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Abstract. w-languages are becoming more and more relevant nowadays whe
most applications are “ever-running”. Recent literatum@jnly under the moti-
vation of widening the application of model checking tecjuds, extended the
analysis of these languages from the simple regular oneartous classes of
languages with “visible syntax structure”, such as visiplishdown languages
(VPLs). Operator precedence languages (OPLs), instead,anginally defined
to support deterministic parsing and, though seeminglglated, exhibit inter-
esting relations with these classes of languages: OPlc$lginclude VPLs, en-
joy all relevant closure properties and have been chaiaeteby a suitable au-
tomata family and a logic notation.

In this paper we introduce operator precedenekanguagesOPLS), investi-
gating various acceptance criteria and their closure ptigge Whereas some
properties are natural extensions of those holding forleedanguages, others
required novel investigation techniques. Applicatiorented examples show the
gain in expressiveness and verifiabilitffered bywOPLs w.r.t. smaller classes.

Keywords: w-languages, Operator precedence languages, Push-doswnadat
Closure properties, Infinite-state model checking.

1 Introduction

Languages of infinite strings, i.e-languages, have been introduced to model nonter-
minating processes; thus they are becoming more and m@wearglnowadays when
most applications are “ever-running”, often in a distrémlienvironment. The pioneer-
ing work by Biichi and others investigated their main algébproperties in the con-
text of finite state machines, pointing out commonalitied differences w.r.t. the finite
length counterpart [4,16].

More recent literature, mainly under the motivation of widwey the application of
model checking techniques to language classes as wide siblppsxtended this analy-
sis to various classes of languages with “visible structuie, languages whose syntax
structure is immediately visible in their strings: paresgis languages, tree languages,
visibly pushdown languages (VPLS) [1] are examples of sl@$ses.

Operator precedence languages, instead, were defined Yy iRlthe 1960s with
the original motivation of supporting deterministic paigi which is trivial for visible
structure languages but is crucial for general contexd-faeguages such as program-
ming languages [7], where structure is often left impligtg( in arithmetic expres-
sions). Recently, these seemingly unrelated classes gtitayes have been shown to
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share most major features; precisely OPLs strictly incMBes and enjoy all the same
closure properties [6]. This observation motivated chigréming OPLs in terms of a
suitable automata family [10] and in terms of a logic nota{ibl], which was missing
in previous literature.

In this paper we further the investigation of OPLs propertie the case of infi-
nite strings, i.e., we introduce and study operator precegte-languagesqOPLS). As
for other families, we consider various acceptance catehieir mutual expressiveness
relations, and their closure properties. Not surprisingyne properties are natural ex-
tensions of those holding for, say, regular languages orsyRihereas others required
different and novel investigation techniques essentially dubd more general man-
aging of the stack. These closures and the decidability ®fetinptiness problem are
a necessary step towards the possibility of performing itefistate model checking.
Simple application-oriented examples show the considegdin in expressiveness and
verifiability offered bywOPLs w.r.t. previous classes.

The paper is organized as follows. The next section providsi concepts on oper-
ator precedence languages of finite-length words and oratipearecedence automata
able to recognize them. Sectidn 3 defines operator prece@eemata which can deal
with infinite strings, analyzing various classical acceptaconditions fokw-abstract
machines. Sectio] 4 proves the closure properties they emja typical operations
on w-languages and shows also that the emptiness problem daddeifor these for-
malisms. Finally, Sectionl 5 draws some conclusions.

2 Preliminaries

Operator precedence languad€s|[6,7] have been charactéri'erms of both a gener-
ative formalism (operator precedence grammars, OPGs)rmed@valent operational
one (operator precedence automata, OPAs, named Floyd atatomFAs in [[10]), but
in this paper we consider the latter, as it is better suitedddel and verify nonterminat-
ing computations of systems. We first recall the basic nmtahd definition of operator
precedence automata able to recognize words of finite leagthresented ifn [10].

Let2 be an alphabet. The empty string is denateBetween the symbols of the al-
phabet three types of operator precedence (OP) binarjor$atan holdyieldsprece-
dence,equalin precedence anthkesprecedence, denoted = and > respectively.
Notice that= is not necessarily an equivalence relation, arahd> are not necessarily
strict partial orders. We use a special symbol # naf ito mark the beginning and the
end of any string. This is consistent with the typical opergtarsing technique that
requires the lookback and lookahead of one character tondigte the next action to
perform [8]. The initial # can only yield precedence, andentsymbols can only take
precedence on the ending #.

Definition 1. An operator precedence matii@PM) M over an alphabel' is a|> U
{#)| x |2 U {#}] array that with each ordered paifa, b) associates the set MM of OP
relations holding between a and b. M is conflict-fr§efia,b € 2, Mgy < 1. We call
(2, M) an operator precedence alphabet if M is a conflict-free OPMLon

Between two OPM#$; andM,, we define set inclusion and union:
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M; € Mz if Va,b: (M1)ap S (M2)ab, M = M1UM; if Ya,b : Map = (M1)apU(M2)ab

If Map = {0}, witho € {<, =, >} ,we writeaob. Foru,v € 2* we writeuo vif u= xa
andv = by with a o b. Two matrices areompatibleif their union is conflict-free. A
matrix iscompletdf it contains no empty case.

In the following we assume tha is =-acyclic which meansthat; = ¢, = --- =
Ck = ¢, does not hold for angy, ¢y, ..., ck e 2, k> 1.

Definition 2. A nondeterministic operator precedence automgi?A) is a tupleA =
(Z,M,Q,1,F,6) where:

— (2, M) is an operator precedence alphabet,

— Qs a set of states (disjoint froxy),

— | € Qis aset of initial states,

— F c Qis a set of final states,

- §:Qx(ZUQ) — 2Vis the transition function.

The transition function can be seen as the union of two disfanctions:
(5push:Q><2_>2Q 6flush:QXQ_>2Q

An OPA can be represented by a graph witlas the set of vertices au Q as the
set of edge labels: there is an edge from sfdtestatep labeled bya € X if and only if
p € Spusi0, &) and there is an edge from staj¢o statep labeled byr € Q if and only
if p € drusn(0, r). To distinguish flush transitions from push transitionsdemote the
former ones by a double arrow.

To define the semantics of the automaton, we introduce somad¢iora We use let-
tersp,q, pi, g, . .. for states inQ and we set” = {& | a € 2}; symbols in2” are called
markedsymbols.

LetI' be ¢ U X U {#}) x Q; we denote symbols i as fa ], [& ], or [# q],
respectively. We sesymbof[a q]) = symbo([a’ q]) = a, symbof[# q]) = #, and
statd[a q]) = statd[a’ q]) = statd[# q]) = g. Given a string8 = B;B;... B, with
B; € I', we setstatdg) = statdB,).

A configurationis any pairC = (8, w), whereg = B1B,...B, € I'*, symbo(B;) =
#, andw = a1a,...am € 2*#. A configuration represents both the contehtsf the
stack and the part of input still to process.

A computation (run) of the automaton is a finite sequence ofes@ + C;; there
are three kinds of moves, depending on the precedenceorelagitweernsymbo(B,)
anday:

push move:if symbo{B;) = a; thenCy = (B[a1 ], @z...am), with q € dpusHStates), ay);
mark move: if symbo(B,)< a; thenCy = (B[ay" ], @z...am), with g € JpusH{Statép), a);
flush move:if symbo(B,) > a; then leti the greatest index such theymbo{B;) € 2’

(such index always exists). Th&h = (B1B;...Bi_3[symbo(Bi_1) q] , a1@z...an),
with g € §usn(stateBy), statdBi_1)).
Push and mark moves both push the input symbol on the top stdlog, together

with the new state computed Id.sny such moves dier only in the marking of the
symbol on top of the stack. The flush move is more complex:yh&sls on the top of
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the stack are removed until the first marked symbadlgded, and the state of the next
symbol below them in the stack is updateddy,sn according to the pair of states that
delimit the portion of the stack to be removed; notice thahis move the input symbol
is not consumed and it remains available for the following/eno

Finally, we say that a configuration ] is startingif q, € | and a configuration
[# ge] is acceptindf g € F. The language accepted by the automaton is defined as:

L) = {X I al, X F ([# 6] L .0 < 1.0k € F.

Remark 1.The assumption on the-acyclicity has been introduced in previous liter-
ature [6,10] to prevent the construction of operator preoed grammars with un-
bounded length of production’s right hand sides (r.h.)r€pondingly, in presence of
=-cycles of an OPM, an OPA could be compelled to an unboundwaltgrof the stack
before applying a flush move. The-acyclicity hypothesis could be replaced by the
weaker restriction of production’s r.h.s. of bounded léngtgrammars and a bounded
number of consecutive push moves in automata, or could bevedrat all by allow-
ing such unbounded forms of grammars — e.g. with regularesgions as r.h.s.— and
automata. In this paper we accept a minimal loss of geneﬁmmver and assume the
simplifying assumption of-acyclicity.

An OPA isdeterministiovhenl is a singleton andpus{g, &) anddnausn(d, p) have at
most one element, for evegyp € Q anda e ~.

An operator precedence transduceain be defined in the usual way as a tuple
.M, Q,I,F, 0,6, wherex, M, Q, |, F are defined as in Definitiodn Z) is a finite
set of output symbols, the transition functiérand the output function are defined
by (6,n7) : Qx (U Q) » Pe(Q x O), wherePr denotes the set of finite subsets of
(Q x O%), and(d, n) can be seen as the union of two disjoint functio@gusn 77pusk :
Qx 2 — Pe(Q x O%) and(Sfush, Miush) - Q x Q = Pr(Q x OY).

A configurationof the transducer is denotéd , w) | z, whereC = (3, w) is
the configuration of the underlying OPA and the string afteepresents the output of
the automaton in the configuration. The transition relatignaturally extended from
OPAs, concatenating the output symbol produced at each mitlvéhose generated in
the previous moves. Theansductionr : 1* — Pg(O*) generated by is defined by

T(X)={Z|<[#q|], X ler (#ae]. #lzqel.gee F}

Example 1.As an introductory example, consider a language of queries @atabase
expressed in relational algebra. We consider a subset sdictd operators (union, in-
tersection, selectionr, projectionsz and natural joinx<). Just like mathematical oper-
ators, the relational operators have precedences betivean tinary operators and
n have highest priority, next highest is thmtltiplicative’ operators, lowest are the
“additive’ operatorsu andn.

Denote ag the set of tables of the database and, for the sake of sitypl&ti E be
a set of conditions for the unary operators. The OPA depictddgure[1 accepts the

3 An example language that cannot be generated with-anyclic OPM is the following £ =
{a"(bd)" | n> 0} U {b"(ca)" | n> 0} U {c"(ab)" | n > O}
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language of queries without parentheses on the alptiabetu {», U, N} U {07, 71} X E,
where we use letterd, B, R. .. for elements inT and we writeoep for a pair ¢, expi
of selection with conditiorexpr (similarly for projectionsex,). The same figure also
shows an accepting computation on inpuy B »a C >q mexpD.

Notice that the sentences of this language show the samewstlas arithmetic
expressions with prioritized operators and without pdresés, which cannot be repre-
sented by VPAs due to the particular shape of their OPM [6].

