This means that(r+i) is reachable fronp(0), i.e.,r € L;;,. It remains to
prove that ifi > |Q|?, thenL; = L;,,. Clearly, there isk < |Q| such thatL;., = L(k41).-- Sincek -7 < |Q|?, it suffices
show that for every > k-7 we have thatl; O L;,,. Lets € L;,., and letr € Lg,1)... Thenr((k+1)-7) — *s(i+7), and
this finite path inevitably contains a suffix which is a finitatip from¢((k+1) - 7) to s(i+7) such thatt € L).- and the
counter is never decreased belGwt1) - 7 along this suffix. Hence, there is also a finite path friia- 7) to s(i), and since
t € L., we obtains € L;.

Now let ¢(k) € pre*(R), and letw be a path of minimal length from(k) to a configuration ofR. Suppose that the last
configuration ofw is r(m) € R.

First we show thatv cannot contain a subpath of the fotifi) — *s(j) wherei — j > |Q|. Suppose thaty contains such
a subpath. Themw also contains a subpath of the fom(n+¢7) — *v(n), wheref > 1, which can be safely removed from
w and the suffix ofw after the configuratiom(n) can be trivially adjusted so that the resulting pathleads fromg(k) to
r(m—+¢7). Sincer(m-+£7) € R (see above), we obtain a contradiction with our choicevof

Further, we prove that the counter stays bounded by3|Q|? in every configuration visited bw. Suppose the converse.
Thenw contains a subpath of the fornik+2|Q|?) — *s(k+3|Q|?). By applying the observation of the previous paragraph,
we obtain that the counter stays above- |Q|? in all configurations visited byv after t(k+2|Q|?), and abovek + 2|Q|?
in all configurations visited byv after s(k+3|Q|?). In particular, the last configuration(m) of w satisfiesm > k + 2|Q|>.
Further, the subpath(k+2|Q|?) — *s(k+3|Q|?*) must contain a subpath of the formin) — *v(n-+£7) wherel < ¢ < |Q|. If
we delete this subpath from and adjust the configurations visited afté¢n-+¢7), we obtain a pathw’ from ¢(k) to r(m—~¢7).
Sincer(m) € R, m > k + 2|Q|?, and/r < |Q|?, we obtain that(m—¢7) € R (see above). Thus, we obtain a contradiction
with our choice ofw.

To sum up,w can visit at mostt|Q|? different configurations, and hence its length cannot exdé@|>. [ |

Lemma [1 Every configuration of4 can reach a configuration of some region in at mbsfQ|* transitions.

Proof: We start with three auxiliary observations. Lg¢tbe a BSCC of6 4, and letR;(S) and R;;(S) be the unions of
all type | regions and all type Il regions determined by @k S, respectively. Further, leR;;;(S) be the type Il region
determined byS. We have the following:

(@) If Rir(S) # 0, then for allg € S and all¢ > |Q| we have thay(¢) € Rrr1(S).
(b) Let Dg be the set

(sm n pre*(RI(S))) N (R,(S) U pre*(RH(S))).

If Dg contains a configuration(¢) where? > 4|QJ3 + |Q|?, then Dy is infinite (i.e., the type IV region determined by
S is exactly Dg).
(c) If q(¢) € pre*(R;(S9)), thenq(¢) can reach a configuration d@t;(S) in at most/|Q| + 4|Q|? transitions.

Observation (a) follows by observing thatgif?) — *s(0) wherer, s € S and{ > |Q|, than the path frong(¢) to s(0) contains
a subpath of the form(i) — *t(4), where: > j. This means thagveryconfiguration ofS x N can reach a configuration with
zero counter, becausgis strongly connected.

To prove Observation (b), assume that contains a configuration(¢) where? > 4|Q|® + |Q|* and Dg is finite. Then
there is the largest’ such thatg(¢’) € Ds. Obviously,? > 4|Q[*> + |Q|>. We show thaty(¢) € pre*(R;;(S)), which is
a contradiction. Recall that every non-empty type |l regitmtermined by a control state 6fis ultimately periodic and its
periodr is bounded byQ| (see the proof of Lemnial9). Letbe the product of the periods of all non-empty type Il regions
determined by the control states 8f Thenq(¢'+x) € pre*(Rr7(S)) (otherwise, we have a contradiction with the maximality
of ¢'). Hence,q(¢'+x) can reach a configuration(m) of some type Il region in at most|Q|® transitions, which means
thatm > x + |Q|?, and the configuratiog(¢’) can reach the configuratian(m—«). By our choice ofx and the fact that
m—rk > |Q|?, we obtain thaty(m—x) belongs to the same type Il region a8n) (see the proof of Lemmial9).
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Observation (c) is obtained in two steps. We show that

(A) q(¢) can reach (some) configuration with zero counter in at M@t + |Q|? transitions;
(B) if s(0) — *t(0) wheres, t € S, thens(0) can reacht(0) in at most|Q|* + |Q)| transitions.

Note that Observation (c) follows immediately from (A) ari®).(To prove (A), we distinguish two possibilities. If theiea
decreasing cycle, i.e., a path of length less th@ahof the formt(i) — *t(j) wherej < i, theng¢(¢) needs at mosfQ| — 1
transitions to reach a configuration with zero counter or @figaration¢(¢ 4+ ¢) wherec < |Q|. In the second case, at most
(C+c)(|Ql —1) < Q|+ |QJ* — |Q| transitions are needed to reach a configuration with zermteodrom¢(¢ + c), and
henceg(¢) can reach a configuration with zero counter in at nf@{ + |Q|? transitions. If there is no decreasing cycle, then
q(¢) can still reach a configuration with zero counter (becan(ge € pre*(R;(S))), and hence there is a path of minimal
length fromg(¢) to a configuration with zero counter. It follows easily thithe length of this path exceed$?)|, thenw
either contains a decreasing cycle or can be shortened.

To prove part (B), consider a path of minimal length froms(0) to ¢(0). One can easily show that the counter value must
be bounded byQ|? alongw, becausev could be shortened otherwise. Henaecan visit at mostQ|? + |Q| configuration,
which means that its length is bounded [I63® + |Q.

Now we can finish the proof of Lemnia 1. Lptk) be a configuration ofd. If p(k) € pre*(R) for some type Il regiorR,
thenp(k) can reachR in at most4|Q|? transitions by Lemm&19. Otherwise, let us first considerctige whem (k) — *¢(i)
for some configuratior(i) wherei > |Q|. Then such &(i) is reachable fronp(k) in at most|Q|? transitions. Furthert(i)
can reach a configuratior(j), wherer € S for some BSCCS of %4, in at most|Q| transitions. Ifr(j) € R;(S), we are
done. Otherwise, if-(j) can reach a configuration d®;;;(S), then such a configuration is reachable fro(j) in at most
|Q|? transitions (here we use Observation (a)). Otherwigg) € Dgs. If j > 4]|Q|® + |Q|?, then Dg is the type IV region
determined byS by Observation (b) and we are donejlk 4|Q|3 + |Q|?, thenr(j) can reach a configuration @t;(S) in at
most9|Q|* transitions by Observation (c). Henggk) can reach a configuration of some region in at mds$€)|* transitions.

It remains to consider the case whefk) cannot reach a configuratiatii) such thati > |Q|. Then the total number of
configurations reachable frop(k) is bounded byQ|?. Each of these configurations is reachable in at m@st transitions,
and some of them must belong to a type | or a type Ill region. [ ]

Before proving the next lemmata, we need to introduce somation. For all configurationg(k) and ¢(¢), we use
Run(p(k) = *q(¢)) to denote the set of allv € Run(p(k)) that visit ¢(¢). We also useRun(p(k),T) to denote the set
of all w € Run(p(k)) such that the counter stays positive in some suffixvpfand Run(p(k),1Ts), whereS is a BSCC of
%4, to denote thosew € Run(p(k),1) which visit a configuration with control state ifl. For all p,q € Q, we use[plq] to
denote the probability of allv € Run(p(1)) that visit¢(0) and the counter stays positive in all configurations preagthis
visit. Finally, we use[pt] to denotel — quQ[piq].

