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The present paper defines ST-structures (and an extendioesef, called STC-structures). The main
purpose is to provide concrete relationships between higkpressive concurrency models coming
from two different schools of thought: the higher dimensibautomata, atate-base@pproach of
Pratt and van Glabbeek; and the configuration structuregiajjlire event structures, avent-
basedapproach of van Glabbeek and Plotkin. In this respect we makeparative studies of the
expressive power of ST-structures relative to the aboveeatsodMoreover, standard notions from
other concurrency models are defined for ST(C)-structlilessteps and paths, bisimilarities, and
action refinement, and related results are given. Thesstigations of ST(C)-structures are intended
to provide a better understanding of gtate-event dualit§iescribed by Pratt, and also of the (a)cyclic
structures of higher dimensional automata.
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1 Introduction

The geometric model of concurrency, studied by Pratt and3lahbeek([117, 19,/6], is of high expressive
power, thus providing a general framework for studying tifeeences and common features of vari-
ous other models of concurrency (as doné in [6] [11])s hindel was named Higher Dimensional
Automata HDA) by Pratt[17]. An attractive aspect BIDA is the automata-like presentation, which em-
phasizes thstateaspect of the modeled system (and transitions betweersstaigis aspect is opposed
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2 Extensions of Configuration Structures

to the event-based models of concurrency, like (prime, floan-)stable) event structurés [14[ 2] 23] or
configuration structures and (in)pure event structure§][8,

We see the notion afonfiguration(in its various guises [14, 9, 13]) as fundamental to evexsicd
models. The configuration structures, introduced in [8},arather general model of concurrency based
on sets of events (forming the configurations of the modelstem). A thorough study of the generality
and expressiveness of configuration structures is cartiethd9] where relations with general forms of
event structures are made (where pliee event structureare the more well behaved, instances of which
are found in the literature). The configuration structueellthemselves easily to action refinement, as
studied in[[7], which makes them an ideal candidate for imenatal development of concurrent systems
where the system architect starts with an abstract modehwkisubsequently refined to more concrete
instances.

We are interested in studying such models based on sets misebert in relation to the state-based
model of higher dimensional automata. This study of evétesduality is argued for by Pratt [20],
and the model of Chu spaces has been developed in responS8[1Here we take the challenge of
Pratt, with insights from Chu spaces, and develop modelecban sets of events, in the spirit of van
Glabbeek and Plotkir [9]. We call this mod8IT-structures We investigate the expressiveness and
relationships of this new model with the ones we mentioneavalgi.e., with (in)pure event structures
and configuration structures 6f [9] and with the triadic ev&ructures, Chu spaces, aH®A of Pratt).
We also investigate how definitions that one finds for confijan structures are extended to this new
setting. In particular, we define for ST-structures a heaggihistory preserving bisimulation, which in
[7] is the most expressive equivalence presented for camafligm structures. We also investigate the
notion of action refinement (and properties of this) for &Tictures.

We point out shortcomings in the expressiveness of the $i€tsres using examples from the lit-
erature. We then present an extension with the notiotaatellation advocated by Pratt [21]. In this
extension, calle@®TC-structureswe are able to investigate closer tHOA with cycles. This extended
model opens the way to tackling the problem posed by Prafi@hdbout the expressive powerldDAs
with cycles wrt. event-based models.

The notion of an ST-configuration has been used_in [10] to defifbisimulation and ir_|6] in the
context ofHDA. But the model ofST-structuresas we define here for capturing concurrency, does not
appear elsewhePb We think that a main characteristic of higher dimensiondbmnata is captured by
ST-structures, opposed to the standard configurationtstas; this is the power to look at the currently
executing concurrent events (not only observe their teaition). In other words, we can now talk about
what happenduring the concurrent execution of one or more events. This is agaptusstandard models
that talk only about what happea$ter the execution (which may have duration and complex stractur
apparent only after subsequent refinements of an initidfatismodel).

2 ST-structures

We define ST-structures, showing in Secfibn 3 that they aetlaal extension of configuration structures
[9], and define related notions that stem from the latter. dlassical notions of concurrency, causality,
and conflict are not interdefinable as in the case of everttstes or stable configuration structures; but

1| am thankful for having been made aware of the invited talkaf Glabbeek at CONCUR’99][5] where it is mentioned
(at the end of Sec.1) as future work the investigation, orstitee lines as the work dfl[8], of “translations between eahjt
Petri nets and ST-structures, showing that also these madelequally expressive”; nevertheless, their recent {@jrédoes
not present such an investigation yet.
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are more loose, as is the case WitBAs In Sectior B we relate ST-structures als#idAsby identify-

ing a corresponding class of ST-structures, i.e., with #réiqular property oadjacent-closureWe also
define the class of stable ST-structures and relate thistiaéih counterpart in stable configuration struc-
tures. We define the (hereditary) history preserving bitian in the context of ST-structures, which
whenstability is imposed on adjacent-closed ST-structures it corresptmthe same bisimulation for
stable configuration structures. In Secfidn 5 we define mc&tinement for ST-structures and investigate
properties of it, like being preserved under the above hiktion, or that it preserves the properties of
the refined ST-structures.

Definition 2.1 (ST-configuration) AnST-configurations a pair of finite set$S T) of events (i.e., I C
E) respecting the property:

(start before terminate) T S.

Intuitively Scontains the events that haseartedandT the events that hawerminated Define the
dimensionof an ST-configuration to bgS T)| = |S + |T|.

Definition 2.2 (ST-structures) An ST-configuration structur@lso calledST-structurgis a tupleST =
(E,ST,l) with ST a set of ST-configurations satisfying tbestraint

if (ST) €ST thenS S) € ST, 1)

and |: E — Z a labelling function with> the set of labels. We often omit the set of events E from the
notation when there is no danger of confusion.

The constraint[{1) above is a closure, ensuring that we doapresent events that are started but
never terminated. The set of all ST-structures is densted

Definition 2.3 (stable ST-structures) An ST-structurdST,!) is called:
1. rootediff (0,0) € ST;
2. connectedff forany non-emptyS T)ecST, eithedecS: (S\e,T)eST ordecT: (ST \e)eST;

3. closed under bounded unioifisfor any (S T), (S, T'), (S, T") e ST if(ST)U(S,T') C (S',T")
then(ST)U(S,T') € ST;

4. closed under bounded intersectidgffifor (ST),(S,T'),(S',T”)eSTif(ST)U(S,T")C (S',T")
then(ST)N(S,T') € ST.

An ST-structure is calledtableiff it is rooted, connected, and closed under bounded unémtsinter-
sections.

ST-structures have a natu@mputational interpretatiorion the same lines of configuration struc-
tures) asstepsbetween ST-configurations, apdths Results below, like Theorem 3]10, show that this
computational interpretation is more fine-grained thanofther models we compare with. Intuitively,
opposed to standard event-based models, the computatiteraretation of ST-structures naturally cap-
tures the “during” aspect of the events, i.e., what happemigevan event is executing (before it has
finished). Action refinement and bisimulation are well bedthwrt. this interpretation. The model of
HDAsdo the same job but in the state-based setting. Besidedy&Ttges exhibit a naturalbservable
information (on the same lines as féttDAS) as ST-traces which, cf. [6, Sec.7.3], constitute the best
formalization of observable content.

Definition 2.4 (ST steps) A step between two ST-configurations is defined as either:
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s-step (S,T) % (S,T")whenT=T/,Sc S, S\ S={e} and I(e) = a; or
t-step (ST) t3> (S,T)whenS=S, Tc T/, T'\T = {e} and I(e) = a.
When the type is unimportant we denote a stepby for % U ti>

Definition 2.5 (paths and traces) A path of an ST-structure, denoten, is a sequence of steps, where
the end of one is the beginning of the next, i.e.,

2 (ST) 3 (S,T) 2 (8.7")...