{[# o] » AU B »d C 4 ey DH)
b, U, N E{Z qO}[A’ 01] , U E > g > ﬂexprBZ;

(o1 » U B L eyl
@ ([# qu][V’ Qo] s B C ”exprD#>
([# qu][V qo][ B’ a1] s > C ﬂexprD#>
O expr Texpr Co, 01 (# ][V ai] > >t C >4 ey DH)
(# qu][V" au][> o] s C ”exprD#>
([# qu[V au][> Qo][C a1] s > ﬂexprD#>
R Ton oo MU0 F (14 gy o ] , 4 Torp D)
(# qu][V" qu][>< au][><’ o] > ”exprD#>
Too< == 7277 (Haqu[V dul= [ dollmexpt ol : D#)
ﬂ:pr : : z Z z z i ([# ][V qu][>< ][> do][7rexpr Gol[D’ Chu] & #)
Ul « < <55s ([# qu][V" au][><" au][><" do][7expr’ ) , #)
Nle « < <55s ([# qu][V" au][>< cul[>< aul , #
4 e 2 < cx<n ([# ][V au][ 0] , #)
([# ][V a1l , #)
([# aul , #)

Fig. 1: Automaton, precedence matrix and example of contipatéor language of Ex-
amplel.

Let (X, M) be a precedence alphabet.

Definition 3. A simple chains a word @a;a; . . . anan.1, Written as(®aja, . . . a,21),
such that: 3,81 € 2 U{#}, g € 2 foreveryi: 1 < i < n, Mgga,, # 0, and
Go<a =a...ap-1 = ap > an41.

A composed chairs a word @Xpa; X182 . . . 8nXnan:1, Where(®azay ... a,>1) is a
simple chain, and either;x ¢ or (3 x%+) is a chain (simple or composed), for every
i 1 0<i<n.Suchacomposed chain will be written{@sga; x1az . . . anXp®+1).

A word w over(X, M) is compatiblewith M iff a) for each pair of letters ,
consecutive in w, M # 0, and b) for each factor (substring) x @fv# such that
X = 8pXoA1X182... 8nXndns1 Where @ <a; = ap...85-1 = a, > an1 and, for every
0 <i < n, either x = & or (3 x#+1) is a chain (simple or composed) M., # 0.

Definition 4. Let A be an operator precedence automatonsupportfor the simple
chain{®aja;...a,>) is any path inA of the form

a a an %o
— Qo— g — ... — 01 — On = Ons1 ()

Notice that the label of the last (and only) flush is exactlyig. the first state of the
path; this flush is executed because of relations a; and g, > an,1.
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A support for the composed chafaxpa; X1az . . . anX,®*1) is any path inA of the form
ao X o, & X, @ an X ., %
— o~ — 0~ — ... = O~ 0, = Chn1 (2)
where, foreveryi0<i <n:

—if x; # &, then— o] 5 g is a support for the chai®x#1), i.e., it can be
decomposed ass g 5 q’ 2, .
— ifx; = g thenq = q.

Notice that the label of the last flush is exactly q

The chains fully determine the structure of the parsing gfartomaton on a word
compatible withM, and hence the structure of the syntax tree of the word. thdée

the automaton performs the computatiefa o] , xby) - {(y[aq], by)on a factoraxb
(with y € I'*,y € 2*#), then(®x’) is necessarily a chain ovel (M) and there exists a
support like [(2) withx = Xoa; . . . anXn andgns1 = Q.

3 Operator precedenceaw-languages and automata

Let us now generalize operator precedence automata to démlverds of infinite
length and to model nonterminating computations.

Traditionally, w-automata have been classified on the basis of the acceptance
dition of infinite words they are equipped with. All acceptarconditions refer to the
occurrence of states which are visited in a computation efatitomaton, and they
generally impose constraints on those states that are etered infinitely (or also
finitely) often during a run. Classical notions of acceptaf(iotroduced by Bichi]4],
Muller [12], Rabin [14], Street{ [15]) can be naturally atkeghtow-automata for oper-
ator precedence languages and can be characterized acrtur@i peculiar acceptance
component of the automaton estwords. We first introduce the model of nondeter-
ministic Blichi-operator precedenaeautomata with acceptance by final state; other
models are presented in Sectionl 3.3.

As usual, we denote hy“ the set of infinite-length words oveér. Thus, the symbol
# occurs only at the beginning of arword. Given a precedence alphahgf ), the
definition of anw-word compatible with the OPNI1 and the notion of syntax tree of
an infinite-length word are the natural extension of theseepts for finite strings.

Definition 5. A nondeterministic Buchi-operator precedencautomatorfwOPBA) is
given by a tupled = (2, M, Q, I, F, 6), whereX, Q, |, F, § are defined as for OPAs; the
operator precedence matrix M is restricted to ba {#}| x || array, sincew-words
are not terminated by the delimiter #.

Configurationsand (infinite) runsare defined as for operator precedence automata
on finite-length words. Then, le&*i” be a shorthand for “there exist infinitely many
i” and let8 be a run of the automaton on a given word 2. Defineln(8) = {q€ Q|
°i Bi, %) € 8 with statés;) = g} as the set of states that occur infinitely often at the
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top of the stack of configurations & A run 8 of anwOPBA on an infinite worck € 2
is successfulff there exists a statgs € F such thaig; € In(S). A accepts xe 2« iff
there is a successful run gf on x. Furthermore, let the-languageecognizedy A
beL(A) = {xe 2 | .A accepts k

Operator precedence-transducersare defined in the natural way as for finite-
length words.

3.1 Some examples

Example 2.Consider a software system which is supposed to work foramdrmay
serve interrupt requests issued bffelient users. The system can manage three types
of interrupts with diferent levels of priority, thatféect the order by which they are
served by the system: pending lower priority interruptsparstponed in favor of higher
priority ones.

This policy can be naturally specified by defining an alphalb&ttters for ordinary
procedures and for interrupt symbols, and by formalizirggghiority level among the
interrupt requests as OP relationships in the precedentréxmfian operator prece-
dence automaton on infinite-length words: an interruptggirecedences] to higher
priority ones, which will be handled first, and takes preceget-) on lower priority
requests, whose processing is then suspended. Higure 2 stmmwOPBA with ac-
ceptance condition by final state which models the behavier gystem which may
execute two functions denotedandb, that may be suspended by interrupts of types
intp, int; andint, with increasing level of priority. Calls and returns of thepedures
are denotedall,, call, ret,, ret,. A request is actually served as soon as the corre-
sponding interrupt symbol is flushed from the top of the st&egure[2 also presents
the precedence matrix and an example computation of therayfsir the infinite string
callycallpretycallpintyintsintoret, . . .

Several variations of the above policy can be specified alshyalimilar «OPBAS;
e.g., we mightwish to formalize that high priority intertaflush pending calls, whereas
lower priority ones let the system resume serving penditig oace the interrupt has
been served. We might also introduce an explicit symboltmédize the end of serving
an interrupt and specify that some events are disabled woilang interrupts with a
given priority, etc.

Example 3.Operator precedence automata on infinite-length words Isanbee used
to model the run-time behavior of database systems, elgméaleling sequences of
users’ transactions with possible rollbacks. Other systémat exhibit an analogous
behavior are revision control (@ersioning systems (such as subversion or git). As an
example, consider a system for version management of filesendnuser can perform
the following operations on documents: save them, accessnandify them, undo one
(or more) previous changes, restoring the previously sagesion.

The following alphabet represents the user’s actiawgfor save, wr (for write,
i.e. the document is opened and modifiad),(for a singleundooperation)rb (for a
rollback operation, where all the changes occurred since the prelyisaved version
are discarded.
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call, ret, call, rety intg inty int,

. . . call] < = < < < <

cally, cally, intg, inty, int; ret,| > » > > > > >

call,| < < = < < <

@ @ =L ret,| > > > > » > »

intg| > > > > » < <

cally, rety, callp, rety, into, int, int; inty | > > > > > > <

int | > > > > » > >

# | < < < < <
Move Stack Rest of input
{[# %] , call, cally rety cally intg ints intg rety ... )
mark ([# dp][cally’ a] , call, rety cally inty inty intg ret, ... )
mark ([# qo][cally’ gi][call,’ a1] , ret, callp inty int, intp ret,...)
push ([# go][cally’ gi][cally” au][ret, a1] , cally inty inty intg ret, ... )
flush ([# qo][cally” a1] , cally inty inty intg ret, ... )
mark ([# qo][calla” au][cally” o] , int int, into ret, ...
mark ([# go][cally’ gi][cally” qu][inty” a1] , inty intg ret, ... )
mark ([# go][call.’” qu][cally” qu][int,” qi][int," o] , into ret, ...»
flush ([# qo][cally” ai][cally” gi][int:” 1] , intoret,...)
flush ([# qo][cally” au][cally’ g;] , intoret,...)
mark ([# qo][calla’” qu][cally” au][into” qu] ; ret,...)
flush ([# qo][cally” qu][cally” gi] , ret...)
D)

push ([# qo][cally’ au][call,” au][ret, a1] ,

Fig. 2: Automaton, precedence matrix and example of contipatéor language of Ex-
ampld2.

An wOPBA which models the traces of possible actions of the usea given
document is a single-state automatainM, {q}, {g}, {q}, §), whereX = {sv, rb, wr, ud},
Opus(0, @) = 0, Ya € 2 anddnusn(, ) = g and its OPM is:

sv rb wr ud
E < <
rb
wr
ud
#

M =

v Vv VvV I

AV AV
Vol v

AV AV

Furthermore, one can even consider some specialized moidiis system, that
represent various patterns of user behavior. For instamegn which the user regularly
backs her work up, so that no more thdrchanges which are not undone (denoted
as before) can occur between any two consecutive checlsmi(without any rollback
rb between them). Figufd 3 shows the correspondi@PBA with N = 2, with the
same OPMM.
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Fig. 3: wOPBA of ExampléB, witiN = 2.

States 01 and 2 denote respectively the presence of zero, one and imatahed
changes between two symbailg All states of thevOPBA final.

An example of computation on the strisg wr ud rb sv wr wr ud sv wr rb wr sv.
is shown in Figuré#.

3.2 Operator precedencev-languages and visibly pushdownw-languages

Classical families of automata, like Visibly Pushdown Ametta [1], imply several
restrictions that hinder them from being able to deal with toncept of precedence
among symbols. These restrictions make them unsuitablefinedsystems like those
of Sectior 3.1, and in general all paradigms based on a mégeiuities.

Noticeably, VPAs on infinite-length words are significangiytended by the class
of OPAs, since VPAs introduce a rigid partitioning on thehapet symbols which
heavily constrains the possible relationships among ttem:letter cannot assume a
role dependent on the context (as an interrupt which cad yietake precedence over
another one depending on the mutual priority), and thigicti®in has some conse-
quences on their expressive power wuQPLs. Actually, as it happens for finite-word
languaged [6,10], one can prove the following result.