Lemma [3 Let p(k) be a configuration ofA and Z a zone ofA. ThenF 4 is well defined for almost allv € Run(p(k), Z),
and there existd' : Pat 4 — R such thatF4(w) = F for almost allw € Run(p(k), Z). Further, for every rationak > 0,
there is a vectorH{ : Pat 4 — Q computable in time polynomial ih4| and || such thatH (q«) approximatesF'(ga) up to
the relative errore for everyga € Pat 4.

Proof: For every BSCCS of %4, we define a vectoFs : Pat4 — Q as follows: Fs(¢(0)) = 0 for all ¢ € Q,
Fs(q(x))=0forall g€ Q~\ S, andFgs(q(x)) = us(q) for all ¢ € S (recall thatugs is the invariant distribution of). Note
that Fs is a rational vector that can be computed in time polynonmiglA|.

Let Z be a zone ofA. If Z = (), then the claim follows trivially (according to the definitis adopted in Sectidn] IE' can
be chosen arbitrarily, and we can plit= F). Now let Z be a non-empty zone. We proceed by considering possiblesform
of Z.

Let us first assume thaf = R, whereR is a type | region. TherR can be seen as a strongly connected Markov chain
with at most|Q|? vertices (see the remarks before Lenimh 19), and the condsppinvariant distribution:z is computable
in time polynomial in|.A|. Hence, for almost allv € Run(p(k), R) we have thatF 4 (w) = Fr, whereFr(q(0)) = pur(q(0))
for all ¢(0) € R, Fr(q(0)) = 0 for all ¢(0) ¢ R, and Fr(q(x)) = > yerp=0 Lr(q(k)) for all ¢ € Q (the empty sum is
equal to0).

If Z = R whereR is a type lll region determined by a BSCE of €4 such thatts < 0, then the actual counter value
does not influence the limit behaviour of runs stayingiinwhich means thaf’4(w) = Fg for almost allw € Run(p(k), R).

If Z=R(S)UR1(S)URv(S), whereS is a BSCC ofg4 such thatts > 0, then almost all runs oRun(p(k), Z))
arediverging i.e., for every/ € N and almost every € Run(p(k), Z)) there existsn € N such that the counter value is at
least? in every configurationv(m') wherem' > m. ConsequentlyF 4 (w) = Fs for almost allw € Run(p(k), Z).

If Z = R;1(S), whereS is a BSCC of#4 such thatts = 0, then the configurations of with zero counter are visited
infinitely often by almost all runs oRun(p(k), Z), but the expected number of transitions between two cotigsecuisits
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to such configurations is infinite (se€ [5]). In other wordssjts to configurations with zero counter have zero frequdnc
almost all runs ofRun(p(k), Z). ConsequentlyF.4(w) = Fg for almost allw € Run(p(k), Z).

Finally, consider the case wheri = R, where R is a type Il region determined by € S where S is a BSCC 0of%4
satisfyingts < 0. Let Dg be a finite-state Markov chain where the set of verticegqis| j € {0,1},¢(j) € R} and the
transitions are defined as follows:

e qo>r;in Dg iff ¢(0) > r(j) in M4 (wherej € {0,1});

e q1 =19 in Dy iff z = [glr] > 0.

Note that the sum of the probabilities of all outgoing tréinsis of every vertex; of Dg is equal to one, because almost all
runs of Runq,(g(1)) visit a configuration with zero counter (se€ [5]). Also ndtattDg is strongly connected. For every
transition of the formg; — rg in Dg, we define the following conditional expectations:

o E[L | ¢1 — 9], theconditional expected lengif a path fromg(1) to »(0) in M 4, under the condition that(1) reaches
7(0) via a path where the counter stays positive in all configonatiexcept for the last one;

o E[#; | ¢1 — ro], the conditional expected number of visits to configurationdwibntrol states € .S along a path from
q(1) tor(0) in M_4 (where the visit tor(0) does not count), under the condition tly@t) reaches(0) via a path where
the counter stays positive in all configurations except fier last one.

Let up, be the invariant distribution dDg. Then

E[Ll= Y pps(w)+ >, wpsler) -z E[L|q — o

q0inDs q1>19inDg

is the average number of transitions between two consecutsits to configurationg(:), »(j) of R, wherei+ j < 1, in a
run initiated in a configuration oR. Similarly,

Els]= Y pos(a) -z El# | a1 — o]

q1 i>r0imDs

is the average number of visits to a configuration with cdrétate s between two consecutive visits to configuratiaris),
r(j) of R, wherei + j < 1, in a run initiated in a configuration aR (the visit tor(j) does not count). Now we define a
vector Fp, : Pat 4 — R as follows:
Fp.(q(0)) =0 for all ¢(0) € R,
Fp.(q(x)) = 0 for all ¢(x) such thatR does not contain any configuration matchif(g),
Fpg(q(0)) = pps(q0)/E[L] for all ¢(0) € R,
Fp.(q(x)) = E[g]/E[L] for all ¢(x) such thatR contains a configuration matchingsx).
By applying strong ergodic theorem (see, elg.] [20]), waiobthat F 4 (w) = Fp, for almost allw € Run(p(k), R).

Since the transition probabilities @s may take irrational values, the numbers involved in the dedmof Fp, cannot be
computed precisely. By Theorem 3.2 (B.b.1) lof [5], we havet thoth E[L | g1 — ro] and E[#; | ¢1 — ro] are bounded by

a = 85000|Q|6/(xif]|”@‘3 -t%), wherez,,;, is the least transition probability 0f1 4. Note that|a| is polynomial in |.A4].
Using this bound, a simple error propagation analysis fievisat if the transition probabilities dbg, all components of the
invariant distributionup,, and the conditional expectatiods|L | g1 — o], E[#s | ¢1 — o] are computed up to a relative
errore/(42 - |Q|? - «), then the relative error of every component in the approtéd’s, is bounded bye. By [21], the
transition probabilities ofDg can be approximated up to an arbitrarily small positivetiedaerror in polynomial time. The
values of the conditional expectations can be efficientlgrapimated by applying the results ofl [5] (ihl[5], the resuétre
formulated just forE[L | g1 — o], but their extension t&E[#, | ¢1 — 7o] is trivial). The invariant distributionupg can be
efficiently approximated by, e.g., applying the result[df (8ee also[[B] for a more comprehensive overview) which shgs

if the transition matrixMpg of Dg is approximated by, then|lups — pup || < o - [[Mps — Mp [, whereup is the
invariant distribution ofM1, . and
0= % - max { max;; M }

J mj;

Herem,;, i # j, is the mean first passage time from state statej, andm;; is the mean return time to staje where all
3
of these values are considered ffy .. Since the least transition probability s is at Ieastrlfﬁ‘n (see [12]) andDg has at
4
most2|Q)| states, we have that;; andm;; are bounded b§2|Q|/:c2|Q| . This means that every componentaf, is bounded

°, i min

by xﬂﬁ' /2|Q] from below, andp is bounded bWQVlﬂi‘ﬁ from above. Hence, it suffices to approximate the transition
4

probabilities ofDg up to the absolute err(m:ﬂg| /(168|Q|°«) and compute the invariant distribution for the approxirdate

transition matrixA/z . [
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Lemma [Al Let p(k) be a configuration of4A. Then almost every run initiated in(k) eventually stays in precisely one zone
of A. Further, for every zon& and every rationak > 0, there is aP € Q computable in time polynomial ih4|, |¢|, and
k such thatP approximatesP(Run(p(k), Z)) up to the relative errok.

Proof: First, observe that every region is a part of some zone, ¢xoepon-empty type IV regions determined by BSCCs
of ¥4 with negative trend. IfR is such a type IV region and the associated BSCC whetg < 0, then almost all runs
initiated in a configuration of? visit a configuration with zero counter infinitely often. Gaguently, almost all runs initiated
in a configuration ofR visit a type | region, which means th@&(p(k), R) = 0. Thus, by applying Lemmil 2, we obtain that
almost every run initiated ip(k) eventually stays in precisely one zone. 4f

Let Z be a zone ofd. We proceed by considering possible formszf

« Let Z = R, whereR is a type | region determined by a control statdNote that the problem whethé&t = () is decidable
in time polynomial in|A|. If R = 0, thenP(Run(p(k),Z)) = 0 and we are done. Otherwis®(Run(p(k),Z)) =
P(Run(p(k) = *q(0))).