A path isrootedif it starts in (0, 0)@ TheST-trace of a rooted patit, denoted $trr), is the sequence of
labels of the steps af where each label is annotated a8 i&iit labels an s-step or as"aif it labels a
t-step, where & N* is determined by counting the number of steps until thestbi@ has added the
event e to the S set, with e being the event that has been aaldeith the current t-step.

For rooted and connected ST-structures the notidBTefraceconforms with the one defined in [10,
def.2.5] or [6, sec.7.3].

Proposition 2.6 (connectedness through paths)
1. For arooted ST-structur8T the following are equivalent:

(a) ST is connected,
(b) Forany(ST) € ST there exists a rooted path ending(8T).

2. For arootedST that is closed under bounded unions the following are edenta

(a) ST is connected,

(b) For any two ST-configurations s(§T) C (S, T’), there exists a path starting if§,T) and
ending in(S,T").

Proof: To prove the implication[(1a}(1H) use induction on the dimension @ T) applying subse-
quently to smaller ST-configurations the connectednessepty of Definitio 2.8.0.

To prove the implication[(1ky-(1d) is easier by using the definition of a path which implies t
connectedness Definitign Z.B.2.

The proof of [2&}-(2H) makes unions of the ST-configurations on the two rooéthscorresponding
to (S, T’) respectively(S, T). Since the paths evolve through simple steps (i.e., whiclove one event
atatime) and sinc€S, T') includes(S T) we slowly reach configurations that include events not ffart o
(S T). Union with these intermediate configurations will make lup tonfigurations on the path we are
looking for.

To prove the implicatiorn (2b}-(2d) observe that (2b) implies_(1b). O

Proposition 2.7 For any ST-configuratior{S T), all the rooted paths ending ifS,T) have the same
length.

Proof: Each single step adds one single new event to eitheBthrethe T sets. Therefore, since the
number of events in the goal ST-configurati®T) is fixed, no matter the order of adding these events,

there will be the same number of steps, or event additionatipeis, that can be performed from the root.
O

2We generally work with rooted paths.
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Definition 2.8 (concurrency and causality)
For a particular ST-configuratio{S T) € ST define the relations o€oncurrencyand causalityon
the events in S as:

concurrency for e € €S then g€ iff exists(S,T')C(ST)s
)

causality for e € € S then e<€ iff e#¢€ and for any(S, T’
€eS=ecT.

ST-structures represenbncurrencyin a way that is different than other event-based modelsén th
sense that each ST-configuration gives information abautcthrently concurrent events, and this in-
formation is persistent throughout the whole execution.o Bvents are considered concurrent wrt. a
particular ST-configuration if and only if at some point iretpast (i.e., in some sub-configuration) both
events appeared as executing (i.e.Sihand none was terminated yet (i.e., nofTif); they were both
executing concurrently. In event structures or configarastructures in order to decide whether two
events are concurrent one needs to look at many configusatiomany events to decide this. For exam-
ple, in event structures the concurrency is defined as noglependent nor conflicting; which requires
to inspect all configurations to decide. An ST-configuratim®s not give complete information about
the concurrency relation in the whole system. In consequ@me could view the information about
concurrency that an ST-configuration provides as beingdgbuhnot complete.

The above two notions of concurrency and causality are difimeone particular ST-configura-
tion; in consequence one could emphasize this by indexiagatation symbol by the particular ST-
configuration (similar to what is done inl[7, Sec.5.3]), the tiesthetics would not be so nice in our case.
The above two notions are lifted naturally to the whole Sticture.

An evente is a cause of’éff in all the past€ is never started withowt having terminated. In other
words, whenever in the past the evehts to be started (i.eg € S), the evente on which it depends
must have terminated already (i.es T').

This is a specific notion of causality, that comes from thditian of viewing causality as a partial
order (in fact this definition makes a partial order only wites structure is rooted and connected). The
definition of event structures from![9] defined@pendency relatiothat can characterizeonjunctive
causalityin the sense that one event depends on several events ¢te,binary relation any more).
Besides this (rather common) causality as dependency ther notion ofdisjunctive causalityhich
is nicely exemplified by the “parallel switch of Winskel” gs&xampld_2.22 and Figuté 1 on pagé 10)
where an everth is caused by either of the two events 0 or 1 having happened.

On arbitrary ST-structures the concurrency and causaktyet interdefinable (in a standard way e.g.
[, Def.5.6] where concurrency is the negation of causalevertheless, concurrency and causality are
disjoint on every ST-configuration of an arbitrary ST-stane. For the more well behaved stable ST-
structures the concurrency and causality are interdegnadblen more, results similar to the oneslin [7,
Sec.5.3] can be stated and proven about stable ST-strei@ndetheir causality partial order.

1.(S,T')eST and{e €} CS\T/;
C(ST)s.t.(S,T")eST, is the case that

Proposition 2.9 On arbitrary ST-structures
1. concurrency and causality adésjoint,

2. concurrency and causality areot interdefinabl€in a standard way e.g[[7, Def.5.6] where con-
currency is the negation of causality).

Proof: The counterexample for the second part of the propositiorsists of the empty square from
Figure[2(middle-right)

ST = ({a,b},{(0,0),(a,0), (b,0),(a,a),(b,b),(ab,a),(ab,b), (ab,ab)})
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with the upper right ST-configuratiof{a, b}, {a,b}). For this configuration the two everasandb are
not causal in any order, because of the existence of the twan8figurationga, 0) and(b,0). The two
eventsa andb are neither concurrent, because the ST-configurdtibr0) is missing. Moreover, the two
events are not conflicting in the sense of the Definifion]2.11.
This counterexample clearly shows héiiDAsand ST-structures model a notion that is eluding the
standard notions of causality, concurrency, or conflictould call this notioninterleaving(i.e., events
a andb are interleaving) and in such models, using this examplerleaving is thus different than
concurrency, i.e., making it a standalone notion. The ersgtyare of Pratt proves once again very good
at exemplifying true concurrency, and the ST-structurestha above notions, only use it in a new light.
To show disjointness one can notice that if two events arewoant then they cannot be causally
depended in any order. The witnessing ST-configuration astbxthe configuration that witnesses the
concurrency, i.e., théS T) with {e,€} C S\ T. This configuration breaks the< € because € Sand
e¢ T; and analogous fo& £ e. O

Proposition 2.10 Let ST be astableST-structure. For soméST) € ST and two events.€ € S we
have:
el|eifnot(e< € ore <e).

Proof: Knowing thate £ € ande’ £ ewe show the existence of some ST-configurati§nT’) C (ST)
for which {e,€} C S\ T/, hence thag||€.

The two assumptions are equivalent to

° H(SH_,T]_) - (S,T) € e S vedg T and

e I(ST)C(ST): eeSVELT.
From the fact tha6T is connected and closed under bounded unions, using Ptiopd2i6 we know
that(S;, 1) —* (ST) and(S, T2) —* (S T). This means that frorfS;, T;) we can reach a configuration
(S,,T{) € (ST) whereS, contains bote,€ but still e¢ T;. The same for somgs,, Ty) s.t.e € €S,
and€ ¢ T,. This implies thak, € € S NS,, and thaie ¢ T/ NT, and€ ¢ T/ N T,. BecauseT is closed

under bounded intersections it means that we have f¢8nd S,, T{ N T;) which is an ST-configuration
of ST that is included in the origingIS, T) and which satisfie$e, €} C (S,NS,) \ (T{NTy). 0

The notion of conflicting events is not definable for a spe@fleconfiguration because it is a general
notion definable only on the whole ST-structure. Essegtiabnflicting events can never appear in the
same configuration.

Definition 2.11 (conflict) For an ST-structuré&T the notion ofglobal conflictis defined as a predicate
over sets of events'E E:
#E' iff A(ST)eSTwithE' CS.