Theorem 1. The class of languages accepteddBVPA (nondeterministic Buchi vis-
ibly pushdowrw-automatiis a proper subset of that accepted b@PBA.
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Move Stack Rest of input
{[# %] , svwr ud rb svwrwr ud svwrrbwrsv.)
mark ([# qo][sV 0] , wrudrb svwrwrud svwrrbwrsy.)
mark {[# qo][ sV O][wr’ 1] , ud rb sv wr wr ud sv wr rbwr sy..)
push ([# qo][ sV O][wr’ 1][ud q] , rb sv wr wr ud svwrrbwrsv..)
flush ([# qo][sV 0] , rb sv wr wr ud svwrrbwr sv..)
push ([# qo][ sV O][rb qi] , sv wr wr ud svwr rbwr sv..)
flush ([# qo] , sv wr wr ud svwrrbwrsv..)
mark ([# qo][ sV O] , wrwr ud svwrrbwrsv..)
mark {[# qo][ sV O][wr’ 1] , wr ud svwrrbwrsv..)
mark ([# qo][ sV O][wr’ 1][wr’ Q4] , ud svwrrbwr sv..)
push ([# qo][ sV O][wr’ 1][wr’ gs][ud o] , svwrrbwrsv..)
flush ([# qo][sV O][wr’ 1] , svwrrbwrsv..)
mark ([# qo][ sV O][wr’ 1][sV O] , wrrbwr sv...)
mark ([# qo][ sV O][wr’ 1][sV O][wr’ 1] , rbwr sv...)
flush ([# op][sV O][wr’ 1][sV qp] , rbwr sv...)
push ([# qo][ sV O][wr’ 1][sV q][rb qi] , Wr sv...)
flush ([# qo][sV O][wr’ 1] , Wr sv...)
)
L)

mark ([# qo][ sV O][wr’ 1][wr’ 2] , SV...
mark ([# qo][ sV O][wr’ 1][wr’ 2][sV O] , .

Fig. 4. Example of computation for the specialized systeampld 3

The behavior of version management systems like those imgbe3 too cannot be
modeled bywVPAs since the shape of their matrix allows only one-to-atationships
between matching symbols (as do-undo actions on a singteehdenotedrr andud),
whereas the return to a previous version, undoing all thsiplessequence of changes
performed in the meanwhile, is represented by a many-torela¢ionship (holding
among symbolsvr and a singleb).

3.3 Other automata models for operator precedence-languages

There are several possibilities to define other classeslahguages. In order to do that
we introduce the following general definition.

Definition 6. A nondeterministic operator precedenc@automatonwOPA) is given

by atupled = (2, M, Q, 1, F,6), whereX, Q, |, 6 are defined as for OPAs; the operator
precedence matrix M is restricted to bdXau {#}| x || array, sincew-words are not
terminated by the delimiter #f is an acceptance component, distinctive of the class
(Buchi, Muller,. ..) the automaton belongs f@eterministicoOPA are specified as for
operator precedence automata on finite-length words.

A run is successfulf it satisfies an acceptance condition rbased on a specific
recognizing modeA accepts »x 2 iff there is a successful rundfon x. Furthermore,
let thew-languageecognizedy A beL(A) = {x € 2* | A accepts k
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Whend is a subsef < Q, Definition[8 leads to Definitioal5 of Biichi-operator
precedencev-automatonwOPBEA is a variant otvOPBA obtained when using the
following acceptance condition: a word is recognized if shgomaton traverses final
states with an empty stack infinitely often. Formally, a unf an wOPBEA is suc-
cessful ff there exists a statgs € F such that configurations with stack ] occur
infinitely often in§.

Proposition 1. L(wOPBEA) c £L(wOPBA).

Proof. The inclusion s trivial by definition. To see why itis propene can consider for
instance the languadgepnda(studied in([1]) consisting of infinite words on the alphabet
{a, a}, which can be interpreted as a language of calls and retimprocedure, with
the further constraint that there is always a finite numbgrasfding calls. A nondeter-
ministic wOPBA with final state acceptance condition can nondetestidaily guess
which is the prefix of the word containing the last pendingd, @add then recognizes the
language (pyck(a, @)« of correctly nested words. AOPBEA cannot recognize this
language. In fact, it may accept a wofklif reaches infinitely often a final configuration
with empty stack during the parsing. However, the automistaever able to remove all
the input symbols piled on the stack since it cannot flush #relmg calls interspersed
among the correctly nested lettesotherwise it would either introduce conflicts in the
OPM or it would not be able to verify that they are in finite nuanb

The classical notion of acceptance for Muller automata carikewise defined
for wOPAs.

Definition 7. A nondeterministic Muller-operator precedence automét@PMA) is

an wOPA (X, M, Q, 1, F,5) whose acceptance component is a collection of subsets of
Q,F = T c 29, called thetableof the automaton.

Arun§ of anwOPMA on an infinite word »x 2 is successfuiff In(8) € T, i.e. the set

of states occurring infinitely often on the stack is a set anttibleT.

In the case of classical finite-state automata on infiniteda/onondeterministic
Buchi automata and nondeterministic Muller automata apgvalent and define the
class ofw-regular languages. Traditionally, Muller automata hagerbintroduced to
provide an adequate acceptance mode for deterministionati@oonw-words. In fact,
deterministic Blichi automata cannot recognizewalegular languages, whereas deter-
ministic Muller automata are equivalent to nondetermioiBtichi ones([15].

For VPAs on infinite words, instead, the pager [1] showed thatclassical deter-
minization algorithm of Buichi automata into determinggduller automatais no longer
valid, and deterministic Mulle®wVPAs are strictly less powerful than nondeterministic
Buchi wVPAs. A similar relationship holds fapOPAs too.

The relationships among languages recognized by tfierent classes of opera-
tor precedence-automata and visibly pushdowalanguages are summarized in the
structure of Figurgél5, wher@DOPBEA, wDOPBA andwDOPMA denote the classes
of deterministiacvOPBEAs, deterministiwOPBAs and deterministoOPMAS respec-
tively. The detailed proofs of the strict containment riglas holding among the classes
L(wOPBA), £L(wOPBEA), £L(wDOPBA), L(wDOPMA) and £L(wBVPA) in Figure[$
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are presented in[13, Chapter 4] and we do not report thenmdyziia for space reasons.
In the following sections we provide the proofs regardirgtblationships between the
strict containment relations among the other classes iarei§ and the relationships
between those classes which are not comparable (i.e., lihked with dashed lines in
the figure), which are not included in [13].

-7 L(wOPBA)= L(wOPMA) .

N
/ N
, \
! \
|

L(wOPBEA)- - 3 - - £(wDOPMA) - - - - - - L(wBVPA)
L£(wDOPBA)
L(wDopBEA):::::,:::jiii:::::: £(wDBVPA)

Fig.5: Containment relations fesOPLs. Solid lines denote strict inclusions; dashed
lines link classes which are not comparable. It is still opdretherL(wOPBEA) C
L(wDOPMA) or not.

3.4 Comparison betweenl(wBVPA) and £L(wOPBEA)
L(wBVPA) and L(wOPBEA) are not comparable.

— L(wBVPA) ¢ L(wOPBEA)
Consider the languaggepndd (Studied in [1]) consisting of infinite words on the
alphabet{a, a}, which can be interpreted as a language of calls and retdras o
procedure, with the further constraint that there is only a finite numifgpending
calls. AnwBVPA can accept this language: it nondeterministicallyspes which
is the prefix of the string containing the last pending calfl & can subsequently
recognize the languagedycx(a, @))* of correctly nested words.
An wOPBEA automaton cannot recognize this language, as seée iproof of
Propositior 1.

— L(wBVPA) 2 L(wOPBEA)
Consider the system introduced in Example 4[of [10] whichcdbes the stack
management of a programming language able to handle nestegtmns. No
wBVPA can express the language of the infinite computatiorthisfsystem be-
cause of the shape of the precedence matrix, which is not atilnhgwith the ma-
trix of a VPA.



Operator Precedeneglanguages 13

The automaton presented in the figure of this Example 4, wikielble to recog-
nize this language, instead, can be interpreted as@RBEA. It is deterministic
by construction, thus als6(wBVPA) 2 L(wDOPBEA).

Note also that the same automaton can be considered@®RBA: since it is de-
terministic, there exists anDOPBA able to model this system, addwBVPA)
2 L(wDOPBA). Moreover, sincel(wDOPBA) ¢ L(wDOPMA), an automaton
wDOPMA can recognize it too; thus(wBVPA) 2 L(wDOPMA).

3.5 Comparison betweenl(wBVPA) and £L(wDOPMA)
L(wBVPA) and L(wDOPMA) are not comparable.

— L(wBVPA) ¢ L(wDOPMA)
No wDOPMA can recognize the languab@pndd (the proof can be found in [13]),
whereas awBVPA can accept it (see][1]).

— L(wBVPA) 2 L(wDOPMA)
See Sectiop 314

3.6 Comparison betweenl(wBVPA) and £L(wDOPBA)
L(wBVPA) and£L(wDOPBA) are not comparable.

— L(wBVPA) ¢ L(wDOPBA)
Consider the language on the alphabet {a, b}:

L1 = {a@ € 2“ : a contains finitely many lettersja 3)

It can be recognized by anBVPA, but nowDOPBA can accept it.

In fact, anwBVPA can recognize words df; finding nondeterministically the last
letterain a word and then reading fix b.

The proof that nauDOPBA can recognizé&; resembles the classical proof (see
e.g. [16]) that deterministic Biichi finite-state automate strictly weaker than
nondeterministic Bichi finite-state ones. We outline heeproof for the sake of
completeness.

Assume that there exists alDOPBA B which recognizes;.

Notice that, in general, according to the definition of pusrkflush moves of an
operator precedence automaton (finitesdr given any configuratio€ = (8, w),
the state piled up at the top of the stack with a transitign w) + (3’ , W),
namelystatggs’), is exactly the state reached by the automaton on its gtafeh.
Thus, during arun on a worde 2%, configurations with stack; with statgg;) € F
occur infinitely oftenff the automaton visits infinitely often statesHrin its graph.
Now, the infinite wordx = b® belongs td_;, since it contains no (and then a finite
number of) letterg. Then, there exists a unique run®ion this string which visits
infinitely often final states. Ldi™ be the prefix read b$ until the first visited final
state.

But alsob™al belongs toL;, hence there exists a final state reached reading the
prefix b™ahk™, for somen;, € N.
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In general, one can find a sequence of finite wartigb™ . . . ab™, (k > 1) such that
the automaton has a unique run on them, and for each suchtma@zches a final
state (placing it at the top of the stack) after reading epegfixb™ab™...ab", Vi <
k. Therefore, there exists a (unique) runfbn thew-wordw = b™ab™ ... such
thatA visits infinitely often final states, and thus reaches irdgigibften configura-
tionsC = (8, w) with statdp) € F.
Howeverw cannot be accepted Wy since it contains infinitely many lettees and
this is a contradiction.

— L(wBVPA) 2 L(wDOPBA)
See Sectioh 314

3.7 Comparison betweenl(wBVPA) and £L(wDOPBEA)
L(wBVPA) andL(wDOPBEA) are not comparable.

— L(wBVPA) ¢ L(wDOPBEA)
If L(wBVPA) C L(wDOPBEA), thenl(wBVPA) C £L(wOPBEA) sincel(wDOPBEA)
is a subclass of (WOPBEA). This, however, contradicts the fact tigtwBVPA)
and £ (wOPBEA) are not comparable.

— L(wBVPA) 2 L(wDOPBEA)
See Sectioh 314

3.8 Comparison betweenl(wOPBEA) and £L(wDOPBA)
L(wOPBEA) and({(wDOPBA) are not comparable.

— L(wOPBEA)¢ L(wDOPBA)
Languagéd ; (EquatioriB) cannot be recognized by@ROPBA (see Section 3.6),
but there exists amOPBEA accepting it, depicted in Figurk 6 along with its prece
dence matrix (where € {<, =, >} can be any precedence relation):

Fig. 6: wOPBEA recognizind.; = {@ € 2 : « contains finitely many lettera} and its
OPM.