« Let Z = R whereR is a type lll region determined by a BSCE of €4 such thatts < 0. ThenP(Run(p(k), Z)) =
P(Run(p(k),1s)) (note that the equality holds evenii = ().

o Let Z = Ry (S) U Rrr1(S) U Rrv(S), whereS is a BSCC of€4 such thatts > 0. Then P(Run(p(k), Z)) =
P(Run(p(k), 1s))-

e« Z = Ry;(S), whereS is a BSCC of¢’4 such thatts = 0. If the type Ill region determined by is non-empty (which
can be checked in time polynomial jod|, then R;;(S) = 0 and we are done. Otherwise, every configuratiorsof N
can reach a configuration with zero counter. ketC S x S be a binary relation such that— ¢ iff s(0) —¢(0) in M 4.
Note that— is computable in time polynomial ifi4|. Hence, we can also efficiently compute the BSCCg.%f— ),
and determine akon-trivial BSCCsK of (S, <) such that for some (and hence allg K we have thapost*(¢(0)) is
infinite. Each non-trivial BSCCs ofS, —) corresponds to a type Il region determined by a control stht€, and vice
versa. Let us fix some control stajg € K for each non-trivial BSCQX, and letKC be the set of all non-trivial BSCCs
of (S,). ThenP(Run(p(k), Z)) = >_ e P(Run(p(k) — *qx (0))).

o Let Z = R, whereR is a type |l region determined by < S whereS is a BSCC ofé¢’4 such thatts < 0. If ¢ belongs
to a non-trivial BSCC of(S, <) (see the previous item), theR(Run(p(k), Z)) = P(Run(p(k) — *q(0))). Otherwise,
P(Run(p(k),Z)) = 0.

Hence, it suffices to show how to efficiently approxim®eRun (p(k), 1)) andP(Run(p(k) — *¢(0))) where we may further
assume thaP (Run(r(£) — *q(0))) = 1 for everyr(¢) € post*(q(0)). In the following we assume thét= 1 and we prove
that these probabilities can be approximated up to a relaivore > 0 in time polynomial in|.A| and |e| (for & > 1, we
simply introducek — 1 fresh control states that are used to increase the couwntarifito k).

Let us fixg € @ such thatP(Run(r(¢) — *q(0))) = 1 for everyr(¢) € post*(q(0)). Hence, ifp(1) € post*(¢(0)) then
P(Run(p(l) —*¢q(0))) = 1, and if p(1) & pre*(q(0)) then P(Run(p(1) — *¢(0))) = 0. Now assumep(1) € pre*(g(0)) ~
post*(g(0)). We construct a finite-state Markov chafly where the set of vertices consists of aJl wherej € {0,1} and
r(j) € pre*(q(0)) \ post*(¢(0)), and two fresh verticegood, bad. The outgoing transitions of a vertex are determined as
follows:

. 79> s; iff s; is a vertex of, andr(0) = s(j) in My;

e 70 good iff = > 0 is the total probability of all transitions(0) % s(j) in M 4 such thats(j) € post*(q(0));

« 79— bad iff x > 0 is the total probability of all transitions(0) % s(j) in M 4 such thats(j) & pre*(q(0));

e 71550 iff 5o is a vertex of§, andz = [rls] > 0

o 71 good iff z = 2 s(0)epost=(q(0)) [T48] > 0;

o« 15 blad iff z = [rlT] + 2 s(0)gpre=(q(0)) [T48] > 0;

e good = good, bad = bad.

It follows directly from the construction of,, that P(Run(p(1) — *¢(0))) is equal to the probability of reachingod from
p1 in &;. Note that&, is an absorbing finite-state Markov chain with two absorbiegtices good and bad. Let E, be the
other (transient) vertices &f,, and letU : E, — R be the unique vector such thé&t, is the probability of reachingood
from v in &,. ThenU is the unique solution of the system= Az + C, where A is the |E,| x | E,| transition matrix for the
transient part o, and C, is the probability of the transitiom — good in &, (if there is no such transition, thefl, = 0).
This system can be rewritten to the standard f@im- A)z = C. Note that(I — A)~! (i.e., thefundamental matrixof &£,)
satisfies||(I — A)~!| < max,cg, m,, wherem, is the mean time of reaching an absorbing state frorSince every vertex

of E, can reachyood in at most2|Q)| transitions and the probability of each of these transgtienat least:!“ (see [12]),

‘3
min

we obtain thatm, is bounded by2|Q|/xQ‘Q‘4. Since || — A|| < 1, we obtain that thecondition numberof 7 — A4, i.e,,

min

T — Al - I(f — A~ is bounded by2|Q|/:zc,[2n‘f’fl‘4L from above. By applying the standard result of numericalyeis (see,
e.g., [16]), we obtain that if the coefficients dfandC are approximated so that the resulting mattixand vectorC’ satisfy
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A — A/ — A < e /81Q) and |C — C'J/IC] < ex? 2 /8|Q)], then the unique solutio” of (I — A')z = C
satisfies||U — U’||/||U|| < e. Since suchd’ andC’ are computable in time polynomial ipd| and|e| [21], [5], we are done.

Now let S be a BSCC ofé 4. First, realize that if we change every rule «, s) € ~, wherer belongs to a BSCC of
¢ different from S, to (r, —1,s), then the resulting pVASSA" satisfiesP(Runaq, (p(1),T5)) = P(Runp,, (p(1),7)).
To simplify our notation, we directly assume tHaf Run(p(1),ts)) = P(Run(p(1),1)), and we show how to approximate
P(Run(p(1),1)). Let Diverge be the set of all configurationg1) such thaty € @ and[gt] > 0. If p(1) & pre*(Diverge),
we have thatP(Run(p(1),1)) = 0. Otherwise, we construct a finite-state Markov ch&@imvhere the set of vertices consists
of all r; wherej € {0,1} andr(j) € pre*(Diverge), and two fresh verticegood, bad. The transitions ofj are determined
as follows:

o 19> s; iff s; is a vertex ofG andr(0) % s(j) in M4;

e 7o~ bad iff x > 0 is the total probability of all transitions(0) % s(j) in M 4 such thats(j) & pre*(Diverge);

o 71550 iff s is a vertex ofG andz = [rls] > 0;

e 71 good iff x=[rt]>0;

o« 1 blad iff @ =2 0)gpre (Diverge)[T45] > 0;

e good — good, bad — bad.
It is easy to check thaP(Run(p(1),7)) is equal to the probability of reachingod from p; in G. The rest of the argument

is the same as above, the only difference is that now we algdognthe el -3/(7000 - |Q|?) lower bound on positive

probability of the form[r1], wheret is the trend ofS (see Theorem 4.8 inm[g]]). [ ]
APPENDIX B
PROOFS OFSECTION[V]

The whole AppendixB is devoted to proofs of the followingetartheorems.

Theorem [3 Let S be a BSCC ofg4 such thattg(2) < 0. Moreover, letR be any type-Il region o4, determined by some
state ofS. Then there arei;,b; € R- and z; € (0,1) computable in polynomial space such that the following &dtt all
p € S such thatp(0) € R, all n € N, and alli € N*:

Pp(n,0) (T < oA xéT) >1) < ap- zi’l'i
Moreover, if £, o) < oo, then it holds
ay - 23

bll
1—2

T
Ep(n.0) (wé )) <
In particular, neitherof the bounds depends en

Theorem [4 Let S be any BSCC o%4 such thatts(2) < 0. Furthermore, letR be any type Il region of4d, determined by
some state of and satisfyingrr > 0. Then there are numbers;, b, > 0 and0 < 2z < 1 computable in space bounded by
a polynomial in|.A| such that for all configurationg(n, 0), wherep(0) belongs toR, the following holds:

n-bg

p(1,0) =" q(0.] < az- 3

Theorem [3 Let R be any type Il region ofd, such thatrrg < 0. Then there are numbeiss, b3, d3 > 0 and 0 < 23 < 1,
computable in space bounded by a polynomia).itj, such that for all configurations(n, 0), wherep(0) belongs toR, and

all ¢ € Q the following holds: |
[p(n,0) =* (0,%),i] < i-ag-zy"TREFE

for all 7 > f—;; where H is a computable constant.