The standard notion of binary conflict is an instance of thevabwhereE = {e,€}. Moreover, a
particular ST-configuration cannot contain conflicting rege

Proposition 2.12 (partial order causality) The causality relation of Definitidn 2.8 when extended with
equality is a partial order iff the ST-structueT from which the ST-configuratiof§, T) on which< is
defined, is rooted and connected.

Proof: Extend the causality relation with equality by defining & = e< & ve=¢.
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Clearly < is reflexive.

To prove thak is transitive take three everds < & < ez and showe; < e3. The proof is immediate
when any two of the three events are equal. Thus work with $saraptione; < & < e3. By applying
two times Definitior .28 we have tha(S,T’) C (ST) a ST-configuration ofT thene; € S = e €
T’ C S = e, € T/; thus having the desired result.

To prove antisymmetry assuneg < & ande, < e;. Applying two times the Definition 218 we get
thatV(S,T’) C (ST) a ST-configuration 08T e, € S = e, € T'. But this contradicts that fact th&fT
is rooted and connected, which implies that there is a rop&d to(S,T’). Hence this path coming
from the root through single steps must necessarily passghran ST-configuration that hegstarted
by not terminated. O

We can define a notion of equivalence that extends that of getrexce equivalence df [10] 7] to the
setting of general ST-structures. This notion of equivederwhen interpreted over stable ST-structures
becomes exactly the pomset-trace equivalencel of [7].

Definition 2.13 (cc-equivalence)For an ST-configuratiolS, T) of someST define:

e thepomsetas pomse{ST)) 2 [(S <, Is)]~ the isomorphism class of the set S where the causal
relation < of (S T) is preserved and the labeling function of the ST-struckires restricted to S.

o theparallel sebs||((ST)) £ {{e.€} | €|¢in (ST)}.

Two ST-configurations are cc-equivalent, writ@@T) < (S, T'), iff

pomset(S,T)) = pomset(S,T)) and||((ST)) = [|((S,T")). CC
We say that one ST-structusd cc-simulates anothes T’ iff V(S,T’) € ST ,3(ST) € ST:(ST) <~
(S,T’). Two structures are cc-equivalent, writt6i ~ ST’ iff they cc-simulate each other.

Definition 2.14 (adjacent-closure) We call an ST-structur8T adjacent-closed the following are re-
spected:

1. if(ST),(SUeT),(SUu{e €}, T)eST, with (e£€) ¢S, thenSU€,T)eST,;

2. if (ST),(SueT),(SUeTUE)eST, witheZSAE ZT ANe£€, then(STUE)eST;
3. if(ST),(SUeT),(STUE)eST :e¢dSAEZT Ne#£¢€, then(SUe TUE)eST;

4. if ( ( (

)
)
)
ST),(STUe),(STU{e€})eST, with (e£€)¢T, then(STU€)eST.

Anticipating the definition of higher dimensional autométae [17[109,16] and the Definitidn 3120
on pagd 2PR) one can see a correlation of the above definitiadjatent-closure on ST-structures and
the cubical laws of higher dimensional automata. This ¢atin is even more visible in the definition
of adjacencyof [6, Def.19] which is used to define homotopy over higher elisional automata (see
Definition[3.23 on page 23). Since homotopy classes esHgulidine histories, then the above adjacent-
closure on ST-structures intuitively makes sure that tlséohies of ST-configurations are not missing
anything.

Definition 2.15 (closure under single events)An ST-structuréST is called closed under single events
iff V(ST) € ST,Ve s.t. e S\ T then

1. (STu{e}) € ST and

2. (S\{e},T) eST.
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Proposition 2.16 (equivalent with adjacent-closure)A rooted and connected ST-configuration struc-
ture
is closed under single events iff is adjacent-closed.

Proof: The left-to-right implication is simple. For the first cotidn in Def.[2.14 use the second restric-
tion of this proposition. For the second condition we may aisg of the two restrictions, as we know
thate’ € S\ T. For the third and forth condition use the first restrictiknpwing thate’ € S\ T.

The right-to-left implication is more involved.

We first use induction on the reachability path to show that:

for every ST-configuratioS, T) with |S\ T| # 0 then all the immediately lower ST-configurations
that can reacliS T) through an s-step exist BiT, i.e.,

Veec S\T: (S\{e},T) eST.

This would prove the second requirement for closure unagleievents.

Since the ST-structure that we work with is rooted and cot@tkdhen every ST-configuration is
reachable from the rod®,0) through a series of single steps, i.e., through a rooted pét®Proposi-
tion[2.8.

Because of Propositidn 2.7 we can use induction on the redith@ath, because there exists at least
one such path, and any other path has the same distance.

Base stepis for reachability paths of distance 1. This means w&it ) = ({e},0); trivial.

For thelnduction caseuse the proof principleeductio ad absurdurand assume for sormees S\ T
the ST-configuratior{S\ {e}, T) € ST. From connectedness we know tii&T) is reachable through
either an s- or a t-step from an ST-configuration that hasidoaachability distance.

Assume thatS T) is reachable through an s-step, thigse S\ T s.t(S\ {€},T) € ST ande # €.
Sincee € (S\ €)\ T we may apply the induction hypothesis 8\ {€¢},T) to get that(S\ {e,€},T).
We now can apply the first adjacent-closure requirement éihilien [2.14 to get thatS\ {e},T) € ST,
which is a contradiction.

Assume now that no s-steps are possible, and thus only p tsspossible from soméS T \ {f})
with f ¢ S\ T, hencef # e. By applying the induction hypothesis (6, T \ { f }) we get tha(S\ {e}, T \
{f}) € ST, sinceec S\ (T \ {f}). We can now apply the second condition for adjacent-closuiget
that(S\ {e},T) € ST, which is a contradiction.

It remains to show that the first requirement of closure ursilegle events is satisfied. Thus, for
some arbitraryS T) we use induction on the dimension|&\ T| to show that

Vee S\T:(STuUe) €ST.

We could also use induction on the reachability path (asrbgfo

Base stepis for [S\ T| =1, i.e., whenS= T Uefor somee ¢ T. By the definition of ST-structures
we have that for oufT Ue, T) there also existéT Ue, T Ue) € ST.

For the inductive case, i.e., whéle,€ € S\ T distinct, we know from the previous step of the proof
that for all f € S\ T we have(S\ f,T) € ST. Pick one of these which is different thanas at least one
exists€ # e. Since|(S\ €)\ T| is smaller than the initialS\ T| we can apply the induction hypothesis
to obtain that foe € ((S\ €)\ T) we have(S\ €,T Ue) € ST. We may now apply the third requirement
in the definition of adjacent-closure to obtain that gISor Ue) € ST. O

One may assume to work with rooted and connected structnoesnly because these are natural,
but also because we can obtain them using the notioeachability.
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Definition 2.17 (reachable part) An ST-configurationS T) is said to bereachableff there exists a
rooted path ending itiS, T). Thereachable patf some arbitrary ST-structure is formed of all and only
the reachable configurations.

The reachable part of a structure is connected, cf. Proffl. 2T®erefore, assuming connectedness is
the same as assuming to work with the reachable part of awsteuc

Definition 2.18 (morphisms of ST-structures) A morphismf : ST — ST’ between two ST-structures
ST = (E,ST,l) andST' = (E/,ST,I’) with the sets of events as in Definitionl2.2, is defined as agbart
function on the events:fE — E’ which:

e preserve ST-configurations,( T) € ST then f(ST)=(f(S), f(T))eST/,
e preserve the labeling when defined, i.§.f(e)) = (e) if f is defined for e, and

e are locally injective, i.e., foranyS T) € ST the restriction fsis injective.
Note that ifT C Sthenf(T) C f(9).

Proposition 2.19 The morphisms of Definitidn 2118 preserve steps.