— £(wOPBEA)2 £(wDOPBA)
Let L, be the language?Ls® with Lz = {akb* | k > 1} and where, in general, for
a set of finite wordd. C A*, one defined® = {o € AY | @ = Wow; ... withw; €
L fori > 0}.
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No wOPBEA can recognize this language. Indeed, wordssinan be recognized
only with the OPMM depicted in Figurgl7, where € {<, =, >} can be any prece-
dence relation: clearly, using any other OPM there existiworLz andL, = a’L3®
which could not be recognized. Thus, because of the OPaglatia, anwOPBEA
piles up on the stack the first sequeagef a word and cannotremove it afterwards;
hence it cannot empty the stack infinitely often to acceptiagstn L,.

Fig. 7: OPM for languagé; of Sectior{ 3.B.

There is, however, awDOPBA that recognizes such a language (Fidurre 8). Inci-
dentally notice that, sincé(wDOPBA) C £L(wDOPMA), an automatowDOPMA
can recognize it too; thu§(wOPBEA) 2 L(wDOPMA).

02
O

Fig. 8: wDOPBA recognizing languade of Sectior 3.B.

3.9 Comparison betweenl(wOPBEA) and L(wDBVPA)
L(wOPBEA) and{(wDBVPA) are not comparable.

— L(wOPBEA)¢Z L(wDBVPA)
If £L(wOPBEA)C L(wDBVPA), thenl(wOPBEA)C L(wBVPA) sincel(wDBVPA)
is a subclass of (wBVPA). This, however, contradicts the fact thafwOPBEA)
and£(wBVPA) are not comparable.

— L(wOPBEA) 2 L(wDBVPA)
LetL = 2% with X' = {a, b} where the precedence relations between the symbols of
the alphabet are represented by the ORINIh Figure[®, i.e2’ coincides with the
call alphabeg of a VPA.L can be recognized by asDBVPA that has both input
lettersa andb as call symbols, but it cannot be recognized by any (nonatétéstic
or deterministicyvyOPBEA with OPMM. Thus{(wOPBEA) 2 L(wDBVPA) and
L(wDOPBEA)2 L(wDBVPA).
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Fig. 9: OPM for languagé of Sectior 3.P.

3.10 Comparison betweerl(wOPBEA) and L(wDOPBEA)

L(wDOPBEA)c L(wOPBEA)

The inclusion between the two classes is strict. Considdagdt, languagé.; of Equa-
tion[3: L; can be recognized by anOPBEA, but nauDOPBEA can recognize it (the
proof is analogous to that presented #@»OPBAs in Sectiof 316).

3.11 Comparison betweerC(wDOPBEA) and £L(wDOPBA)

L(wDOPBEA)c L(wDOPBA)
The inclusion holds since for anyDOPBEA there exists awDOPBA which recog-
nizes the same language: th®OPBA simply keeps in the states information on the
evolution of the stack marking those states which are rehuelin empty stack in the
wDOPBEA (in particular, the proof that(wOPBEA) ¢ £L(wOPBA) in [13] describes
how to define anvOPBA A equivalent to a givewOPBEA A, andA is deterministic
if A is deterministic).

The inclusionis strict: languade in Sectiori 3.B, for instance, belongs@@uDOPBA)
but it cannot be recognized by amfpOPBEA.

3.12 Comparison betweerl(wDOPBEA) and L(wDBVPA)
L(wDOPBEA) and{(wDBVPA) are not comparable.

— L(wDOPBEA) ¢ L(wDBVPA)
If £L(wDOPBEA)C £L(wDBVPA), thenl(wDOPBEA)C L(wBVPA) sincel (wDBVPA)
is a subclass of (wBVPA). This, however, contradicts the fact thiaivDOPBEA)
and£(wBVPA) are not comparable.

— L(wDOPBEA) 2 L(wDBVPA)
See Sectioh 3]9.

3.13 Comparison betweerC(wBVPA) and £L(wDBVPA)

L(wDBVPA) c L(wBVPA)
The inclusion is strict: naDBVPA can recognize languade of Equatiori 8, whereas
anwBVPA can accept it.
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3.14 Comparison betweerC(wDOPBA) and £L(wDBVPA)

L(wDBVPA) c L(wDOPBA)

Betweenl(wDBVPA) and £L(wDOPBA) the same relationship holds as for their cor-
responding nondeterministic counterparts; in partictiar inclusion is strict, as for
wBVPAs andwOPBAs, as Section 3.4 presented a system that can be modeted b
wDOPBA and by nawBVPA.

4 Closure properties and emptiness problem

L(wOPBA) enjoys all closure and decidability properties nsaegto perform model
checking; thus thanks to their greater expressive powehelieve that they represent
a truly promising formalism for infinite-state model-cheuk

In the first part of this section we focus on the most intengstiosure properties of
wOPAs, which are summarized in Table 1, where they are cordpeth the properties
enjoyed by VPAs on infinite-length words. Binary operati@ns considered between
languages with compatible OPMs.

L(wDOPBEA) L(wOPBEA) L(wDOPBA)| L(wDOPMA)| L(wOPBA)| L(wBVPA)
Intersection Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Union Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Complement No No No Yes Yes Yes
L, L No No No No Yes Yes

Table 1: Closure properties of families@oflanguages.l(;-L, denotes the concatenation
of a language of finite-length words and anw-languagd.»).

Closure properties fowDOPBAs (under complement and concatenation with an
OPL) andwDOPMAs are not discussed here because of space reasonkebhuet
semble proofs for classical families efautomata and can anyhow be found[inl[13].
Closure properties fowDOPBAs under intersection and union are presented in Sec-
tion[4.7; closure properties faftOPBEAs anduDOPBEAs are presented in Section|4.2
and Sectiof 413.

We consider in detail the main familyOPBA. This class is closed under Boolean
operations between languages with compatible precedeat&as and under concate-
nation with a language of finite words accepted by an OPA. Thptimess problem
is decidable forwOPAs in polynomial time because they can be interpreted ak-pu
down automata on infinite-length words: eld. [5] shows awrtigm that decides the
alternation-free modal-calculus for context-free processes, with linear comiptar
the size of the system'’s representation; thus the emptpresdem for the intersection
of the language recognized by a pushdown process and thedge@f a given property
in this logic is decidable. Closures under intersectionamdn hold foroOPBAs as for
classicakw-regular languages and can be proved in a similar way [18}s@ks under
complementation and concatenation required novel inyatstin techniques.
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Closure under concatenation

For classical families of automata (on finite or infinite- gémwords) the closure of the
class of languages they recognize with respect to the dperat concatenation is tra-
ditionally proved resorting to a Thompson-like constrortigiven two automata that
recognize languages of a given class, an automaton whigptscthe concatenation of
these languages is generally defined so that it may simuietenbves of the first au-
tomaton while reading the first word of the concatenation ande it reaches some final
state, it switches to the initial states of the second automia begin the recognition of
words of the second language.

This construction, however, is not adequate for the conediten of a language of
finite words recognized by a classical OPA and#DPL (recognized by awOPBA).

In fact, a classical OPA accepts a finite word by reaching a $itaée and by emptying
its stack thanks to the ending delimiter #. As regards theatmation of a language
recognized by an OPA and arlanguage (accepted by a®OPBA) whose words are
not ended by #, this condition is not necessarily guarana@eldt might be not possi-
ble to complete the recognition of a word of the first langusigaulating the behavior
of its OPA according to the acceptance condition by finalestatd empty stack. As
an example, for a languade C 2* and anw-languagel, = {a“} with compatible
precedence matrices such that all letters of the alphabkt precedence to symbal
(i,e.b<a, Vb € 2), the symbols still on the stack after reading wordé jrcannot be
removed with flush moves before or during the parsing of ticersé word in the con-
catenation, since the precedence relatiamplies that the letters read are only pushed
on the stack. Thus, the stack cannot be emptied after théngeatithe first word, and
this prevents to check if it actually belongs to the first laage of the concatenation.

After reading the first finite word in the concatenation, ihct even possible to de-
termine whether this word is accepted by checking if in ite\@Here exists an ongoing
run on it that could lead to a final state by flush moves induged potential delim-
iter #, since this control would require to know the statesady reached and piled on
the stack, which are not visible without emptying the stas&lf.

Closure under concatenation for the class of languagepteatbywOPBAS with a
language of finite words accepted by an OPA could be proveitbslynas for classical
automata if it were possible to recognize finite words by aA @Rhout emptying the
stack and without even performing any flush move induced lboybgy} # immediately
after reading the word; in this way the acceptance could Ipepteted even when the
words of the second language prevent emptying the stack.

To this aim, a possible solution is to introduce a varianthef semantics of the
transition relation and of the acceptance condition for ©®BA finite-length words: a
string is accepted if the automaton reaches a final stat¢ aighe end of the parsing
of the whole word, and does not perform any flush move detexthby the ending
delimiter # to empty the stack; thus it stops just after hgyinot the last symbol af on
the stack. Precisely, the semantics of the transitionicglatiffers from the definition
of classical OPAs in that, once a configuration with the enteraas lookahead is
reached, the computation cannot evolve in any subsequefigacation, i.e., a flush
moveC + C; with C = (B:B5...B, , x#) andsymbo{B,) > y# is performed only if
y # & (where symboF denotes a move according to this variant of the semantidseof t
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transition relation). The language accepted by this vadathe automaton (denoted as
L) is the set of words:

E(‘A) = {X| <[#QI] > X#>f<7[aQF] > #>,CII € LQF € F,)’er*,aezu{#}}

We emphasize that, unlike normal acceptance by final staigpahdown automaton,
which can perform a number efmoves after reaching the end of a string and accept if
just one of the visited states is final, this type of automatmot perform any (flush)
move after reaching the endmarker through the last looleéhe

Nevertheless, the variant and the classical definition ok @ equivalent, as the
following statements (Lemnid 1 and Statement 1) prove.

Lemma 1. Let A, be a nondeterministic OPA defined on an OP alphgbeM) with
s states. Then there exists a nondeterministic @RAvith the same precedence matrix
as.A; and |X|s?) states such that(l4;) = L(A»).

To build such a variantl, we need some further notation. Consider a word of finite
lengthw compatible withM: #w (without the closing #). Define a chain in a wond
asmaximalif it does not belong to a larger composed chain. In a word dtefiength
preceded and ended by # only the outmost ckiairi) is maximal.

An open chainis a sequence of symbdig <a; = a, = ... = a,, forn > 1.
Thebodyof a chain(®x?), simple or composed, is the woxdA lettera € X in a word
#wi# with w € 2* or #w with w € 2*, wherew is compatible withM, is pendingif it
does not belong to the body of a chain, i.e., once pushed cstdbk when it is read, it
will never be flushed afterwards.

A word w which is preceded but not ended by a delimiter # can be fattora
unique way as a sequence of bodies of maximal chajrend pending letters; as
#w = # wiaiway ... Wha, Where (3-tw;®) are maximal chains and eagh can be
possibly missing, wittag = #andvi : 1 <i<n-1a < g1 0ra = g1.

In general, during the parsing of wovg the symbols of the string are put on the
stack and, whenever a chain is recognized, the letters bbdy are flushed away.