We use the following additional notation: we denote Byn(pv —* qu,i) the set of all runsw € Run(pv) such that
T(w) >4, w(i) = qu, and for all0 < j < ¢ we havew(j) # qu. Note that the probability oRun(pv —* qu, i) is exactly the
numberpv —* qu, 7.

A. Martingale Techniques

In this subsection we use the techniques of martingale yhieoprove several technical lemmas that are crucial for the
analysis of those sets of configuratiofi§R,, R2] such thatR, is a type Il region in which the corresponding counter has a
tendency to decrease.

To this end, fix a regiorR of A, whose type is Il and which is determined by some S, whereS satisfiests(2) < 0.

We use the stochastic proce@a(")};’io defined in [7] as follows: for every € N we put

O {xﬁ” —rr L+ g(@)p?] if 2 > 0forall0< <, 0

m=1 otherwise.
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(Hereg is a suitable function, defined precisely In [7], assigningnerical weights to configurations 012.3 In other words,
the valuem(®) (w) of the ¢-th configuration of a runw is obtained by adding the value of the first counztg (w) to the value
of the second countaréz) (w) weighted by the functiog and by subtracting times the trendx.

In [7] we defined the functiog in such a fay that the proce$m(")};';o satisfies several important properties: First of all, it
is amartingale[22], which intuitively means that the expected value of i configuration is always equal to the observed
value of the(¢ — 1)-th configuration, even if we are given the knowledge of valogall configurations up to th& — 1)-th
step.

A second crucial observations proved in [7] is that growsenar less linearly Withz:y).

Lemma 20 ([7]). There is a numbe€' > 0 computable in space bounded by a polynomial.4j such that for allp € @
andn > 1 it holds |g(0)[p]| < C and |g(n)[p]| < C - n.

However, to apply powerful tools of martingale theory, swshthe Azuma’s inequality, we need to show tl@m“>};’;0
has bounded-differencedThis is covered in the following lemma, whose proof combirseveral facts shown ifl[7] with
rather involved techniques from the theory of stochastidrices. For better readability, we prove this lemma sepérdn
Appendix[B-H.

Lemma 21. There is a bound3 > 1 computable in in space bounded by a polynomialitj such thatim(*+?) —m©)| < B
for every/ € N.
The power of martingale techniques is illustrated in théofeing lemma, which will be handy in the proof of Theoréin 3.

Lemma 22. Let R be a type Il region ofd, determined by somg € S, where S is a BSCC of# 4 such thatts(2) < 0.

Moreover, letp(n,0) be any configuration such tha{0) € R. Denote byRepeat the set of all runsv such thatw(0) = w(7)

for some positivé such thatdB?/7% < i < T(w). Then
Pop(n,0)(Repeat) <

IV ol ~

Proof: For any runw € Repeat let T Repeat(w) be the smallest
T Repeat(w) < T'(w)). We have

4B?%/7% such thatw(i) = w(0) (for suchw we have

Pp(n,0)(Repeat) = Z Ppn,0)(Repeat N T Repeat = 1) (2)
i=[4B2/72]

Now any runw initiated in p(n,0) satisfiesm?) (w) = n + g(0)[p]. Similarly, any runw € Run(p(n,0)) N Repeat that
satisfiesT Repeat(w) = i satisfiesm®) (w) = n + g(0)[p] — i - Tr. Hence,

Pp(n,0)(Repeat AT Repeat = i) < Pp(n,o)(|m(i) — m(0)| >1i-|tRr|). 3)
From Azuma’s inequality we get
- . —73 .42 —7% i
Py =) 2 - al) < 2o (GEE) = 2o ()
Combining this with [[B) and{2) we get
P (Repeat) < i 2 exp <_T]2% : z) < 2
p(n,o) - X 2 - 7'2
i=[4B2/72] 2B exp ([4%21 “opz) - (1 —exp (—73/2B?))
< 2 < 1
T e (1-3%)

|
The following lemma, which is crucial for the proof of Thears[4 andb, is also proved using Azuma’s inequality.

Lemma 23. Let R be a type Il region ofd, determined by somp € S, where S is a BSCC of¢4 such thatts(2) < 0.
Then there ared’,b',0"” € R and ¢’ € (0,1) such that for allp,q € Q, wherep(0) € R, and alli,n,n’ € N satisfying
i>(2-(C+1)-n')/|rr| the following holds: If eitherrr > 0, or —7g - 5 > n, then

[p(n,0) =" q(0,1),i] < a’ - (/)oY

Moreover,a’, b, b”, ¢’ are effectively computable in polynomial space.
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Proof: Denotev = (n,0) andu = (0,n’). For better readability, we denote bythe numberrg, whereR is the region
of A, containingp(0). Let w € Run(pv —* qu,i). Then

(m® —m)(w) = 2 (w) — 7 i + g (25 (w)) p? (w)]
— 2t (w) + 70— g(28” (w)) [p® (w)]
= —7i+g(n')[q] —n —g(0)[p]
=g(n")[q] — g(0)[p] — n — 7i.
Thus,
v = qu,i] < P(m® —m = g(n')[g] — g(0)[p] —n — 7i).

Note that ifi < n, then[pv —* qu, i = 0. Assumei > n. Sincei > (2- (C' + 1) -n')/|7| > (2 |g(n’)[q] — g(0O)[p]|)/|7], we
have

l9n")al ~ 9O)] < Il @

Thus, denotingZ = g(n')[q] — g(0)[p], the following holds:
o If 7 <0, then from [#) we haveZ > 7 and thusZ — 74 > 0. Hence,

v = qu,i] < PmD —m® > _n— T%) (5)

o If 7> 0, then from [#) we haveZ < |7|4 = 7%, and thusZ — 7% < 0. Hence,

v =% qu,i] < PmYD —m® < —n— T%) (6)

Now we apply the Azuma’s inequality. First consider- 0. Then, by Azuma'’s inequality, for afl it holds

P~ < -7y <20

(For the last inequality we used the fact thdf/4 < 1.) Combining this inequality with({6) we obtain

2

-7
* . < .
[pv =" qu,i] < 2exp <—SB (i + n7)>

2

It is now easy to compute’, v’,b", ¢’ from the statement of the lemma: it suffices to plut= 2, ¢/ = 1/2 andd’ = b" = &5,

wherez is a number, computable in polynomial space, such thatz > 0 (z can be computed in polynomial space since
can be encoded in Tarski's algebra).

Now considerr < 0. To apply Azuma’s inequality in this case, we need to assdmé—h% > n. Then, as above,

- 2
Pm®» —m® > —p — 7'3) < 2exp L nr—il
- 2 - 2B 4 ’

and combining this with[{5) yields

[pv —* ] < 2e ! A
JC) qu,i] < xp (5 | —nT —iyg )

Numbersa’, b, b", ¢’ can be now easily computed (we pit= 1/2B andb” = 22 /8B, wherex is as above). [ ]
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B. Proof of Theorerhl3

Fix a regionR of A, that satisfies the assumptions of Theofdm 3.