Proof: We prove that for a stepST) % (SUeT) € ST then f(ST) can make an s-step with the

eventf(e) into the corresponding ST-configuratidiSUe, T). Since(SUe,T) € ST thenf(SUeT)
is also a configuration ST’ and thusf is defined fore. Sincee ¢ S (by definition of an s-step) it
means thae is different than any other evegtfrom S, and by the injective property df it means that

f(e) ¢ f(S). Moreover, the label is preserved. Therefore we have thesis ST’ with the same label

and the corresponding eve(f,S), f(T)) L?) (f(QuUf(e),f(T)). O

We can define aategoryST to have objects ST-structures and the morphisms from Diefiii. 13
because composition of morphism is well defined and for angt8icture there exists a unique identity
morphism which is the total function taking an event to itsel

Definition 2.20 (isomorphic ST-structures) A function f is anisomorphismof two ST-configurations
(ST)f(S,T') iff fisanisomorphism of S and Bat agrees on the sets T and(Te., flr=T’). Two
ST-structure$ST andST’ are isomorphic, denoteSIT = ST, iff there exists a bijection f on their events
that is also a morphism between the two ST-structures; itiquaar, f takes an ST-configuration into an
isomorphic ST-configuration, and agrees on the labeling.

Definition 2.21 (hh-bisimulation for ST-structures)
For two ST-structureST andST’, a relation RCSTxSTx4?(STxST) is called a history preserving
bisimulation betweeST andST" iff (0,0,0) € R and whenevef(ST),(S,T'), f)eR
1. fis anisomorphism betweé¢8 T) and(S,T’); and
2. if (ST) 5 (S, Ta) then existgS,, T}) € ST and f extending f (i.e., f(s7)= f) with (S, T') &
(SmTa/) and((Sa,Ta), (Sd»Ta/)v f/) S R, and
3. if(S,T) 3 (S, T) in ST then exist§S,, Ta) € ST and f extending f witS, T) = (S, Ta) and
((S%Ta)ﬂ (Sla’Ta/)7 f/) eR.

R is moreover callethereditaryif the following back condition holds:
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Figure 1: ST-structures (and acycHtDAS9 representing, on the left, the “parallel switch” of Winkke
[23, Ex.1.1.7] (not closed under intersections) and, orritite, the “resolved conflict” of [9, Ex.2] (not
closed under unions).

4. if (S, Ta) > (ST)in ST then existgS,, T/) € ST and f with flqm=fand(s,Ty) = (S,T')
and ( SaTa ), (S, T, f') eR.

5. if (S, T.) = (S,T') in ST’ then exist§S,, Ta) €ST and f with flgm=f)and($,Ta) 2(ST)
and ((SaaTa)> (Sd»Ta/)v f/) € R.

A history preserving bisimulation between two ST-striegus denote@ T L ST, and a hereditary one
is denotecs T L ST'. We usually abbreviate to hh-bisimulation.

Because of symmetry of the requirements for history pre@sgrvisimulation (i.e., the points 2 and
3 above), the two conditions for hereditary are redundagetteer, and we could well use only one of
them. In our proofs we will consider only condition 4.

Example 2.22 The parallel switch of Winskel[23, Ex.1.1.7] consists ofaant b (lighting a light bulb)
that depends on either of the two parallel switches beingedo(i.e., the two evenand 1). This
example emphasizes disjoint causality, where event b dspmmeithelO or 1, and hence the fact that
there is no unique causal history, as opposed to stable tsires. The ST-structure for this example, in
Figure[d(left and middle), is adjacent-closed and closedarrunions, but not closed under intersections,
i.e., the ST-configuration®1b, 0) = (01b,1) N (01b,0) C (01b,01b) but (01b,0) & STw.

The resolved conflict of [9, Ex.2], pictured in Figuré 1(riphrepresents the fact that the initial
conflict of the two actions a and b is resolved as soon as theracthas finished (i.e., a and b may run
concurrently as soon as c¢ has finished). The correspondirstr8@ture of FigurdIL(right) is adjacent-
closed and closed under intersections but not closed undiens: (bc,0) U (ac,0) = (abc 0) ¢ STre.
Both examples can be pictured as three sides of a HDA cubdaligreahd right) whereas on (left) is an
ST-structure. In several cases we use the more clean HDA&megON for ST-structures because of the
results below (see the Definitibn 3120 of a HDA). The standaainple of a square with the empty inside,
as pictured in FigLR(middle-right) on pa§el21, is adjacetised but not closed under unions nor under
intersections.

Example 2.23 For an example of ST-structure that is not adjacent-closgtddstable take the example
of the filled square of b but where the triangle above the diagonal is removed as gn[Zright) on

pagd21. Intuitively, this models a system where both a andybron concurrently but a is always faster
than b (hence starts and also terminates first); in other wdrccannot start before a has started and
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cannot finish before a has finished. The event a may be a resallocation mechanism that b may need
for running, and thus a must be running when b can start. Buaip ran concurrently with a, e.g., while
a finishes all the resource allocation work (like logging ock setting). Nevertheless, b must wait for all
this resource allocation work to properly finish (having Blgging in place, etc.) before itself can finish
(and maybe do some more logging and lock releasing).

These examples lead to the results in the next section wheersolate the class of ST-structures that
corresponds to a popular classHiDAs that of acyclic and non-degenerd®As which are expressive
enough to faithfully represent the various examples usepghjvers like [[10[ 17,11, 15] which studied
bisimulations for true concurrency. Nevertheless, towdhe end of this paper we give examples that
challenge the expressiveness of this clagd@As(and ST-structures also), and thus justify an extension
which we will call STC-structuresn Sectior 6.

3 Expressiveness of ST-structures and correspondences

3.1 Correspondence with configuration structures

We investigate the relationship of ST-structures with thafiguration structures of [8. 9] and show
that ST-structures are a natural extension of the laters €kiension also holds when their respective
computational aspects are considered, i.e., the condwteminterpretations are related.

Definition 3.1 (cf. [7, Def.5.1][9, Def.1.1])

A configuration structur€ = (E,C), is formed of a set E of events and a set of configurations which
are subsets of eventsC2E. Alabeledconfiguration structure also has a labeling function of emts,
|:E—Z.

Definition 3.2 (C to ST) Define a mappin§T : C — ST that associates to every configuration structure
C an ST-structur&T(C) as follows. Associate to each configuratioreX an ST-configuratio® T (X) =
(X,X) € ST(C). No other ST-configurations are part T (C). The labeling function is just copied.

Definition 3.3 (morphisms for C) Amorphismbetween two labeled configuration structufes: (E,C,|)
andC’ = (E’,C',l') is a partial map f: E — E’ between their events that:

e preserves the configurations; i.e., ifeXC then f(X) € C/,

e preserves the labeling when defined, i.€f(e)) = I(e) if f is defined for e, and

e islocally injective, i.e., for any X C the restriction fx is injective.

Two configurations structures are callé&gbmorphi¢ denotedC = C', iff there exists a morphism f that
is bijective on the events.

The set of labeled configurations together with the morphigrm a category, which we will denote
the sameC.

Proposition 3.4 The mappingST can be extended to a functor between the categdfiesd ST by
defining its application on the morphisms&§(f) = f.

Proof: The application o5T to morphisms is correct because for some configurafitime events are
preserved through the mappi6d (C). Therefore for some morphisi: E; — E; the morphisnbT(f)
is well defined from the events 6fT(C;) to the events 0§ T(Cy).

The proof thatST(f) preserves ST-configurations and the labeling, and is logettive, follows
from the same properties of the morphignon the configuration structures. O
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Proposition 3.5 6T is embedding)

1. The masT from Definition 3.2 preserves isomorphic configuration stiwes and does not iden-
tify non-isomorphic configuration structures.