Hence, after the parsing of the whole word the stack contaithg the symbols
#a; ap... a, and is structured as a sequence of open chainsk betthe number of
open chains and denote by = a;,, a;,,...4a, their starting symbols, then the stack
contains:

<= =@ =...<8, ZQpe1... <y = Age1... <Q = Qjpe1... =

When a wordw is parsed by a classical OPA, the automaton performs a safries
flush moves at the end of the string due to the presence of thkesfimbol #. These
moves progressively empty the stack, removing one by oneplea chains and, for
each such flush, they update the state of the automaton oratie &f the symbols
which delimit the portion of the stack to be removed, whichrespond to the state
symbols at the end of the current open chain and at the ené pféteding open chain.
The run is accepting if it leads to a final state after the flusives.

As an example, the transition sequence below shows the flosksof a classical
OPA when it reaches the position af:
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(#aula, dellaz 0] - . - [@i,-1 G, @, Clipeal - - - [@ip-1 o] - - - [@i-1 Oy ][ @0 Clra] - - - [@n Onea] . #)
F <[# ql][ah/ qZ][aZ q3] cee [airl qiz][aiz, qiz+1] e [ai:rl qis] cee [aik*l qik = 5f|ush(qn+l, qik)]’ #)

F(# anlla,’ aell@z Al - - - [@i,-1 Gyl &, Cigra] - - - [Bis-1 Gy = Stiush(Clis Cia)], #)
F(# alla,” a2lla gg] - - - [&,-1 G, = Snush(Glis» Oi,)]. #)
F ([# 81 = Stusn(B2, q1)], #

A nondeterministic automaton that, unlike classical ORfe®s not resort to the de-
limiter # for the recognition of a string may guess nondetarstically the ending point
of each open chain on the stack and may guess how, in an atgepti, the states in
these points of the stack would be updated if the final flusheneovere progressively
performed. The automaton must behave as if, at the sameitisimulates two snap-
shots of the accepting run of a classical OPA: a move duriagotirsing of the string
and a step during the final flush transitions which will lataresmpty the stack, lead-
ing to a final state. To this aim, the states of a classical ORAaagmented with an
additional component to store the necessary information.

In the initial configuration, the symbol at the bottom of thack comprises, along
with an initial stateg of the original OPAA4, an additional state, say, which repre-
sents a final state odl;. The additional component is propagated until the automato
nondeterministically identifies the first pending lettehigh represents the beginning
of the first open chain; at this time the component is updaidawnew state chosen so
that there exists a move from it i that can flush and replace the state at the bottom
of the stack with the final ongr (notice that if the beginning letter of the word is not
a pending letter —i.e., the prefix of the word is a maximal shaafter completing the
parsing of the chain, the initial statewill be flushed and replaced on the bottom of the
stack by a new state, saylike in a classical OPA; in this case the last componentddde
after reading the pending letter is chosen so that therésexisiove in the graph ot
that can flush and replace the stat&ith gr). Then, similarly, the additional compo-
nent is propagated until the ending point of each open chaitil,the conclusion of the
parsing; while reading the pending letter that represéetdéeginning of the successive
open chain the automaton augments the new state on the sthck placeholder cho-
sen so that there is a flush moveAn from it that can replace the state at the end of the
previous open chain with the additional component preWostsicked, thus allowing a
backward path of flush moves from each ending point of an opaimdo the previous
one, up to the final state initially stacked. If the forwardpeonsisting of moves during
the parsing of the string and this backward path of flush moaasconsistently meet
and be rejoined when the parsing of the input string stojes, they constitute an entire
accepting run of the classical OPA.

A variant OPAA; equivalent to a given OPA; thus may be defined so that, af-
ter reading each prefix of a word, it reaches a final state wheeni the word were
completed in that point with #4; could reach an accepting state with a sequence of
flush moves. In this wayd, can guess in advance which words may eventually lead
to an accepting state of;, without having to wait until reading the delimiter # and to
perform final flush moves.
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Example 4.Consider the computation of the OPA in Exarigle 1. If we comsible in-
put word of this computation without the ending marker #nttree sequence of pending
letters on the stack, after the automaton puts on the stadkshsymbaoD, is #<U <

< < mexpr < D. There are five open chains with starting symbals<, >, mexpr, D,
hence the computation ends with five consecutive flush mogtsmdined by the de-
limiter #. The following figure shows the configuration justfore looking ahead at the
symbol #. The states (depicted within a box) at the end of ffenahains are those
placeholders that an equivalent variant OPA should guessder to find in advance

the last flush moveqlzggéééofthe

accepting run.

(Fa] [V ] [ o] [ d] [7expr o] [D ] #)
¥\ ¥ N\ ¥ N ¥ N ¢¥ N\

The corresponding configuration of the variant OPA, withaigmented states, would be:

FEos[aw] [V oau[aw] [ au[a@] < oo[w] [Tee' @] D d[a] . #

We are now ready to formally prove Lemina 1.
Proof. Let A; = (2, M, Qq, |1, F1,61) and defined, = (X, M, Q, |, F2, 62) as follows.

- Q;={B,ZU}x2 x Q1 xQq, whered = X U {#.
Hence, a statéx, a, g, p) of A, is a tuple whose first component denotes a nonde-
terministic guess for the symbol following the one currenélad, i.e., whether it is
a pending letter which is the initial symbol of an open chaiy 6r a pending letter
within an open chain), or a symbol within a maximal chairBj. The second
and third components of a state represent, respectivelyptikback lettea read
to reach the state, and the current stpite A1. To illustrate the meaning of the last
component, consider an accepting rudgfand letq be the current state just before
a mark move is going to be performed at the beginning of an apam; also let
be the state reached by the mark move abe the state on top of the stack when
this open chain is to be flushed replacimpgith a new state. Then, in the same
position of the corresponding run @b, the current state would B&, a, g, p) € Q-
and statex, a, r, s) € Q, will be reached byA, (x being nondeterministically any-
one ofB, Z, U), i.e., the last componenmt represents a guess about the state that
will replaceq in A; when the starting open chain will be flushed. Hence we can

consider only state&Z, a, g, p) € Q; such thats é pin A; for somes € Q. In
all other positions the last component of the state®diis simply propagated.

= l2={(X#0.0r) | x€{Z B},q€ I1,0r € F1}

-F={ZaqgqlgeQ,acl}
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— The transition function is defined as the union of two digjéimctions.
The push transitign functiofppush : Q2 x 2 — 2% js defined as follows, where
p,g.r,se Qi,ac 2, andb,ce 2.

e Mark of a pending letter at the beginning of an open ch#im < b then:
b a .
Sapusn(Z.2.6,P)b) = {(X .19 | X€ (B,ZU),q > 1,55 pin Au)
e Push of a pending letter within an open chdiha = b then:

b .
S2pusn((U. @, G, P, b) = {<x, b.r,p) | xe (B,ZU},q—rin Al}

e Pushimark of a symbol of a maximal chain.

b .
S2push({B, @, q, p), b) = {(B, b,r,pylg—rin Al}

Notice that the second and third components of the stateput@t byd,pushare
independent of the first component of the starting state.

The flush transition functiofush : Q2 x Q> — 2% can be executed only within a
maximal chain since there are no flush determined by the grtditimiter:

S2rush((B, b, 0, $),(B,C, p, 9)) = {(x, c,r,9|xe{B,ZU}q 2 rin -Al}
All other moves lead to an error state.

The automatad; andA, recognize the same languadjéA,) = L(A»).

Let us prove first. (A1) € L(A2). Letw € L(A;1) be a finite-length word. Then there
exist a support 5 g in Ay with q € I; andq’ € Fy. If w=wiagwray ... Wha, € L(A1)
whereg; are pending letters and, are maximal chains, &k be the number of open
chains that remain on the stack after the parsing of the {asbel in 2 of w, and let
a, = ai, &, . . ., &, be their starting symbols. Also, for every 2,.. ., n, lett(i) be the
greatest indexsuch that; < i, i.e.,a is within thet(i)-th open chain starting with;
In particular, fori = n, if a,_1 < a, theniy = n, otherwise(n) = k.

Then the above support farcan be decomposed as

i) *

9=To 5 th —5 T 5 G —> ... "3 O —> G = Pk (4)

. i i1 i, Gi; =01 ,
Ih=Pk= k-1 k2= ... = 2= P1 = Po=(
whereq; = Gi_1 if W, = e fori = 1,2,...,n. Notice that, for every, g, is the state
reached in this path before the mark move that pushes syanbolthe stack; moreover,
when the open chain starting wit is to be flushed, the current stategsand then
stateq, is replaced withp,_; on top of the stack.
Starting with stateZ, #, g1, po) if wi = & or with (B, #,To, po) 5 (Z,#, 01, po) if
Wy # &, an accepting computation g, can be built on the basis of the following facts:
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~ Sinceq; > G andps = o in As, thendzpusi(Z. %, da. o). as) > (X, a1, Ts. P)
in A, for x € {U, Z}. This is a mark move that can be applied at the beginning of
the first open chain starting witly, wherep; is the guess about the state that will
be reached before such open chain will be flushed.

— In general, for every, sinceqj;, 2, G, andp L pt-1 in Ay, then
02(¢Z, &,-1, G, Pr-1)» &,) > (X &, G, Pr) for x € {U, Z}. This is a mark move that
can be applied at the beginning of théh open chain starting with;,, wherep is
the guess about the state that will be reached before sucrcbp@ will be flushed.
In particular, ifix = n, we can reach stat&, a,, G,, px) which is final in.A; since
On = Pk-

— For every maximal chaim of w (with i > 2) consider its suppo&i Q-1 A o]
in @). Then inA; we have the sequence of moves “summarized” (with a natural
overloading of the notation) bis ((B, aj_1, Gi—1, Prgy)» Wi) 3 (X, &1, G, Prgy), where
x € {U, Z}. Notice that the last component of the states does not cHasggise we
are within a maximal chain. In particular, during the pagsiriw; the last compo-
nent is equal tqy), as guessed by the mark move at the beginning of the current
open chain.

— Foreveryi ¢ {i1,io,...,ik}, SiNC€1pusdTi, &) > i, thendapusd(U, ai-1, G, Pr))- &)
contain(x, a;, Gi, Py)), for x € {B,Z, U}. In particular, ifn # iy, thent(n) = k and
fori = nwe can reach stat&, a,, G», px) which is final inA; sinceg, = p«.

Thus, by composing in the right order the previous moves caneobtain an accepting
computation fow in A,.

Conversely, to prove that(Az) € L(A1), consider a finite worav € L(A_2). Then
there exists a successful runéf onw. Letw be factorized as above; then the accepting
run forw can be decomposed as

Wy ap W2 Y Wit W an
MO~ PL—— ML~ P2...00 = T ~> ...~ Pn — M

whererni,pi € Q2, pi = 71 if Wy = &, mp € |2 andr, € Fo. By projecting this path

on the third component of statesandp; (given by, sayp; andr; € Q;), we obtain a
path inA; labelled byw. This path is not accepting because there are open chains lef
on the stack that need flushing, but we can complete this pgthrey by induction on

the structure of maximal chains according to the definitibd,o More formally, one

can verify thatQ, contains suitable statgs (for 0 < i < n), r; (for1 <i < n), & (for

1 <t <Kk), withrj = pi_1 whenevemw; = g, such that the following facts hold.