For the purpose of this proof we define the valtigv) also for finite pathsv: we putT(w) = inf{i | 0 <14 < length(w) A
:céi) = 0}. Given a finite path or a rum, we denote byLVisit(w) the largest numbek such thatrgk) (w) = 0 and for all
0<i<kwe have:cgz) (w) > 0 (if there are infinitely many such, which is possible only iflength(w) = T'(w) = oo, we
put LVisit(w) = oo). Further, forw such thatLVisit(w) € N we let Last(w) be the configuratiom (LVisit(w)). Finally, for
a finite path or a runv and a configuratiogu we denote by# ., (w) the number of occurrences g& on w beforezeroing
the first counter. Formally, we put

#ou(w) = HieN|0<i<T(w)Awi)=qu}l|
We have
Pp(n,O) (T < 00 AN xéT) > ’L) = Z Z ’Pp(n)o) (T < 00 A :céT) >4 A Last = q(k, O))
qeQ k=1
= Zzzppno)T<oo/\ar(T)>z/\Last*q(kO)/\#qko)—m) (7
qEQ k=1m=1
Now denote by:. fl’,’j the eventl’ < oo A :véT) > i A Last = q(k,0) A #4(,0) = m. It holds
Afl’f,? = U U Run(w - w').
we€ FPath(p(n,0)) w’ € Run(q(k,0))
#aq(k,0=m T(w')<oo
w(length(w))=q(k,0) (T)(u/)>1

/\']T(llu) 1 (J)(w/)>0

(Herew - w’ = w(0),w(1),...,w(length(w) — 1), w’(0),w’(1),....) It follows that

Py (A7) = 3 Py (Run(w)) - ( 3 Pyn0) (Run(w')) )
w€ FPath(p(n,0)) w’€ Run(q(k,0))
#a(k,0)=M T(w')<oco
w(length(w))=q(k,0) (T)(u/)>1
/\T(11v )—1 (J)( V>0
T-1
T ' .
= Ppn0) Fatvo) = M) Poooy (T < 00 Al > in A\ 2§ > 0). (8)

j=1

Note that every runv initiated in ¢(k,0) that satisfiesz:QT (w) > i and /\7 1 :c27)( ) > 0 must have a prefix of length at
leasti + k£ such that for every) < j <i+ k we have:v(”(w) > 0. It follows that
T-1
Paeo)(T < oo Aad >in N\ o >0) < Pyo(L >i+k). 9)
j=1
Here P,y (L > i+ k) is measured ind, and L assigns to a given rum of A, either the least > 0 such that the counter is
zero ink-th step ofw, or co if there is no suctk (intuitively, L(w) is the number of steps in which (re)visits a configuration

with zero counter value for the first time).
By [5) Section 3.1], we can compute, in polynomial time, a bem: such that

' 2dz+k
Puoy(L>i+k) < 1+42]z|/|t2(s)| +1Q| —
whered = exp( — %) € (0,1). Using this knowledge, we can easily compute, in polynortirak, numbers
a,b € Rsp, andc € (0, 1) such that _
Pao)(L=i+k) < a-0FR.
Plugging this into[(P),[(8) and17) we get
Ppn,0)(T < o0 A ZCgT) >i) < Z Z a- k). ( Z Ppn,0) (Fqk,0) > m)) (10)
qeEQ k=1 m=1
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We now turn our attention to bounding,,, o) (#4(x,0) > m). From Lemmd 2R it follows that for any € N it holds

Ppn,0) Fq(h0) = 4hB?[73) < 27"
From this it follows that

432 i 832
Z Pon,0)Fqk,0) = m) < Z - =
m=t Th Az R
Plugging this bound intd{10) we get
T ) (4 832 832 p
Pano<oona’ 2 < TS a0 2B~ g oz
TR TR

qeQ k=1
and from this form the numbeus , b1, ¢; in the statement of Theoreh 3 can be easily computed.
Finally, whenP,,, o)(T < o0) =1, we have

b1
. aj - C
Epn,0) (IgT)) ZP (n,0) (T ) >i) < Zm . 01{1 = !

i>1 i>1

C. Proof of Theorerhl4
We start with a simple corollary of the facts that we provedssoThe corollary will be also useful in the proof of Theor@n

Corollary 2. Let R be a type Il region of4, determined by somg € S, whereS is a BSCC of¢4 such thatts(2) < 0.
Moreover, letp(n,0) be any configuration ofd such thatp(0) € R. Denotek = % whereC' is as in Lemm&20. Then
for arbitrary ¢ € N such that eitheti > 2 - n/|7g| or 7z < 0 it holds

[p(na O) —" Q(Oa *)7 Z] <i- k-a- (C/)HITR.b,Jri.k.b” + L ! C?blv’ca

1—cl
1
wherea’,b’,b", ¢ are as in Lemm& 23 and, by, c; are as in Theorerh] 3.
Proof: We have
i li-k] i
[p(n,0) =% q(0,%),i] = Y [p(n,0) =" q(0,n),i] = Y [p(n,0) =" q(0,n),i]+ > [p(n,0) = q(0,n),i]
n’=0 n'= n'=li-k+1]
< ik-d- (Cl)n-TR'b/+i'b// + Z [p(n’ 0) —* (0, n/)’ z] < ik-d- (c/)n-TR-b/+i»k»b" + Z a - Clil i
n'=li-k+1] n'=|i-k+1]
. n-Tr-b +i-k-b"’ a1 i
< icked - ()TRUFERD +—1—cb1 ok,
1

Here the first inequality on the second line follows from Leai#8 (note that any’ < i - k satisfiesi > (2(C + 1)n’)/|7r|,
so the assumptions of this Lemma are satisfied), while thensemequality follows from Theorefd 3.
We now proceed with the proof of Theoréth 4. Singe> 0, from Corollary[2 we get
[p(1,0) =" q(0,%),i] <i-k-a’- () + T Bk
—
But then

[p(n,0) =" q(0, %)) Z[pn0—>q(0*)]

i=n

n-k-a (c’)"'k'b// ay bk
(1= ()72 (1-dn)-a-eh)
The numbersis, bs, 22 in TheorenT# can be straightforwardly computed from thisriwbu
D. Proof of Theorenl5 fots(2) < 0

In this subsection we prove Theoréin 5 under the assumptadritie regionR is determined by some € S, whereS is a
BSCC of €4 with t5(2) < 0. The case When)SQ > 0 is handled separately in the next subsection.

We putas = 2 - max{k - a’,a;/(1 — ")}, by = ¥/, Z3 = max{c/,¢;} andds = k - min{b”,b;}. From Corollary(2 it
immediately follows that

[p(n,0) —»* q(0,%),i] < i-dy - () Tt

whenever; > - 2" . From this, the numbersgs, b3, z3 in the statement of the theorem can be easily.
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E. Proof of Theorerhl5 fots(2) > 0

Intuitively, if the second counter starts high enough ag2) > 0, then the probability of reaching zero in the second
counter is negligibly small, and hence we may basically ignihe value of the second counter. We obtain a one counter
pVASS, preserving the behaviour of the first counter, on twhie may easily bound time to zeroing this counter using the
previous results.

Within this subsection we often operate with several prdiligineasures within a single expression. To differemtibeétween
them, we denote b3 the probability measure associated to a pVASS

In the proof we use some known results on one counter pVASBBUge a one counter pVASS and I8tbe a BSCC of
% such thatts # 0. As shown in the proof of Lemma 5.6 inl[5] (see also Proposifioin [4]) one can compute, in time
polynomial in the size of3, a boundhs € N and numbersis > 0,cg € (0, 1) such that for all configurations(k), where
p € 5, all statesq of B, and alli > hg - k it holds

P;?(k) (Run(p(k) —* ¢(0), z)) <ag - cgi. (12)

Another crucial tool from the world of one-counter pVASS lie tlivergence gap theorefs, Theorem 4.8], which bounds

a positive non-termination probability away from zero. Ttheorem states that for any BSCLof B with ts > 0 there is a
numberds € (0,1) computable in polynomial time such that for everg S for which the probability of avoiding zero when
starting inp(1) is positive it holds

> Py (Run(p(1) =" ¢(0))) < 1—ds.

q€Q
In [7] we proved that for anys with ¢tg > 0 there is¢ € N such that for every € S the probability of avoiding zero counter
from p(¢) is positive. Now if R is in a type Il region of3 determined by some € S, then from every configuratiop € S
such thatg(|S|) € R there is a zero-avoiding path fron{|.S|) to somer(¢), so the probability of avoiding zero from(|S|)
is also positive. From this it follows that for any(k) € R, wherek > |S|, it holds