2. There are ST-structures that are not the image of any amafiign structure.

Proof: The categorical claim that the functSim between the two categoriés andST is embedding
can be seen from the fact that the morphisms between two coafign structures are the same as those
between their associated ST-structures. More precisalarfy two configuration structures the function
STc,.c, - Home(Cyq,C2) — Homgr(ST(Cy1),ST(Cy)) that associates to each morphismCy — C; the
morphismST ( f) is bijective. Injectivity is easy to see since for two diffat morphismd, f’ betweenC;
andC, the functionST¢, ¢, associates the morphisra3 () andST(f’), which following the definition
from Propositiod 34 are different. For surjectivity oneshia check that for any morphisnisbetween
ST(C1) andST(Cy), which is a partial map between their events, the same pamp between the
events ofC; andC, also respects the conditions of being a morphisi@.in

To show thalST preserves isomorphic configuration structures considebijective morphisnt :
E; — E, that witnesses the isomorphism@©f andC,. This same function between the event§©{C,)
andST(C,) is also a bijection and a morphism between the two ST-strestulChecking that preserves
ST-configurations, the labeling, and is local injectivedsybased on its properties on the configuration
structures.

To show that non-isomorphic configuration structures ateidentified byST for some arbitrary
C1 2 Cy assume that there exists a bijective morphigmstnessing the isomorphism of their translations
ST(C1) = ST(Cy). Itis easy to show that this same function between the ewdns and C; makes
these isomorphic as it preserves configurations, the fapalnd is locally injective.

For the part (2) of the proposition just take any ST-struethat has ST-configurations of concurrency
degree non-zero; these are not the image througBTha Definition[3.2 of any configuration structure.
O

Definition 3.6 (ST to C) Define a mapping : ST — C that associates to every ST-struct&€ a con-
figuration structure by keeping only those ST-configuratitirat have S=T; i.e., C(ST)={T | (ST)¢€
ST A S=T}, which preserves the labeling.

Proposition 3.7 If an ST-structureST is rooted, connected, or closed under bounded unions, er-int
sections, then the correspondiQgST) is respectively rooted, connected, closed under boundeohsin
or intersections.

Proof: A configuration structure is rooted if it contains the confggion 0. The definitions of bounded
union and intersection for configuration structures arentiiterral simplification of the respective defini-
tions for ST-structures from Definitidn 2.3. Proving the teness and closure properties is immediate.
A configuration structure is connected (cfl [7, Def.5.5]¥af every configurationX exists an event
ec X s.t. X\ {e} is also a configuration in the structure. For connectedness that any connected
ST-structure is also rooted (and the same holds for contigaratructures). Therefore, for any con-
figurationX € C(ST) there exists the ST-configurati@X, X) € ST from which it was obtained. Since
ST is connected it means that there is a sequence of ST-cortfaugaeach one event smaller than the
previous, which reach the ro@d,0). This means that on this sequence there must eventually 8&-an
configuration(X \ e)Y) with Y C (X\ e). By the constraint of the ST-structures it means that also th
ST-configuration X \ e, X\ e) € ST and therefore also the configuratiof\ e) € C(ST). O
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But there is not a one to one correspondence between STesgs@nd the configuration structures
because there can be several ST-structures that have teecsafiguration structure. The example is of
oneHDA square that is filled in and one that is not; both have the satma sorners and hence the same
configuration structure. But the two ST-structures are soiniorphic and also not hh-bisimilar (in the
sense of Definition 2.21).

Proposition 3.8 (C is forgetful)

1. The mapC from Definition 3.6 preserves isomorphic ST-structures.
2. The magC may identify non-isomorphic ST-structures (in fact norsigimilar).

Proof: The part (1) is proven easily, similar to what we did for Preigon[3.5.

For part (2) take the empty square and the filled-in concoyresgjuare examples. These two are
translated in the same configuration structure; i.e., tb@iners only. But as ST-structures these two
examples are not isomorphic and neither hh-bisimiar. O

Next we show that thasynchronous concurrent step interpretatiohconfiguration structures is
captured by ST-structures (cfl[9, Def.2.1], an asynchusrgtep is defined between two configurations
X =cYiff XCY andvVZ: XCZCY = Ze(Q).

Lemma 3.9

1. Morphisms ofC preserve asynchronous concurrent steps.
2. Morphisms ofT preserve (s-/t-)steps.

Proof: For part [1) we take an arbitrarfy: C; — C, and an arbitrary ste —c Y € C; and show that
f(X) —c f(Y). The definition of an asynchronous step says ¥hatY which by the local injectivity of
f it means thatf (X) C f(Y). Moreover, the injectivity on the larger sétmakesf bijective betweery
and f (Y) which means that any subset oY) is the image of some subsetYof The asynchronous step
says that all subseds C Z C Y are configurationZ € C; and sincef preserves configurations it means
that f(Z) € C,. These are all possible subséisX) C Z' C f(Y), therefore we have the expected step
f(X) —c f(Y).

The proof of part[(R) is easy since the steps in ST-structiskedve single events. The proof again
uses the fact that the morphisms are locally injective. O

Theorem 3.10 Define a mapping T, : C — ST by extending the one in Definitién 8.2 s.t. for each asyn-
chronous step X-+c Y € C add also an ST-configuratid®iT(X —c Y) = (Y,X) € STo(C). This mapST,
preserves the asynchronous concurrent steps of the coafligirstructure, i.e., for each asynchronous
step X—¢ Y € C there is a chain of single steps in the ST-structbifig(C) that passes througli, X)
(thus signifying the concurrent execution of all events Xy).

Proof: TakeC to be some configuration structure a®ié(C) the corresponding ST-structure that we
construct for it. The construction extends the simple emzpéfom before which associated with each
configurationX € C an ST-configuratiors To(X) = (X, X) € ST,(C). The functionST,(.) is applied to
the configurations o and does not introduce new events. Thus the labeling of thetstes is just
copied.

We show that for an)X —¢c Y € C we haveSTy(X) —* (Y,X) —=* STa(Y) in ST2(C). We do this
using induction on the number of concurrent events in thewoent step between the configurations.
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The base case is foY \ X| = 1 (we ignore the reflexive steps that are assumed for eaclyoostion
in [9])). Essentially, in terms dfiIDAs theST, adds also the transition between the two states dfiba.

In ST>(C) we have one s-step frofX, X) to (Y, X) and one t-step fronly,X) toY,Y, whereY = X U{e}
as{e} =Y\ X.

Take|Y \ X|=n> 2, thusJe+# € € Y\ X. We use the property of asynchronous steps in configuration

structures from[9, Def.2.1] which says thalif—c Y thenVZ: X CZ CY = Z € C. This also implies
that there are asynchronous steps fedm>c Z andZ —¢ Y, and both have fewer number of concurrent
events. We can apply the inductive hypothesis in the folhgwiivo instances: (1Y \e)\ X|=n—1;
and (2)[Y \ (XU€)| =n—1. From (1) we get the chain of single stéps X) —* (Y\e,X) =* (Y\e Y\
e). Since(Y,X) € ST»(C) was added bpT,(X —c Y) we have(Y \ e X) — (Y, X). By the induction
hypothesis on (2) we hauX U €, X U€) —* (Y,XU¥€) —=* (Y,Y). Becaused € Y and€ ¢ X we have
also the transitionfY, X) — (Y,X U¢€). Thus we have the conclusion that there exists the chaimgfesi
steps(X,X) =* (Y\ e X) = (Y,X) = (Y,XU¥€) —=* (Y,Y) that passes througdlY, X).

Intuitively, thinking in terms of acycliHDAs for each transitiorX —¢c Y € C we build theHDA
cube of dimensionY \ X| with all the faces filled in. 0

Corollary 3.11 An ST-structureST,(C) generated as in Theorelm 3110 is adjacent-closed (though not
necessarily closed under bounded unions nor intersedtions

Proof: Since we work with rooted configurations structures, Sfig function clearly preserves rooted-
ness.