— 7o € |y, hencerg = (Xo,#, Po, So), With pg € 13 andsy € Fy; Xgis Bif wy # &,
otherwisexg = Z.
— 7o 4 p1in Ay implies that the last component of statgis propagated through
chainw; without change; henga = (Z,#, r1, S) with po e ryin As.
a . . . . .. .
— p1 — m1is a mark move ofl, at the beginning of an open chain, and this implies
that the last component of; is new; hence we have, = (X, a, p1, S1) with
a r . . . . .
ri — p1 ands; = s in Ajz; the first component ig; = Bif w, # & otherwisex;
equalsZ or U according to whethea, starts an open chains or not, respectively,



24 Federica Panella, Matteo Pradella, Violetta Lonati,odONfandrioli

— The flush moves withirm; o piv1 for 1 <i < i, and the push moves within an
open chairp; A, ni for 1 < i < i, propagate with no change the Iast component
of states. Hencg; = (U, a_1,ri, S1) andnj = (X, &, pi, S1) With pi_1 At ri A, pi
in A;. The first component ig; = Bif w; # ¢ otherwisex, = Z fori =i, — 1 and
x; = U in the other cases.

a . . . .
- i, LN mii, IS @ mark move ofd, at the beginning of an open chain, and this
implies that the last component of is new; hence we have, = (X,a,, Pi,, $2)

with ri, Eh—> pi, and s, => s in Aj. The first component ig, = Bif wj, # ¢
otherwisex; equalsZ or U according to whethes;, + 1 starts an open chains or
not, respectively.

— Similarly for the following moves in the run.

In general, we get

oi = Vi, &-1, 1, Si)) foreveryi=1,2,...,n,
i = (X, &, Pi> S)) for everyi ¢ (i, iz, ..., i},
i, = (Xi,» &, Pip> &) foreveryt=1,2,....k

with 1y =5 pi. § = Sig, Pt 1 in Ay
andy; € {Z,U}, x € {B,Z, U} for everyi andt.

By conventiongg = #. Fori = nwe haven = iy ort(n) = k, hencern = (Xn, @n, Pn» &),
andp, = & andx, = Z sincen, € F,. Thus, inA; there is an accepting run

Wy a Wo g W|+1 Wh an
[12po~>rL—pr~>rla.  li— P~ ...~ — pPh=%

ri Fi li liy=r
pn—a(:k>a(1=>3(2:> :}&:}&:}%EF]_

and this concludes the proof of the lemma. O

The next Statement, although not necessary to prove closuier concatenation of
L(wOPBA), completes the proof of equivalence between tragitiand variant OPAs,
showing how to define, for any variant OPA, a classical OPAclwinécognizes the same
language.

Statement 1 Let A, be a nondeterministic OPA defined on an OP alphafig¥l) with
sstates. Then there exists a nondeterministic GlRAvith the same precedence matrix
as/, andO(|X%s) states such that(A;) = L(A,).

Proof. Let A, = (2, M, Q, |, F, &) and consider, first, an equivalent form for the au-
tomatonA,, where all the states are simply enriched with a lookahead@okback
symbol:A; = (X, M, Qz, |2, F2, 62) where

- Q=2 xQx2%, whereX = (X U {#)), i.e. the first component of a state is the
lookback symbol, the second component of the triple is & sthtl, and the third
component of the state is the lookahead symbol, .

— o= {# x| x{ae| Mu # 0} is the set of initial states ofl,,
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—Fo=({#ulbeX b>#)xF x{#
— and the transition functio, : Q; x (X U Q;) — 2% is defined in the following
natural way

° 52pusr(<aa g,b),b)={(b,p,cyI pe 5pusr(q, b) A Map € {<, =} A My # 0},
VaeX,beX qeQ

o Oofiush({ar, O1, @2), (b1, O, B2)) = {(b1, O3, @) | O3 € Friusn(d1, O2) A Maa, = >
A Mblaz * 0},
Yay, ap, b2 e, Vbl € 2, Vql, 02 € Q

Itis clear thatL(A>) = f(ﬁz). Furthermore, the final states.d cannot be reached

. . . . (b1, qp, )
by flush edges: in fact, if there exists a transiti@n , q;, az) 1% ’ (a1, Os, #)

towards a final statéa; , gz, #), then the third component of the flushed and of the
reached final state must be equal by definition of the tramsitinction, i.a; , q;, az) =
(a1, g1, #). But this flush transition cannot be performed by a variank Q¥hich stops
a computation right before reading the delimiter #, whenpiéuesing of the word ends.

Hence, one may always refer to a variant OPA assuming th&d graph there are
no flush moves towards final states.

Itis then possible to describe an automaton OBAequivalent to the variant OPA
Az (or Ap). .

A1 = (2, M,Qq, |1, F1,67) is defined asA, but it is enriched with an additional
state, which is the only final state @y and which is reachable through a flush edge by
all final states ofd,. Basically, its role is to le#l; empty the stack after parsing a word
that is accepted hyl..

— Q1 = Q2 U {Gaccept

— Iy = 12U {Qaccept if 2N F2 #0o0rl =1, otherwise

- F1= {Qaccep}

— The transition functiod; equalss, on all states ifQ,; in addition.A; has depart-
ing flush edges from the final states 2 t0 Qaccept@Nd Qaccepth@s No outgoing
pushimark edge but only self-loops flush edges.

The push transition functiodiipysh : Q1 x 2 — 22 js defined a1pus(0, ) =
G2pus{0, C), VO € Q2,C € s, whereasiipusi{Oaccept C) l€ads to an error state for any
C.

The flush transitiodgysh : Q1 X Q1 — 2% is defined by:

61f|ush(q, p) = 52f|ush(q, p)v vg,pe Q2
61f|ush(q, p) = Oaccept vYge (FZ U {qaccep}), pe Q2

The two automata recognize the same langub@é;) = f(ftg).

First of all, L(A1) € L(A): in fact, if the OPAA,; recognizes a word, then it is
either the empty word and thagccepie 11 and alsoA, has a successful run on it, dn
recognizes a worév # ¢ and there exists a rufd of A; which ends in the final state
Oaccept €Mptying the stack. Notice thaiccepiis reached by a flush move from a state in
F», sayqs € Fa:

. w peQy "
S: Qo€ l2~> df = Caccepl= Yaccep)
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andqs itself is reached exactly when the parsing of the wawd finished, since, as
said before, a state iR, cannot be reached by flush moves. This condition is necessary
to avoid the presence of sequences of flush moves from noptaugetates towards
final states. Then the path frogg to gs, which follows the same state and edgesSas
represents a run of, which ends in a final statg; right after the parsing of the whole
word, thus accepting. The direction from right to left (A1) 2 f(flz) derives easily
from the fact that, ifA, accepts a word along a successful run, tHgrrecognizes the
word along the same run, possibly emptying the stack in tta $iitetaccept O

Given the variant for OPAs on finite words, it is possible toyw the closure under
concatenation of the class of languages accepted®yBAs with a language of finite
words accepted by an OPA, as the following theorem (ThebfestaZes. Notice that
its proof difers from the non-trivial proof of closure under concatesratf OPLs of
finite-length words[[6], which, instead, can be recognizettdninistically.

Theorem 2. Let j € 2* be a language of finite words recognized by an OPA with
OPM M; and g states. Let b C 2“ be anw-language recognized by a nondeterministic
wOPBAwith OPM M, compatible with M and $ states.

Then the concatenation; l: L, is also recognized by awOPBA with OPM M; 2

M1 U Mz and QZ|(s] + S9)) states.

Proof. Let A; = (X, My, Qq, |1, F1, 1) be a nondeterministic OPA which recognizes
languagel; and letA, = (X, My, Qa, |2, F2, 62) be a nondeterministiwOPBA with
OPM M, compatible withM; which acceptd.,. Suppose, without loss of generality,
thatQ; andQ; are disjoint.

To define an automato@@OPBA A3 which accepts the languadeg - Lo, we first
build an automaton OPA in the variant fordY; = (X, My, Q}, 17, F1,67) such that
L(A'1) = L(A1).

The automatomi; may recognize the first finite words in the concatenatipnL,
simulatingA’;: during the parsing of the input string,4f 1 reaches a final state at the
end of a finite-length prefix, then it belongs k¢ and Az may immediately start the
recognition of the second infinite string without the neegésform any flush move
to empty the stack. From this point onwards, thég,may check that the remaining
infinite portion of the input belongs 1o, behaving as the OPBA A,. Notice, however,
that as it happens for operator precedence languages @&-l#mgth words([6], the
strings of the concatenation of two OPLs may have syntaxs ties significantly dter
from the concatenation of the trees of the single wordsriéhestof the strings of the two
languages may be merged, according to the precedencenslattween the symbols
of the words, in a completely new structure. From the pointiefv of the parsing
of a string inL; - L, by an automaton, the joining of the trees of two wordd.in
andL, may imply that the recognition and reduction by flush movea sfibtree with
branches in a word ih; have to be postponed until the parsing of the other branches
in the word inL, has been completed. Thereforg; cannot merely read the second
infinite word performing the same transitions.asg, but it is still possible to simulate
this wOPBA keeping in the states some summary information absutits. In this
way, while reading the second word in the concatenationneberAs; has to reduce
a subtree which extends to the previous word. jrand thus it has to perform a flush
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move that involves the portion of the stack piled up durireylarsing of the first word,
it can still restore on the stack the state tatwould instead have reached, resuming
the parsing of the second word thereon as in a rua.of
In particular, the automataA; is defined as follows. Let beX U {# andAj =
(X, Mg, Qg, I3, F3,03) where:

— M3 2 M3 U M, and may be supposed to be a total matrix, for instance assign-
ing arbitrary precedence relations to the empty entrieghabthe strings in the
concatenation of languagksg andL, are compatible withvs.

- Q=Q U fogx(qu{—}), i.e. the set of states df; includes the states of’ 1,
while the states ofl, are extended with two components. The first componentis a
lookback symbol, the second component is the sta@.ahat would be reached
by A, during its corresponding computation, and the third regmés as in the con-
struction for deterministic OPAS]9]), the state with therkea symbol that, when
the current input letter is read in a run performedAyyon the infinite substring, is
the last marked symbol on the stack. Storing this composemtcessary to guar-
antee that, whenever the automatbnhas to perform a flush move towards states
piled in the stack during the recognition of the first wordhie toncatenation, it is
still possible to compute the state thét would have reached instead.

This third component is denotéd’ if all the preceding symbols in the stack have
been piled during the parsing of the first word of the concatien (thus the stack
of A, is empty).

= l3=1]U{(# po,—) | po € I2} if £ € Ly orl3 = I] otherwise

- F3 = 2 X Fz X Qz

— The transition functiods : Qs x (X U Q3) — 2% is defined as follows. The push
transitiondzpush: Qs x X — 2% is defined by:

® O3pust{01, ©) = 67 {2, ©) U{(H# Po, =) | Po € Iz, if Fqr € F s.t.6) (0w, ) 3
), Vo1 € Qj,c€ 2,
i.e., it simulatesA’; on Q; or nondeterministically enters the initial states of
Ay after the recognition of a word ib;
_ {<C’ g, p> | qe 62pusf(p’ C)} ifa<c
. (53pus|’(<av p,r, C) = {{(C, arqe 62pusf{py C)} ifa=c
foracX,ceX,peQ,re(QuU{-})

The flush transitiomdsgysh : Qs X Qz — 2% is defined by:
® 63ush(d1, P1) = 67,er(01s P1), Y01, P1 € Qf, i.e. it simulatesA’; on Q)

i 53flush(<#: p, _>7 q) = <#7 p, _>! with pe QZ? qe Q;_

® O3usi({@1, P1, M1 = P2, (A2, P2, 12)) = {(@2, 0, 12) | 9 € S2rusH(P1> P2)},
wherea; € X, ap € 5

e Ganush({@ P, 1), Q) = (.8, —) | s€ danusHp. 1)}, forae X, p.r € Qz,q € Q)
i.e. whenever the precedence relations induce a mergirgediubtrees of the
words of the concatenatioriz restores the stateat the bottom of the stack of
A, from which a run of4, will continue.