> PEL (Run(p(k) =" q(0))) < (1 —ds)* 19,
q€Q

Both of the above results on one-counter pVASS were orilyimabved using a suitable martinga{eén¥) } y—o... We will
need this martingale in this subsection as well, to proveesadditional auxiliary results. The proce@‘ﬁ(f)};ﬁo can be seen
as the one-counter analogue of the (substantially more loonfwo-counter martingaleém(f)},ji":0 which was defined in one
of the previous sections. Formally, let us fix a one-counk$5 B and a BSCCS of éi. We define a stochastic process
{m®}22, on runs of B by putting, for everyl € N,

w0 — 2 —tgt+2(p®) if 29 > 0forall0< <,
o m otherwise,

wherez is a suitable function assigning numerical weights to stateS. It was shown in[[5] that one can compute, in time
polynomial in size off3, a functionz such that

e max, qcs |2(p) — 2(¢)| < hg, and

« the stochastic proces{sﬁ(z)}gio is a martingale whenever the initial state belongs$to

Now fix a two counter pVAS$A and leta, ¢, andh be the maximaks andcg andhg, respectively, among all BSCC$
of A; and . As. Note thata, ¢, andh can be computed in time polynomial in the size 4f

Lemma 24. Let R be a region ofA; satisfying the assumptions of Theoidm 5 whose correspgBHCCS satisfiess(2) > 0.
Then there are numbersy, by > 0, ¢4 € (0,1) computable in polynomial time such that for everg S with p(0) € R, every
n € N, everyi > max{2hn, 4|S|}, and everyk > i/8 it holds
[p(nv k) —" q(Ov *)a 7’/2] <ag- (64)i.b4
Proof: Note that

i/2
[p(n, k) =" q(0,%),i/2] < Pat) (Run(p(n) = q(0),i/2)) + Y Y Pei (Run(p(k) =" r(0),7)).  (12)
req j=0
This is because the set of runs initiatedzifn, k) that visits a configuration with zero value in the second teubefore
reaching zero in the first counter has the same probabilith@sorresponding set of those runs4f initiated inp(n) whose
accumulated payoff (i.e. the change of the second countahw encoded in labels ofl;) does not drop below-k before
a configuration with a zero counter is reached. We will bouathlsummands il (12) separately.
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For the first summand, the discussion at the beginning ofsihissection shows that
Pty (Run(p(n) =" (0),i/2)) <a-¢% <a- &b, (13)
For the second summand we use the divergence gap theoremh®ea We have
i/2

SN P (Run(p(k) —" r(0),5)) < > P (Run(p(k) »" r(0)) < (1-0)MIS < (1-4)5. (14)

reqQ j=0 req
(The last two inequalities follow from our lower bounds oand k.) Combining [(I#), [(113), and (12) we can easily compute
the numbersuy, by, ¢4 from the statement of the lemma. [ |

Now starting inp(n,0) and assuming thats(2) > 0, we may easily show that the second counter quickly grows thiigh
probability.
Lemma 25. Let R be a region ofA; satisfying the assumptions of Theoidm 5 whose correspgBHCCS satisfiess(2) > 0.
Then there are numbets;, b5 > 0, c5 € (0,1) computable in polynomial time such that for everg S with p(0) € R, every

n €N, everyi > 16 (y)*, and everyk < g it holds

Pp(n o) (T = i/2\ Over <i/4) < a5 - c\[b

Proof:
For a runw € Run(p(n,0) — (* k)) we denote by
e Ti(w) the smalles? such thatcc )( )=k,
o Over(w) the largest < Ty (w) such thatr Z)( ) =1,
COver(w) the configurationu( Over(w)),
#q(m) the cardinality of the sefl € N | £ < Ty (w) Aw(l) = q(m)}.
We have

[p(n,0) =" r(x,k),i/2] < P(nO)( Tr =i/2 A\ Over < i/4)+ (nO)( T, =1i/2 A Over > i/4). (15)

To prove the lemma it suffices to give tail bounds on both sundsan [15).
Let us start with the second summand. Denotedbthe set of all runsv € Run(p(n,0) —* r(x, k)) such that

« there are at mos{/i/4 indexes? < Tj(w) such that the second counter is equaltm w(¢).
« w contains a sub-path’(0), ..., w’ (£) with the following properties:

—i/2>0>\/iJA—-1,
— the second counter is equal to 14ri(0) andw’(¢),
— the second counter is positive in all configurationsuéf
Note that the last item in the definition of is implied by the previous items. Next, denote Bythe set of all runaw €
Run(p(n,0) —* r(x,k)) such that there are at leagti/4 indexes¢ < T}, (w) such that the second counter is equabtm
w(f). Then
PA (0,0 (T = i/2 A Over > i/4) < P4 (n,0)(4) + ,P;;%n.,o)(B)-

Again, it suffices to give tail bounds for both summands onrtgbt-side of the previous equation.

First we focus on the probability od. Let w be any run initiated in some configuratig(l) of A;, hereg € S, such that the
least for which w(¢) has a zero counter satisfiés> (v/i/2) — 1. Thenm®) (w) — m(® (w) < —£-t5(2) + max, ges |2(p) —
2(q)| < —0-t5(2) + h < £ - t5(2), the last inequality following from our assumption that 16 - (; (2)) . Using this fact
and Azuma’s inequality we get that

,szn 0)(A) = ﬁ "2 1/22 exp <_ ; h ) < (a’) . (c’)ﬁ~b'7
- i t=[/i/4-1] 8((ts(2))? + h+1)

for suitable polynomially computable numbersd’ > 0, ¢’ € (0,1).

Now we turn our attention td3. SinceR is a type Il region, from every configuratiaf{0) of A, that is reachable from
p(0) there is a finite path of length at mdgp|? ending in a configuration of the forr{|.S|), from which the probability of
zeroing the counter is at mos$t— 5, as argued above. Hence, denoting, the minimal non-zero transition probability in
€4, We get

~ \/; - 1
Pfén,o)(A) < ((1 o |eQP? ) (1 _ 5))\_‘Q‘2_¢1J < o (C//)\ﬁ.b 7

p pmln
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for suitable polynomially computable numbers, b’ > 0, ¢’ € (0,1).
Now we go back to[{I5) and bound the numbéfén 0)(Tk = i/2 A Over < i/4). We can easily show, using similar
arguments as in the proof of Theorel 3, that
n+i/2 /2 i/4
p(n 0) Z Z Z ZP n,0)(Te = 5 /\x(l/z) =k A Over = oA COver = q(j, 1) A #435,1) = m)
qu] n— 7,/2771 10=0
i/2 n+i/2 i/4 i—o

gZPnO)(#q71)>m (Z Z ZP771)Tk———0/\x22 0) k/\/\x(f) )
m=1

q€Q j=n—i/2 0=0

n+i/2 /4 l—o
) o
52 Z qu(Jl)Tk—__0A$22 ) k/\/\.I'Q >0)
q€Q j=n—i/2 0=0 /=1
denote byX
Any runw € X satisfiesii(: ) — m(® < k— (£ —o0) ts(2) + h < k— (4 —0) - t5(2). Fork < g s this number is

< (£ —0) - ts(2), and hence we can use the Azuma’s inequality to get

n+i/2 /4

p(nO) _22 Z Z /// (i—o)b”"’

q€Q j=n—i/2 0=0

for suitable polynomially computable numbér§ > 0, ¢/ € (0,1). Hence,

q€Q j=n—i/2

For suitable polynomially computable numbef¥’, b > 0, ¢’ € (0,1). The numberss, bs, ¢s can now be computed in
polynomial time using the tail bounds given within this pfoo [ ]
Now we finish the proof of Theorefd 5. We have Lt= max{2h,4|S], 16( ) }. Then for alli > H - n it holds

n+i/2

[p(n,0) = q(0,%),i] =Y > > [p(n,0) =" r(L,k),i/2[r(C, k) =" q(0,%),i/2]

k<i reQ t=n—i/2
and thus, by Lemm@a 25,

i/8 i/2 n+i/2

[p(n,0) =* ¢(0,%),7] < Za Vi + Z Z Z (n,0) =" r(l,k),i/2][r(l, k) =" q(0,%),i/2]

k=i/8 T€Q t=n—i/2
But by Lemmd 2}, fork > i/8 we have that
[r(£, k) =" q(0,%),/2] < as - (ca)™™
This together with the previous equation gives us
p(,0) " (0, #),1] < £ -V g (en)
The numbersis, b3, z3 can now be straightforwardly computed using the above iakigu

F. Proof of Lemm&_10

Let C be the set of all configurations of the forq0, m) € C[R;, R] satisfyingm < - Cl whereay, by, c; come from
Theoren{B. As explained in SectibnllV, Lemifnd 10 is an immedéansequence of the followmg

Proposition 2 (The Attractor) ConsiderC|[R;, R2] where bothR; and R, are of type Il. Assume that(2) < 0, ts(1) # 0,
Tr, < 0 and7g, < 0. ThenC[Ry, Rs] is eagerly attracted ta'.