From a connected configuration structure for any sequentartitionsX —* Y we find a sequence
of single steps in the associated ST-structure. This is asge from Theorem 3.110. Each individual
transition has a corresponding sequence of single steps IBT-structure.

From the proof of Theorem 3.]10 we see that an ST-configuradtoX) with X =Y, is introduced
only when there is a concurrent transition between the cordtgpnsX andY. With this observation it is
easy to prove the four adjacency restrictions. Take as ebeating first restriction (leaving the others as
exercise) and infer fromiS T) that there is the transitioh — Sand thus from the [9, Def.2.1] it means
thatvX : T C X C SthenX € Cis also a configuration. Also we hafe— SUeandT — Su{e €}. To
prove thafSU€,T) € ST itis enough to show that there is a transitibr» SU€. This is easy from the
definition [9, Def.2.1] and the fact th&J e C SU{e €}.

It is easy to check that the parallel switch of Winskell[23)t(nlosed under bounded intersections)
and the resolved conflict example of [9, Ex.2] (not closedeurfibunded unions) are expressible as
configuration structures. O

Corollary 3.12 In an ST-structureST,(C) generated as in Theorem 3]10 the ST-configurations with
S=T correspond exactly to the configurationsfThat is to say tha€(ST,(C)) = C.

One can now check that the m&pcan be lifted to a functor betwe&T andC the same as we did
in Propositior_3.1.

Proposition 3.13 The new maj$T, from Theoreni 3.10 can be lifted to a functor by defining itsliapp
cation on morphisms to &T,(f) = f. This is the right adjoint to the functdt.

Proof: Translating configuration structures into ST-structuressdnot change the set of events nor the
labeling function, therefore it is easy to see tha( f) preserves the labeling.
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To show thatST,(f) preserves the ST-configurations consider s¢B)& ) € ST,(C1) and take two
cases cf. the definition &T, from Theorenf 3.70.

Case whers= T which means thab € C; is a configuration, and sinck preserves configurations
it means thatf (S) € C, and thus we have the desired result thigtS), f(S)) € ST»(Cp), i.e., f(ST) €
ST2(Co).

Case wher§# T means tha{S T) comes from a transitiol —c S& C;. This means thag T €
C, are configurations preserved Wiy hencef(T), f(S) € C,. Since by Lemm& 319 preserves also
asynchronous steps we have the stép) —c f(S) € C, which implies that this is translated into the
ST-configuration f(S), f(T)) € ST2(C2), i.e., f(ST) € STo(Cy).

It is easy to see th&T,(f) is local injective.

To show thatST; is right adjoint toC we exhibit the co-uni€ : CoST, — I¢ to be the isomorphism
from Corollary(3.12.

We have to show that for any obje€tof C and any morphisng :
C(ST) — Cin C there exists a unique morphisgi:ST — ST,(C) for
which the diagram on the right commutes. The ndapreserves events C(g")
then the events T are the same as those©fST); the same holds for
ST, meaning that the events @fare the same as the eventsSd,(C).
Therefore, we can takg¥ to beg, and the functor returng(g”) = g* = g.

Itis easy to see that the diagram commutes: foreayEcsT) we have thay(e) = ec og(e) because
the isomorphisnzc from Corollary(3.12 is the identity.

To show the uniqueness gf assume the existence of anottielST — ST,(C) for which the diagram
commutes but for some eveat Ec st it is different f () # g¥(e). This means to say thd{(e) #~ g(e)
and thatC(f)(e) # g(e). But then the composition with the counit would again resulic o C(f)(e) #
g(e), i.e., a contradiction. O

C

CoSTH(C) £

: S

C(ST)

Corollary 3.14 (filled-in) The ST-structure obtained in Th. 3/ 10fided in”, in the sense that any cube
is filled in. By a “cube” it is meant an initial ST-configuratio(S, S), a final (SUX,SUX), where X is a
nonempty set of events, together with all the ST-configurafly,Y) from the subsets SY C SUX. To
be “filled in” means that the intermediate ST-configurati@U X, S) exists.

Proof: We call“corners” the ST-configurations whei®@andT are equal. By dcube” it is meant an
initial corner(S'S) and a final cornefSU X, SU X) whereX is a nonempty set of events that are meant
to be executed concurrently; thus the dimensioX ahakes the'higher dimension” of the cube. The
subsetSCY C SUX are the rest of the corners of the cube. Tdfled in” means that the intermediate
ST-configuration'SU X, S) exists, and hence reachable and with all intermediate &figeoations.

The definition of a “cube” between soni§ S) and (SU X, SU X) implies that all the corners of the
cube come from configuratior8C SUY C SU X. This means that in the configuration structure there
exists the asynchronous st€p-c SUX. Therefore, by the definition &T, from Theoreni-3.70, this
asynchronous step is translated into the ST-configur@gonX, S). O

Proposition 3.15 For stable and adjacent-closed ST-structures and stabiiguaration structures there
is a one-to-one correspondence. (The adjacency is negepsar

Proof: We use the mapping from Definition[3.6.
Since the inpufT is stable, by Propositidn 3.7, the outdl(ST) is also stable.
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Define amap T3 : C — ST by extending that from Definition 3.6 which associates tcheamfigu-
ration X € C an ST-configuratios T3(X) = (X, X) € ST3(C), and for each pair of configuratiofsand
TU{e} add also the intermediate ST-configurat{@nJ{e},T). We then close the resulting ST-structure
under bounded unions and intersections.

Claim: The ST-structure generated §¥3(C) is stable ifC is stable.

TheST3(C) is rooted, and also closed under bounded unions and intiersgcby its definition. We
need to show it is connected.

Also from the definition ofST; and the connectedness of the ingustructure, we see that all ST-
configurations of concurrency degree 0 or 1 are reachablemiains to show that any ST-configuration
of concurrency degree more than 1 is reachable; these ase ®ib-configurations coming from the
closures. Since the generated ST-structure is rooted pth&nopositio 26 we can work with paths and
show reachability of all ST-configurations.

Since the dimension of a ST-configuration is the same as tigghef the rooted paths that reach it,
we can use this measure in an inductive reasoning. The indutypothesis is that for two reachable
ST-configurationgS T) and (S, T’) which enter the requirements of the closure under boundeshsin
then their unionNSUS, T UT'), which is also an ST-configuration, is also reachable. Adtleae of the
two ST-configurations is not empty, thus tal&T) to be reachable from sonm{&\ e T), i.e., through
an s-step (the argument for a t-step is analogous). By tlsei@dt means that also the uni¢f8\ e) U
S, TUT') is an ST-configuration 0§T3(C). Moreover this has degree one lower, coming from two
ST-configurations reachable through shorter paths. Thereie may apply the induction hypothesis to
obtain a path reaching this smallgS\ e) US,T UT’). But from this we can make an s-step, with the
evente to reach the initial union ST-configuratig8U S, T UT’), thus finding the desired path.

For the closure under bounded intersections a similar ingceasoning on the length of the path
goes through.

Claim: The ST-structure generated §Y¥3(C) respects the constraint from Definition12.2.

It is not difficult to check that the claim holds for ST-configtions of concurrency degree 1.

For any two(ST), (S,T’) satisfying the constraint, i.e(S,S), (S,S) € ST3(C) we show that their
union ST-configuration also respects the constraint whisnglindeed an ST-configuration frosis(C).
Respecting the conditions for closure under bounded unioesns that there existS’,T”) s.t. (SU
S, TUT') C (8, T") and(S',T”) also satisfies the constraint of Definitionl2.2, i(&),S’) € ST3(C).
But in this case we see that the two ST-configurati@®$), (S, S) respect too the conditions of closure
under bounded unions, which implies that their union is art&Tiguration alsgSUS,SUS) € ST;(C),
which is our desired result.

Claim: The mapST3(C) does not introduce corne(X, X) € ST3(C) which do not have correspondent
XeC.