Itis clear that thewOPBA A3 recognized;-L,, thus the class of languages accepted
by wOPBA is closed under concatenation on the left with langaageognized by
OPAs. O
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Closure under complementation

Theorem 3. Let M be a conflict-free precedence matrix on an alphahdbenote by
Lm € 2 thew-language comprising all infinite wordsex2* compatible with M.

Let L be anw-language orx that can be recognized by a nondeterminiati@PBA with
precedence matrix M and s states. Then the complement oft IL.is recognized by
an wOPBA with the same precedence matrix M a2f§*) states.

Proof. The proof follows to some extent the structure of the comwesling proof for
Buchi VPAs [1], but it exhibits some relevant technical@asis which distinctly charac-
terize it; in particular, we need to introduce an ad-hocdezation ofw-words due to
the more complex management of the stack performed®yAs.

LetA = M, Q,I1,F, ) be a nondeterministiocOPBA with |Q| = s. Without loss
of generalityA can be considered complete with respect to the transitioctiong, i.e.
there is a run ofl on everyw-word onX’ compatible withM.

In general, a sentence di¥ compatible withM can be factored in a unique way
S0 as to distinguish the subfactors of the string that caet®gnized without resorting
to the stack of the automaton and those subwords for whictluskeof the stack is
necessary.
More precisely, am-wordw € X compatible withM can be factored as a sequence of
chains and pending lettews= w;w,ws . .. where eithew; = g € X' is a pending letter
orw = asap . .. &y is a finite sequence of letters such tilat; "st+1) is a chain, where
li denotes the last pending letter precedmdn the word andfirst;,; denotes the first
letter of wordw;, ;. Let also, by conventioray = # be the first pending letter.

Notice that such factorization is not unique, since a stipgan be nested into
a larger chain having the same preceding pending letter.fadterization is unique,
however, if we additionally require that has no prefix which is a chain.

As an example, for the wordl = <a<c>b <a> d» b..., with precedence

—_——— ————

relations in the OPMa > b andb < d, the unique factorization i = wibwswb. . .,
whereb is a pending letter anfac®), (°a%), (°d®) are chains.
Define asemisupport for the simple chaita;a; . . . a,®*1) as any path itd of the form
a an o
Jo—01— ... — On-1— Onh = Ch+1 (5)
A semisupport for the composed chairith no prefix that is a chaif®a; x;a; . . . a%2*)
is any path inA of the form
ap X, & an X, G
Jo— 01~ ) — ... — On ™~ Oy = Ons1 (6)
where, forevery:1<i <n:
—if x # & then— of 5 g is a support for the chaig? x#1), i.e., it can be

k<] Xi Gi
decomposed as— g ~ g = (.
— if X = &, thenq/ = q;.
Unlike the definition of the support for a simple (Equafidrahfl a composed chain

(Equatior2), in a semisupport for a chain the initial s@tés not restricted to be the
state reached after reading symbgl
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Let x € 2* be such that?x?) is a chain for some, b and letT(x) be the set of all
triples @, p, f) € Q x Q x {0, 1} such that there exists a semisupmprfi pin A, and
f = 1iff the semisupport contains a statd-inAlso letT be the set of all suchi(x), i.e.,
T contains set of triples identifying all semisupports fom&chain, and sétR = X UT.
A’s pseudorurfor the wordw, uniquely factorized ag;w,ws . . . as stated above, is the
w-wordw = y1yoys... € PR® wherey; = g if wi = &, otherwisey; = T(w;).

For the example above, thew,= T(ac) b T(a) T(d) b....

We now define a nondeterministic Biichi finite-state auteamatyr over alphabet
PRwhose language includes the pseudostinf any wordw € L(A). Ar has all states
of A and transitions corresponding.ds push transitions but it is devoid of flush edges
(indeed they cannot be taken by a regular automaton withetack). In addition, for
everyS € T it is endowed with arcs labele®l which link, for each triple g, p, f) in
S, either the pair of stateg por g, p’ if f = 1, wherep’ is a new final state which
summarizes the states fhmet along the semisuppart~ p and which has the same
outgoing edges as.

Notice that, given a s& € T, the existence of an ed@between the pairs of states
g, pin the triples inS can be decided in arffective way.

The automatomgr built so far is able to parse all pseudoruns and recognizes al
pseudoruns ofo-words recognized byl. However, since its moves are no longer de-
termined by the OPMM, it can also accept input words along the edges of the graph
of A which are not pseudorun since they do not correspond to actdactorization
on PR This is irrelevant, however, since the aim of the proof idéwise an automaton
recognizing the complement &{A), and all the words iy \L(A) are parsed along
pseudoruns, which are not accepteddpy If one gives as input words only pseudoruns
(and not generic words dRR), then they will be accepted b§x, if the corresponding
words onX belong toL(A), and they will be rejected if the corresponding words do not
belong toL(A). Given the Buchi finite-state automatd (which hasO(s) states), one
can now construct a deterministic Streett automé&githat accepts the complement of
L(AR), on the alphabd®R. If By receives as input words dPRonly pseudoruns, then
it will accept only words inLy\L(A). The automatofBg has 2 %9 %) states and(s)
accepting constraints [16].

Consider then a nondeterministic transdus®PBA B that on readingv generates
online the aforementioned pseudommwhich will be given as input t&g. The trans-
ducerB nondeterministically guesses whether the next input symlaopending letter,
the beginning of a chain appearing in the factorizatiompbr a symbol within such a
chain, and uses stack symbdls_t, or elements irT, respectively, to distinguish these
three cases.

In order to produc’, whenever the automaton reads a pending letter it outpats th
letter itself, whereas when it ends to recognize a chainefdbtorization, performing
a flush move towards a state withas first component, it outputs the set of all the pairs
of states which define a semisupport for the chain. Thus, titygudw’ produced byB
is unique, despite the nondeterminism of the translator.

Formally, the transducenOPBA B = (X, M, Qg, I, Fg, PR g, 178) is defined as
follows:



30 Federica Panella, Matteo Pradella, Violetta Lonati,odONfandrioli

- Qg = 2 x ({Z L}UT) whereX = X U {#). The first component of a state Qg
denotes the lookback symbol read to reach the state, thedewmponent rep-
resents the guess whether the next symbol to be read is angeletter ¢), the
beginning of a chain), or a letter within such a chaw; (T € 7). In the third
case,T contains all information necessary to correctly simul&@ moves ofd
during the parsing of the chaim of w, and compute the corresponding symiol
of w'. In particular,T is a set comprising all triples,(, v) wherer represents the
state reached before the last mark mayegpresents the current state reached by
A, andv is a bit that reminds whether, while reading the chain, astafF has
been encountered (as in the construction of a determi$is on words of finite
length [9], it is necessary to keep track of the state fromcwtihe parsing of a
chain started, to avoid erroneous merges of runs on flush ghove

- lg={(# L), # D)} .

-Fea={@L.@2)ack]

— The transition function and the output function are defiretha union of two dis-
joint pairs of functions. Led € 2. bceX T,SeT.The push paitsepush 77Bpush :
Qs X2 — Pe(Qp x PRY) is defined as follows, where the symbols affefenotes
the output of the move of the automaton.

e Push of a pending letter.

(6Bpush Mepusty (&, Z), b) = {{b, L) | b, <b,Z) | b}
e Mark at the beginning of a chain of the factorizatidgha < b then:

(GBpush Mepush? ((&, L), 0) = {(b, T) | &}

whereT = {(q, p.v) [ g € Q p € Gpusi(@, b), v = 1iff p e F}
e Push within a chain of the factorization.

(0Bpush Bpush? (@, T), b) = {Kb, S) | &}  where

S= {(t, p,vy| Ar,q,&) e T sttt =

gifa<b EifpeF
rifaib’y_[lifpeF ’ p€5pusr(q,b)}

The flush pairdgfush 78fush) : Qs X Qs — Pr(Qp x PRY) is defined as follows.
e Flush at the end of a chain of the factorization.

(OBfush, MAus (B, T), (&, L)) = (&, L) L R, (&, Z) | R} where

if F
R= {(r, p,v) | Hr,0,é) €T, s.t.p € 6ausn(Q, 1), v = [i Iif Ez F }

e Flush within a chain of the factorization.

(OBflush, MBAush (B, T),(C,S)) = {{C,R) | &} where

if F
R = {(t’ p, V) | EKr’ q,§> € T, EKt, r, é’) € S St p € 6f|USh(q, r),V = [i Ilf E z F }
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An error state is reached for any other case. In particutaflush move is defined
when the second state hasis second component, nor when the first stateZhars
1 as second component, as consistent with the meaning of sfadbolZ and L.

In the end, the final automaton to be built, which recognibesdomplement of
L = L(A) w.r.t Ly, is thewOPBA representing the product 8 (converted to a Biichi
automaton), which has®® '°99) states, andB, which has|Qg| = 2°¢) states: while
readingw, B outputs the pseudorum of w online, and the states @& are updated
accordingly. The automaton accepts if b@tlandBr reach infinitely often final states.
Furthermore, it has%s) statesm

4.1 Closure properties ofL(wDOPBA) under intersection and union

The class of languages accepteddyYOPBAs is closed under intersection and union.

Closure under intersection

Theorem 4. Let Ly and L, be w-languages that can be recognized by B OPBAs
defined over the same alphalb®twith compatible precedence matriceg &hd M
and § and s states respectively. ThensL; N L; is recognizable by aaDOPBA with
OPM M= M; N M, and Q(s; &) states.

Proof. The proof derives from the analogous proof of closure wipeet to intersec-
tion of languages recognized byOPBAs described in [13]. In fact theOPBA which
accepts the intersection of two languageandL; recognized by twawOPBAsA; and
A, with compatible OPMs described in that proof is determiaigtboth the automata
Ay and A, are deterministic. O

Closure under union

Theorem 5. Let Iy and L, be w-languages that can be recognized by b OPBAs
defined over the same alphal®twith compatible precedence matriceg &hd M
and § and s states respectively. Then+ L; U L is recognizable by amDOPBA
with OPM M= M; U M, and s, ;) states.

Proof. Let.A]_ =, My, Ql, o1, F]_, 51) andflg =, Mo, Qg, o2, Fg, 52) bewDOPBASs
accepting the Ianguage!éAl) =L, and L(.Ag) = L, and with compatible precedence
matricesM; and M. Suppose without loss of generality th@t and @, are disjoint.
Let|Qul = s; and|Qyl =

SinceM; and M, are compatible, theM = M1 U M, is conflict-free and the two
wDOPBAs may be normalized completing their precedence riatM = M;UM; (see
e.g. the normalization described in [13]). The normalmatreserves the determinism
of the automata and keeps their sets of states disjoint.

The automata may be, then, completed as regards theirticerfsinction, so that
there is a run on their graph for evewyword in Ly [13]. The completed automata
Ar = (&M = My U M, Qq, 0o1, F1,61) and A, = (M = M1 U My, Qz, o2, F2, 62)
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are still deterministic with disjoint state sets and rednagithe same Ianguagesﬁg
andAy, i.e.L(A1) = L andL(A>) = L,. Furthermore|Q;| = O(sy) and|Q;| = O(s).