Given a configuratiopv and a setd of configurations we denote byv —* A, > i] the probability that a run that starting
in pv visits A in at leasti steps and does not visit between the first and the last step.
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Given a runw, we denote byl (w), Tz (w), andTi2(w) the leastk such thatw(k) € Csle; = 0], w(k) € Cs|ea = 0], and
w(k) € Zg = Csler = 0] U Cglee = 0], respectively.
The following lemma reformulates results of Theorem 3, Tead4, and Theorem 5 in a bit weaker but more transparent

way.
Lemma 26. Let us fixpp € C[R;, Rs]. There are effectively computable numbers- 0 and0 < b < 1 (depending orpv)
such that the following holds:

1) For all £ € N we have
v =* Zs,> ] < a-b

2) For all ¢/ € N we have
’va(:chlz) + a:éT“) >0 < a-bt

3) Forall g € @, m € Nand/ > m we have
lg(m, 0) =" Csler = 0], > (]

IA
S
S

T
3

and

IA
S|
S

T
3

[¢(0,m) =" Cslez = 0], > ¢
4) Forall g € @, m e Nand/ € N we have
Pamoy(@s 2 0) < a-tf
5) For all ¢ € @, m € N we have the following:
a) If tg(1) < 0, then for all¢ € N we have
Paomy (@™ >0 < a-bf
b) If ts(1) > 0, then for all¢ > m we have
Py(0,m) ($§T2) >0 < a- pvi-m

Let w be a run starting inw. Denote by®,(w) the least! such thatw(¢) € Cs[ca = 0]. Givenk > 1, denote byO(w)
the least! > O;_(w) such that the following holds

o If kis odd, thenw(¢) € Cg[e; = 0].
o If k is even, thenu({) € Cglca = 0].

Lemma 27. There are effectively computable numbeérs 0 and0 < b < 1 such that for allk > 0 and all ¢ € N we have
POk — 011 26) < a-(B)Y

Proof: We distinguish two cases =0 andk > 0.
Case©,: Note that

Pw(©0>0) < [pv—* Zg,> /2] + Ppo(a{™?) + 2{12) > 1/4)

2/4
+3°3 Poad™ =map™ = q) - [g(m,0) +* Cslez = 0], > £/2]
geQ m=1
0/4
< a- bl/? +a- bl/4 + Z Z va(Ing) — m/\p(Tl) _ q) ca- b\/l/me
qeQ m=1
< 3.q-bVi4

which can easily be rewritten to the desired form.
Case©y: If eithertg(1) < 0, or k is odd, then using LemnfaR7 2., 4., 5. a), and induction one @aajty prove that

P+ a2 < 0

(Intuitively, whenever we start in(m, 0), then we reackCs[c; = 0] with probability one and by LemniaR7 4., the probability
that the height of the second counter at the time is at ledstoounded by - b* (independently ofr). The same holds for

configurations;(0, m) sincets(1) < 0.)
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Now assume thats(1) > 0 and thatk > 2 is even. Note that

2/2
Pr(@s™ 20 < Pu@™ ™ 2 /24303 Pray™ ™ =m Ap©) = ) Po,my (@™ 2 )
qeQ m=1
£/2
< bE/Q + Z Z ,va @t 1) p(@t,l) _ q) .a- b\/ffm
qgeQ m=1
< 2-a-bV ¢/2
< a - (b/)\/i

for suitablea’ > 0 and0 < i < 1 that are effectively computable and satigfyb"* < o’ - (b’)ﬂ.
So forarbitrary ts(1) # 0 andk > 1 we have that

Pw(@™ + 2™ >0) < o - ()Y

Now using the same argument as g, we obtain fork odd,

e/2
Po(Ok = Ok12£) < Pp(@t™ ™ = /2)+ 3 3 P(at™ ™ =m Ap©1) = g) - [g(m, 0) =" Cslez = 0],> 4
geQ m=1
2/2
< a - (bl)€/2 + Z Z ,va(x;@t—l) —m /\p(Gt,l) _ q) ca - (b/) l—m
qe@Q m=1
< a - (b/),/Z/Q
which can easily be rewritten into the desired form. Eogven the argument is similar with counters switched. [ ]

Now let us finish the proof of Propositiéi 2. Let be a run starting ipv. Denote byRounds(w) the least numbek > 0
such thatw (T (w)) € C. Denote by~ Termy, the set of all runsv starting inpv satisfyingw (0 (w)) ¢ C. We write ~Term <,
to denote the set of all runs starting inpv satisfyingw(0;(w)) ¢ C for all 0 < j < k. Finally, we denote by Term the
set ofall runs thatdo notvisit C' before visiting a configuration af's[c; = 0] \ C.

It follows from TheoreniB that there is an effectively conghile constan® < ¢ < 1 (independent ob(1)) such that for
all g € @ and allm € N we have

Pyim,0)(mTerm) < ¢

For all £ > 1 odd holds
Ppw (= Termy A —~Term<y,) = Z Z Pow 9k DR, /\p(g"’l) =g A -Termi A —Term<y)

q€Q meN
= Z Z ’va(:vggk’l) =mAp®1) =g —Termc<y) - Ppy(—Termy | :vge’“’l) =mAp®r-1) =g A —Term<y)
q€Q meN
= Z Z 'va(xgek—l) =m /\p(Qk—l) =g A -Termcg) ',Pq(m,O)(ﬁTeTm)
qe@Q meN
< Z Z ,va(xg@kfl) =m /\p(@k—l) =qA ﬁTerm<;€) e
qge@ meN

= Pp(—Termey) - €
For all kK > 1 even holds
Ppo(—Termi A ~Termer) < Ppo(-Termey)

Now since—Term .y, = —Termy_y N —~Termj_, We obtain, by induction, tha®,, (Rounds > k) < (&)(LVE)/2=1 Thus
for all - > N we have

[Vi]

[pv —* C,>i] < P(Tours > |Vi +Z'P (O — Op_1 > [Vi))
=1

< (@(L\HJ)/Z L4V ( )L Vil
which proves thapv is eagerly attracted t@'.



G. Geometric Sums of Stochastic Matrices

For the proof of Lemm&21 in AppendixBIH we will need a genéeaima on geometric sums of stochastic matrices, see
Lemmal 29 below. For the proof of Lemrpal29 we use a couplingraegu on finite-state Markov chains. As a preparation we
first prove the following lemma on finite-state Markov chains

Lemma 28. Consider a finite-state Markov chain on a s@tof states with|@Q| = n. Let y,,;, denote the smallest nonzero
transition probability in the chain. Lep € @ be any state and C @) any subset of). Define the random variabl& on runs
starting inp by

_Jk if the run hits a state inS for the first time after exactly: steps
undefined if the run never hits a state i .

We haveP(T > k) < 2 for all k > n, wherec := exp(—y",,/n). Moreover, if P(T < o) = 1, then we have
ET <5n/yr.., we we write€ for the expectation with respect ®.

Proof: If y...n, = 1 then all states that are visited are visited after at most 1 steps and henc®(T > n) = 0.
Assumey,.;, < 1 in the following. Since for each state the sum of the prolitésl of the outgoing edges is we must have
ymin < 1/2. Call crashthe event of, within the firsk. — 1 steps, either hitting> or some state: € @ from which S is not
reachable. The probability of a crash is at legf,, > y7,,, regardless of the starting state. et n. For the event where
T > k, a crash has to be avoided at lea5tl | times; i.e.,

P(T > k) < (1 -yl 1)

As [kl > Al 9>k _ 1 we have

n—1 n—

=

P(T>k) < # : ((1 - y%m)””)k <2 ((1 - y%m)””)k
k

k
1 1
=2 exp (— log(1 — y%m)) < 2-exp <— : (—y%m)> =2-c".
n n
Moreover, if P(T' < co) = 1, we have:

ET:iP(TZk)

k=1

o0
<n+ Z 20k

k=0

2

=n

1- exp(_ynmin/n)

4 .