Any new corners can come only from unions or intersectiorssutne twqS T), (S, T') that respect
the conditions for closure under bounded unions and theonuis a new corne(ST)U (S,T') =
(S’,9’). But by the previous claim there exist also the ST-configomat(S,S) and (S, S) which are
both smaller than (i.e., included i6g’,S’), To these the inductive hypothesis says that are not new, but
come fromC, i.e.,S S € C. SinceC is also closed under bounded unions it means$ha8 € C, our
desired result.

To show the one-to-one correspondence we show two results.
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One is that for some stable configuration structinge have that the application of the two associa-

tion functions above results in an isomorphic configuraitncture; i.e.,
C = C(ST3(Q)).

This result is easy to establish because, intuitively, tts¢ fhapST; adds information which is then
forgotten by the application of. It is easy to see th&@T; does not introduce new events; and the
same forC. Therefore exhibiting the isomorphism is done by the idgritinction between the events
of C andC(ST3(C)). We need to show that it preserves configurations, which m&ashow that for
any configurationX € C then the same configuration is found in the right structuee, lid(X) = X €
C(ST3(C)). Any configuration is translated into a cornet,X) € ST3(C). By the previous claim, no
other corners exist. Then each corner is translated intppropriate configuratioX € C(ST3(C)).

More difficult is to establish that for some stable and adigotosed ST-structur8T we have that

the application of the two association functions aboveltesu an isomorphic ST-structure; i.e.,
ST = ST3(C(ST)).

Note that only the requirement of stable is not enough fas thsult. A counterexample is given
by the stable ST-structure from FIg. 2(right-most) whicimé adjacent closed and for which the above
isomorphism is not the case.

The proof has two parts: first we show that any ST-configunatl®T) € ST has an isomorphic
version inST3(C(ST)); second is to show that the function applicatid&ig(C(-)) does not introduce
new ST-configurations.

For the first part, ifS=T then it is easy to see th&, T) € ST3(C(ST)).

WhenS## T then letE = S\ T. Because the inp 8T is stable (hence rooted and connected) and
adjacent-closed it means it is closed under single evehtBrapositio 2.16. Therefor¢S\ e, T) € ST
for all e € E. With a simple inductive argument using the above closueusingle events one can
easily show that’X : T C X C Swe have(X,T) € ST. Therefore, together with the requirement on
ST-structures thatX, X) exists for any(X,T), it means we have all configurationé € C(ST), for
T C X C S By the definition of the association functi®z(-) for all pairs of configuration3 Ue and
T, for all e € E, the function adds an ST-configuratioh Ue, T) € ST3(C(ST)). When closing under
bounded unions all these ST-configurations we obtain thieeds§ UE, T) € ST3(C(ST)).

For the second part, assume sof8€T) € ST3(C(ST)) then we show thaS, T) € ST. If S=T then
this ST-configuration must come from a configurat®a C(ST) (cf. the previous claim about no new
corners), which in turn only comes from an ST-configurati§rs) € ST.

Assume(S, T) comes from the existence of two configuratidghandT Uein C(ST); i.e.,(ST) =
(TUe T). Butthis means that i T there exist the ST-configuratio($, T) and(T Ue, T Ue). From the
fact thatST is stable it means thd Ue T Ue) is reachable froni0,0) through a path of single event
steps. Assume we do not remove the eweinom the second set of the pair immediately (for otherwise
we already have our desired result) and thus there is a s#r@Rgle steps that remove single events
different tharne gradually, first removing from the second set. But evenyua# must reach a point when
we removee from the second set and not from the first set yet. This meansaad an ST-configuration
(S,T") with S C T Ue containinge, andT’ C T. We can apply the property of closed under bounded
unions for(T,T) and(S,T’) to obtain(T Ue, T).

Assume thatS T) comes from closure under bounded union of two smd®fT’) and (S’, T").

By induction these are iBT which is closed under bounded unions, hence it also cont&iis). The
basis of the induction is essential here. We check it for &Tfigurations of concurrency degree 1. Take
two (T'Ue T'),(T"U f,T") € ST3(C(ST)) and show that their union [§'ueuT"U f, T'UT”) € ST.

By the previous argument we know tha@' ue, T'), (T” U f,T”) € ST which becaus8T is closed under
bounder unions delivers the expected result. O
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The results in this section also applyfdore event structuresecause these are shown(ih [9, Th.2 and
Prop.2.2] to be equivalent to configuration structures utitar respective computational interpretations,
i.e., asynchronous steps are preserved through tramsatio

3.2 Correspondence with the event structures of Plotkin andan Glabbeek

We relate the ST-structures with tiapure) event structuresf [9, Def.1.3] and the asynchronous tran-
sition relation associated to them [ [9, Def.2.3]. &wvent structurgwhich we callinpure since their
definition in [9, Def.1.3] is different than standard evetrustures and also the restriction of being
pure is not imposed) i& = (E,I), a set of events with aanabling relationdefined between sets of
events—C 2F x 2E. An event structure can be associated with its set of corsfguns, cf.[9, Def.1.4],
L(E) ={X CE|VYY CX,3ZC X:ZFY}. Asynchronous transitions between these configuratiams ar
then defined in[9, Def.2.3] @ —g Yiff XCYandVZCY,aW C X W Z.

Theorem 3.16 E to ST) An inpure event structure can be encoded into an ST-streicur any asyn-
chronous concurrent step transition (dfl [9, Def.2.3])%Xg Y is matched by an appropriate path that
passes through the ST-configurati®f X). The encoding is done with the mappBig: E — ST defined
similarly to the one for configuration structures of Theof@Q, considering the setE) of left-closed
configurations[[9, Def.1.4] of the event structure; i£T,(X) = (X, X) for X € L(E) and for any transi-
tion X —g Y add also the ST-configurati&T (X —gY) = (Y, X).

Proof: The above property that the theorem requires on the gede®dtestructure captures the concur-
rency that the event structure transition embodies.

The proof uses induction on the dimension of the asynchmmi@nsitions, i.e., ofiY \ X|, noting
the fact thatX C Y. The proof is similar to what we did in Theordm 3.10 and isli@ted by the
Corollary[3.17.

The basis fofY \ X| = 1 is easy, folY = XU {e}.

The induction case faiY \ X| > 2 means we can consider two different eveeys e € Y \ X. After
we prove thaty \ {e} andX U {€'} are also part of.(E) we can use Corollary 3.17 two times, with
XCXCY\{e} CY andwithX C XU{€} CY CY, to get asynchronous transitions of shorter length
respectivelyX —g Y \ {e} andX U {€} —¢ Y, which we can use inductively.

To show thatY \ {e}) € L(E) we must show thatZ C (Y \{e}) : IW C (Y \ {e}) : W F Z. This can
be shown from the existence of the transitfor+g Y which says thatZ C Y, hence for ouz C (Y \ {e})
also, there existg/ C X with the propertyV + Z. But sinceX C (Y \ {e}) we have found theV that we
needed.

A similar argument is carried to prove thétJ {€'} € L(E).

Now having the transitioXX —g Y\ {e} of lower dimension we can apply the inductive hypothesis to
obtain that there is a sequence of single steps in the SatstabT(E) between the ST-configurations
(X, X) =" (Y\eX)—=*(Y\eY\e). The existence ofY,X) is guaranteed by the construction, thus
having also a single stefy \ e X) — (Y, X). Using induction with the other asynchronous transition we
get that(Y,X U {€}) —* (Y,Y). Thus, we get the sequence of single steps we were lookingefrause
(Y, X) = (Y,XU{€}). O

Corollary 3.17 (from [B] Def.2.3]) For some transition X—g Y all the intermediate smaller transitions
exist (i.e., going between any two subsets C S CY).
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Proof: By intermediary smaller transitions we mean the trans#tithat go between some two subsets
X CSC S CY. Thus, knowing thaX —g Y we prove thatS—g S. From [9, Def.2.3] of the step
transition relation—g on inpure event structures we have th&tC Y andvZ CY : W C X : W F Z.
We prove that'Z’ C S : 3W' C S: W' - Z'. We have that al£’ C S C Y and thereforelW C X :W - Z/,
and sinceX C Swe found ouW’ C Sto beW. O

Intuitively, one can view this last corollary as the oppesif the “filled in” property that was ob-
served in Corollarf3.14 for the ST-structures producethfeoconfiguration structure. The ST-structures
associated to the inpure event structures are not “filled.ie, the opposite direction of this last corollary
does not hold.