An wDOPBA A3 which recognize&; U L, may then be defined adopting the usual
product construction for regular automatds = (2, M = My U My, Qs, qos, F3, 93)
where:

- Q3=Q1xQy,

— 0oz = (o1, o2),

—F3=F1xQUQixF;

— and the transition functiof : Q3 x (XU Qz) — Qs is defined as follows. The push
transitiondzpusn: Qs X 2 — Qs is expressed as:

03pus(aL, 2), @) = (d1pusid1. &), O2pusClo, &))

Vo€ Q1,02 € Qz,a€ 2.
The flush transitiodzqush : Qs X Q3 — Qs is defined as:

I3fush((1, 02), (P1, P2)) = (F1fiusk(0l1, P1), O2fiusi(G2, P2))
Y0, P1 € Q1, 0, P2 € Q2

The wDOPBA A3z simulatesA; and.A; respectively on the two components of the
states, and accepts anword iff there is an accepting run on it for at least one of the
two automata.

The definition of the transition function is sound becauseahtomatad, and.A,
have the same precedence matrix, thus they perform the gameftmove (marjpush
flush) while reading the input word; furthermore, they ar¢hboomplete w.r.t their
transition function and none of them may stop a computatibieweading a stringo

4.2 Closure properties ofL(wOPBEA)

The class of languages accepteddfyPBEAs is closed under intersection and union,
but not under complementation and concatenation on thevigftan OPL.

Closure under intersection

Theorem 6. Let Ly and L, be w-languages that can be recognized by iwOPBEAs
defined over the same alphal®twith compatible precedence matriceg &hd M
and § and s states respectively. Then+ L; n L, is recognizable by amOPBEA
with OPM M= M; N M, and s, ;) states.

Proof. Let A1 = (&, Mq, Ql, 1, F1,01) andAz = (2, My, Qz, I5, Fo,02) be wOPBEAs
recognizingL; andL, respectively.

We can define for eackhOPBEA an equivalent automatesOPBEA whose set
of states is partitioned into tagged states that are visititd empty stack and un-
tagged states that are those visited with nonempty stadk. Siimple construction is
described in[[13] to prove thal(wOPBEA)C L(wOPBA), defining for eackyOPBEA
A an equlvalentuOPBAA but the resulting automatof is still equivalent toA if it
is interpreted as amOPBEA. In particular the final states of the so built automatme
the tagged counterpart of the final states of the origif@PBEA.
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Let ffl andf[z be wOPBEA equivalent tod; and.A,, respectively, defined fol-
lowing this construction. AnvOPBEA A which recognized; N L, can be defined
from A; and A by resorting to the traditional approach to prove closureegiular
Buchi automata under intersection, also adopted to primeziee under intersection for
wOPBAs. The transformation of; andA; into A; andA, guarantees that a run &f
on anw-word reaches infinitely often a final state with empty statboth.A; andA,
have a run for the word which traverses infinitely often a fstate with empty stack.

Closure under union

Theorem 7. Let Lj and L, be w-languages that can be recognized by mwO@PBEAs
defined over the same alphal®twith compatible precedence matriceg &hd M
and § and $ states respectively. Then+ L; U L, is recognizable by amOPBEA
with OPM M = M; U M, and Q(1Z12(s; + S)) states.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of closure under uniorJfOPBAs. More
preC|ser, IetAl =, My, Ql, |1, Fl, (51) andAz = (2, M, Qz, |2, Fz, (52) bewOPBEAs
accepting the Ianguage;s{fll) = L; and L(.Ag) = L, and assume, without loss of
generality, than anng are disjoint. Le1Q1| St and|Q2|

SinceM; and M, are compatible, themM = M; U My is confllct-free and the two
wOPBEAs may be normalized completing their OPMMo= M; U M, (see e.g. the
normalization described in [13]), obtaining twedOPBEASA; = (X, M, Qq, I1, F1, 61)
andA, = (X, M, Qqy, I, F2, §2) which still recognize languagés andL, respectively.
The normalization keeps their sets of states disjoint.

The w-languagel. = L; U L; is recognized by theXOPBEAA = (&, M, Q =
Q1UQy, | = 11Uly, F = F{UF,,8) whose transition functiosi: Qx (XU Q) — 2%is
defined so as its restriction @, andQ, equals respectivel§; : Q; x (XU Q) — 2%
ands, : Qo x (U Q) — 2%, ieforallp,ge Q,ac X:

_ 61pusf{q, a) if qe Ql
Opusi(G 8) = {@pusr(q, a)if g e Q

_ J O1tusn(p, ) if p,ge Q1
Onust(P. ) = {6zﬂush(p, Qif p.geQ

Hence, there exists a successful rumdiron a wordx € X« iff there exists a suc-
cessful run ofd; on x or a successful run o4, on x. O
Complementation and concatenation
Theorem 8. Let L be anw-language accepted by asOPBEAwith OPM M on alpha-
betX. There does not necessarily exist@a®PBEA recognizing the complement of L

W.r.t Ly.

Proof. Let M be a conflict-free OPM on alphahEt= {a, b} given by:
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Languagd. = {b“} C 2 is recognized by the@OPBEA with precedence matrix
M whose graph is represented in Figlré 10. The complemebtvaf.t Ly includes

b

Fig. 10:wOPBEA recognizing languadeof Theoreni 8.

words (with precedence relations between symbols defindd)idyelonging to the set
{a"b® | n > 1} for which nowOPBEA can have an accepting run which reaches final
states with empty stack infinitely often. O

Theorem 9. Let L, be anw-language accepted by anOPBEA with OPM M on al-
phabetX and let 4 € 2* be a language (of finite words) recognized by@RA with
a compatible precedence matrix. Thdanguage defined by the produgt- L, is not
necessarily recognizable by aiOPBEA.

Proof. GivenX = {a,b}, letL; = {a" | n > 1} and letL, = (Lpyc(a b))” be the
language ofv-words composed by an infinite sequence of finite-length ebedonging
to the Dyck language with pai; b.

L, is recognized by the OPA with OPM and graph in Fidurk 11 anduageL; is
recognized by thef OPBEA in Figuré_1P.

al< >
#Hl< = o, 01

a# @ a a
Fig. 11: OPA recognizing languagdg of Theoreni®.
Languagel = L; - Lo = a"(Lpyc(a, b))“, however, is not recognizable by any
wOPBEA. O
4.3 Closure properties ofL(wDOPBEA)

The class of languages accepteddyYOPBEAs is closed under intersection and union,
but not under complementation and concatenation on thevigftan OPL.
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a

O

0

Fig. 12:wOPBEA recognizing languade of TheoreniD.

Closure under intersection

Theorem 10. Let Ly and L, bew-languages that can be recognized by miDOPBEAs
defined over the same alphabigtwith compatible precedence matrices &d M, and
5 and $ states respectively. Then4. L; N L, is recognizable by anDOPBEAwith
OPM M = M; N M, and Q(s; &) states.

Proof. The proof derives from the analogous proof of closure und&rsection of
languages i (wOPBEA) (Theorerl]6). In fact, the transformationia@®PBEAS into
equivalentwOPBEAs with tagged and untagged states preserves detsnramd, sim-
ilarly, the wOPBEA that accepts the intersection of the languages réexediby the
two wOPBEAsA; and.A, presented in that proof is deterministic if both and.A;
are deterministic. O

Closure under union

Theorem 11. Let Ly and L, bew-languages that can be recognized by miDOPBEAs
defined over the same alphaligtwith compatible precedence matrices &d M, and
s and $ states respectively. Then4. L; U L, is recognizable by anDOPBEAwith
OPM M = M; U M, and (s, &) states.

Proof. The proofis analogous to the proof of closure under unioaeflages belong-
ing to L(wDOPBA) (Theoremb). |

Complementation and concatenation

Theorem 12. Let L be anw-language accepted by anDOPBEA with OPM M on
alphabet®. There does not necessarily exist@DOPBEArecognizing the complement
of L w.r.t Ly.

Proof. GivenX' = {a, b}, the languagé. = {@ € 2* : « contains an infinite number
of lettersa} can be recognized by abDOPBEAA = (X, M, Q, I, F, §) with OPM and
graph as in the figure below (Figurel13).

There is, however, n@DOPBEA that can recognize the complement of this lan-
guage w.r.tLy, i.e. the languagelL = {a@ € 2 : a contains finitely many letters }. O

Theorem 13. Let L, be anw-language accepted by anDOPBEA with OPM M on
alphabetr and let s € 2* be a language (of finite words) recognized by@RA with
a compatible precedence matrix. Thdanguage defined by the produgt- L, is not
necessarily recognizable by aiDOPBEA.
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b a a
@15
Co, Q1 b Co, 01

Fig. 13: OPM and graph of theDOPBEAA of Theoreni IP.

Proof. Let 2 = {a, b}; the languagé. of Equatior B is the concatenatien= L; - L,
of a language of finite wordk; and anw-languagel,, with compatible precedence
matrices, defined as follows:

Ly =2

L, c3®, Ly ={bv}
Languagéd.; is recognized by the OPA with OPM and state-graph in Figufe 14

ab

aj< <>
Dl =11

Fig. 14: OPA recognizing languagde of Theoreni 1B.

and languagé; is recognized by the DOPBEA in Figuré 1b:

b b
b|>

# < CIO

Fig. 15:wDOPBEA recognizing languade of Theoreni 1IB.

Since languagé cannot be recognized by asDOPBEA, then the class of languages
L(wDOPBEA) is not closed w.r.t concatenation. O

5 Conclusions and further research

We presented a formalism for infinite-state model checkiagel on operator prece-
dence languages, continuing to explore the paths in the dbaperator precedence
languages started up by Robert Floyd a long time ago. Wedated various classes
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of automata able to recognize operator precedence langudgefinite-length words
whose expressive power outperforms classical models fioitestate systems as Vis-
ibly Pushdownw-languages, allowing to represent more complex systemsviaral
practical contexts. We proved the closure propertie@@PLs under Boolean opera-
tions that, along with the decidability of the emptinesshpem, are fundamental for
the application of such a formalism to model checking. Fstance, with reference to
Exampld2, imagine that one builds a specialized systemirthiatdes only procedures
of typea and where interrupts of lowest level are disabled when tisea@y pending
call: once having built a new model for such a system she can automatically verify
its compliance with the more general aAdoy checking whethel(A) C L(A).

Our results open further directions of research. A firsta@gals with the investiga-
tion of properties and fields of application of OPAs an@PAs as transducers, as they
may e.g. translate tagged documents written in mark-upulages (as XML, HTML)
into the final displayed (XML, HTML) page, or they may trartslahe traces of op-
erations of do-undo actions performed offelient versions of a file into an end-user
log or document. Thus, it might be possible to define a formaaddlation from struc-
tured or semistructured languages or patterns of tasksliemd lbehaviors into suitable
final-user views of the model.

A second interesting research issue is the charactenizafi@OPLs in terms of
suitable monadic second order logical formulas, that hesadl been studied for op-
erator precedence languages of finite-length strings i would further strengthen
applicability of model checking techniques. The next stemweestigation will regard
the actual design and study of complexity issues of algmstfor model checking of
expressive logics on these pushdown models. We expecththatetculiar features of
operator precedence languages, as their “locality pri@tiphich makes them suitable
for parallel and incremental parsirg([2,3] and their expirgty, might be interestingly
exploited to devisefiicient and attractive software model-checking procedundssp-
proaches.
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