<nt asexp(—yp,, /n) < 1 - L

[ |
Now we are ready to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 29. Let G € [0,1]9*% be a stochastic matrix with only one BSCC. kgt,;, denote the smallest nonzero entry

of G. Letr € R? be a vector. Defingf(n) := Z?:’Ol G'r for all n € N. For any vectorv € R? let us definefv| ;5 =

maxy, p,eq [v[p1] — vlp2]|. Then we havéf (n)] 5 < C ||, for all n € N, whereC := 10/Q|/y!7.

Proof: Let x € R, and definer,. :=r + x1. Note that|r |, » = |r[ . SinceG is stochastic, we have for all € N:
= Inkl+ f(n)] gy = |f (W) gigy

n—1

>

=0 diff diff

So in the following we can assume without loss of generahtt > 0 andr[p] = 0 for somep € @, so that we have:

Il g = lIrl (16)

n—1
nkl + Z G'r
i=0
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Consider the finite-state Markov chain @p induced byG. Let p1,p2 € @ be arbitrary states We define random runs

X(O) X( ) . and XQO),XQ(I), ... in the Markov chain, WItth ),X() e @ forall i € N, andX =p andX = po,
and
PXT =¢|xW=p) = Glpg forallieN and an
P =q 1 x{? =p) = Glpq forallieN.

We write A3, X for the sequenceSXl(i))i and (Xéi))i in the following. Forq € Q we regardr[g] as a “reward” incurred
when the chain is in statg¢. For eachn € N we define a random variablg, (n), the “accumulated reward before timé:

n—1
= ZT[X( )

=0
We defineRz(n) similarly, replacingXl(i) by Xg(i). Writing £ for expectation, we have for all € N:
ERi(n) = f(n)[p1] and ERz(n) = f(n)[ps] (18)

We now refine the definition ai’; and X> by coupling them as follows. Let € @ be a state from the only BSCC d6f. Let
T1,T5 € N so that:

Ty := min{i € N | Xl(i) =s}
T5 := min{i € N | Xz(i) = s}

Note thatTy, T exist almost surely. We now require frofd , X5 that for eachi € N we have:
o ifthereisj € N with i — j =T, > T1, thenX%@ = X%(Tﬁ?);
o if there isj € N with i — j = T} > T, thenXll) = X2T2”).
In words: if X} reaches first, then as soof, also reaches, it mimics the behavior of’; after it had reached, symmetrically,
if Xy reaches first, thenx; mimics x> in a similar way; if they reach at the same time, their behavior is henceforth identical.

Note that althought;, X5 are not independent, Equations](17) aind (18) remain vadidhay did not require independence.
By the coupling we have:

Rl(Tl + n) — Rl(Tl) = RQ(TQ + TL) — RQ(TQ) foralln e N
Let T} < T5. Then it follows for alln € N:

Rl(Tl =+ n) — RQ(Tl + n) = RQ(TQ =+ n) — RQ(TQ) =+ Rl(Tl) — RQ(Tl =+ n)
< (T2 = T)lrll + Tullrll < (71 + T2)|Ir]

Let now T, < Ty. Then we similarly have for alh € N:

Rl(Tl + TL) - RQ(Tl + n) =Ry (Tg + TL) - RQ(TQ) + Rl(Tl) - RQ(Tl + TL)
< By (Th) < Tl

So in any caseT; < T, or Ty < T1) we have:

Ry (n) — Ry (n) < (Tl + T2)|||r||| foralln e N (19)
We have:
f(n)[p1] = f(n)[p2] = ER1(n) — ER2(n) by (18)
=& (Ri(n) — Ra(n)) by linearity of expectation
< |Irl(ETy + ET) by (19)
< 10[rllQl/yy, by Lemmal2B
= 101rl 4 1Q1/ i by (Z6)
The statement follows, gs,, p> were chosen arbitrarily. [ ]
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H. Bounded Differences

We are going to prove Lemnial?1, stating that the martingafieetd in (1) has bounded differences. Recall that we have
fixed a regionR of 4, whose type is Il and which is determined by some S, whereS satisfiests(2) < 0. Let us recall
from [7] the definition of the functiory : N — R* referred to in[(IL). A certain vectgy(0) € R® was defined in[]7], and
since the matrix4 in [7] is stochastic, we can assugé) > 0. Usingg(0) as base case, we define the functgonN — R*
inductively as follows:

gin+1)=r, +Gg(n) for all n € N, (20)

wherer; € R¥ was defined in[[7], ands € R°* denotes the matrix such thét[g, 7] is the probability that starting from
q(1) the configuration(0) is visited before visiting any configuratiari(0) for any r’ # r. Sincets(2) < 0, the matrixG is
stochastic, i.e.(G1 = 1. We prove:

Lemma 30. Matrix G has only one BSCC.

Proof: Forp,q € S andk € Z we write p LN q if there is a path indy from p(n) to ¢(n + k) for somen > 0. Observe
that there isk < 0 with p LN q if and only if there is a nonempty path in the graph@®@ffrom p to q.
Letp € S andq € B, whereB C S is a BSCC ofG. We need to show that is reachable fronp in the graph ofG. Let
k € Z with p LN q. Sinceq is in the BSCCB of G, we haveq EN q for some/ < 0. By combining the two paths, we get
D LAEN g and, by pumping the second pajh,’”—ag) q for all @ > 0. So by choosing: large enough we get = ¢ for some
m < 0. Hence there is a nonempty path in the graptGofrom p to g. [ ]

Lemma 31. Let g4, > 0 S0 that0 < g(0) < gmazl. Letrpe, > 1 such that|r || < 7pqe.. Letznin be the smallest nonzero
probability in the description of4;. Then

M — O] < 242G, +30(S|r e /LS for everyl € N.

min

Proof: By (20), using straightforward induction, we obtain for all> 0:

n—1
gn) =G" g(0) +> G (21)
~—~ i—o ~—
<Ggmazl <rmazl

Since G is stochastic, it follows for alk > 0:

lg(n +1) —g(m)ll < 1G"'g(0) = G"g(O)ll + IG" Tl < gmaz + Fmaa (22)

For a vectorr € R® let us define

CIPEs max lv[p] —vlq]|

Observe that for any,v € R® we havelu +v| ;5 < [u] ;5 +[v] 5, Let C be the constant from Lemnial29 for the maifix
We have for alln > 0:

n—1
|9(”)|dsz < |Gng(0)|diff + Z G'ry by 1)
=0 diff
< Gmaz + Clry] 4 by Lemmag 29 and 30
< 9maz +2CTmaz as |’r¢|diﬁ' < 27maz (23)

Recall from [1) thatn(© = 2\ — 70 + g (25”)[p¥)] for all £ € N. Hence we have:
D —m O] < 247 — 27+ |
+ o) ) = g (") 0|
<114 g ()] g (o) 4V
o) V]~ g (2”) ]
<2 o) o) + o),

<24 2gmazr + (2C + 1) Tona by (22) and [(2B)
<3C
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5]®

We haveC := 1O|S|/y7|fl!n, wherey,,;, is the smallest nonzero entry 6f. By [11, Corollary 6] we havey,,;, > z... , SO
we haveC' < 10|S|/:zzlfi|n. Hence:
|m<é+1) - m(é)| <24 20maz + 30|S’|rm,w/9clfi‘:iL
[ |

Now we can prove Lemma21.
Lemma [21 There is a bound3 > 1 computable in polynomial space such thai‘+1) — m(9)| < B for every/ € N.

Proof: This follows from Lemm&3]1, as the vectgf)) andr , as defined in[7], can easily be expressed in the existential
theory of the reals. [ ]
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