Proposition 3.18 The ST-structures generated from inpure event structuses arheoren_3.16 are
adjacent-closed (and rooted and connected if the eventtsiielis rooted and connected).

Proof: We show first rootedness and connectedness.

Assume the event structuke= (E,F) is rooted and prove that the resulting ST-structsiféE) is
also rooted. The event structure to be rooted means tha,0which is equivalent to & L(E), by
the definition of left-closed configurationsE) from [9, Def.1.4]. The translation functioBT from
Theoreni3.16 adds the ST-configurati@®) € ST (E), therefore making it also rooted.

Assume now thak is connected, i.e., ak € L(E) are reachable from the root 0 through a sequence
of asynchronous step§ —e ... —g Xp With X; = 0 andX, = X. But Theoreni 3.16 says that for each of
these steps there exists a pagtthat goes from(X;, X;) to (Xi+1,Xi+1), fori <i < n. These paths can be
concatenated (in the right order) to obtain a path f(@m®) to (X, X) thus making any ST-configuration
from ST(E) that is of the form(S S) reachable.

Note now that the definition T from the proof of Theoreiin 3.16 adds one ST-configurathrX)
for each configuratioiX € L(E) and one ST-configuratiofY, X) for each asynchronous step frden It
adds no other ST-configurations than these. This implieisaima ST-configuration irsT(E) either it
comes from a configuration in(E) or it comes from an asynchronous stefkinlt is therefore, an easy
consequence of Theordm 3.16 that for any ST-configurd¥oX) there is a path froniX, X) to (Y,Y)
that passes througly, X) (i.e., reaches it). SinceX,X) is reachable from the root, then alég X) is
reachable fron{d, ). Thus we have connectedness for the ro&&¢E).

We check each restriction for adjacency.

1. Assuming(ST),(SUeT),(SU{e€},T) as ST-configurations it means that these should come
from the transitionsT —g S T —g SUe, T —g SU{e €}, where(e# €) ¢ S To prove the
conclusion thatSU€, T) is also an ST-configuration we prove that there is a tramsitie>g SU€.

By the definition we have thatX C SU{e €} :3Y C T :Y I X; therefore it also holds that
VX CSu€:3Y CT:Y X, which is the desired transition.

2. Assuming(ST),(SueT),(SueT U¥€) as ST-configurations it means that these should come
from the transition§ —g S T —g SUe, TUE —g SUe, where€ € S\T ande¢ S To prove the
conclusion thatS T U¥€) is also an ST-configuration we prove that there is a tramsitio€ —¢ S.

By the definition we have thatX C S: JY C T : Y - X; therefore it also holds thatX C S: Y C
TU€ Y F X, which is the desired transition.

3. Assuming(ST),(SUeT),(S T U€) as ST-configurations it means that these should come from
the transitiond —g S T —g SUe, TUE —¢ S whered € S\ T ande¢ S. To prove the conclusion
that(SUe T U¥) is also an ST-configuration we prove that there is a tramsifio) € —g SUe.

We may use the Corollafy 3.117 to obtain the desired tramsitio
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4. Assuming(ST),(STUe),(STU{e€}) as ST-configurations it means that these should come
from the transitiond —g S TUe—g S TU{e €} —g S where€ € S. To prove the conclusion
that (S T U¥) is also an ST-configuration we prove that there is a tramsifio € —g Susing the

Corollary[317.
0

Proposition 3.19 §T to E) Any rooted, connected, and adjacent-closed ST-structumebe translated
into an inpure event structure, s.t. the transitions of therg structure capture the concurrency embodied
by the ST-structure.

Proof: The translation of the ST-structure ensures that all thewwoancy is captured in the resulting
event structure, in the sense that if the ST-structure sgpeethat a set of events can be done concurrently,
then there is a transition with that set of events in the gerdrevent structure.

The ST-structure expresses that some set of evéate done in parallel whenever we have an ST-
configuration where&X = S\ T (cf. Definition[2.8).

The adjacency constraint ensures that Coroflaryl3.17 holds

Define a translation functiof : ST — E similar to what we did in Section 3.1 and Proposition| 3.7
when embedding ST-structures into configuration strustugssentiallykE keeps only the corners of the
ST-structure and uses the rest of the ST-configurationsilid e enabling relation of the event structure
s.t. the transitions that result correspond exactly toghnghe ST-structure (i.e., no new transitions are
introduced).

The corners are exactly those ST-configurations wBetd . Since the ST-structure is connected and
rooted, for every two immediately close corné8S) and(SUe, SUe) there is also the intermediary ST-
configuration(Su e, S). Since the ST-structure is adjacent-closed, for everyhedale ST-configuration
(SUX,S) we also find all the intermediary ST-configurations corresiieg to the faces of the corre-
sponding cube, cf. Propositibn 2]16.

We build the enabling relation recursively starting with the root, which is translatedittie empty
set. To have the empty set as an admissible left-closed cwafign of the event structure we must
have O 0. Since we work with a connected ST-structure then the waybwild - to ensure that the
transitions are respected will also make sure that the aeddelsets of events respect the restriction of
being left-closed; so all our built sets of events will be-gbsed configurations of the event structure.

For a single step transition coming from a sequence of STigumations like(S,S) — (Sue,S) —
(SUe SUe) add tot- the following: Sk-euY forallY C S

Because of adjacency, and thus because for steps with meméseall the intermediary single steps
exist, it is enough to extend the above to sets of evéras follows: for every ST-configuratiaisu X, S)
addSH X'uY for all Y C Sand for allX’ C X.

This construction is enough because of connectedness @Tistructure we started from, which
implies that theS was already reached through a transition in the event steigte have built earlier.
Therefore, we need to consider only the new subsets. Mougspig to prove thab —g SU X we need
to prove thatvZ C SUX.3W C S: W + Z. From the fact thaSis reachable it means that we have that
YY C SIW C S C S: W Y. It means that to get the desired result we need to consiseradilthe sets
formed by adding some part &fto any of these subseYsof S.

We are creating redundancytn as the transition relation would require less pairs in glationt-.

But this redundancy is artificial four our purpose of captgrihe transition relations and the configura-
tions of the two structures (i.e., inpure event structuresadjacent-closed ST-structures).
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allb  si(ta(q)) =ta(s1(a2))

Figure 2: Example of &IDA with two concurrent events labeled byandb: with an instance of cubical
laws (left-most), and a more geometrical picturing (midiefit); an ST-structure and itdDA (middle-
right) for interleaving, which is not stable but adjacelised; and (right-most) a stable ST-structure that
is not adjacent-closed.

One can now check that no transitions are introduced in teatestructure that are not present in
the original ST-structure. Moreover, since we take all timgle steps of the ST-structure, as well as
all the ST-configurations of higher dimensions, we are tedimg all the possible transitions from the
ST-structure into the event structure.

Claim: For anyX a left-closed configuration &(ST) then(X,X) € ST.

This means thatY C X.34Z C X : ZE Y. In particular, forX existsZ C X s.t.Z F X. By the definition
of E(ST) this last enabling must come from sorfi@UA,Z) € ST with X divided intoX = BUC with
CC ZandB C A. This also says thaANZ =0, henceBNZ =0 andBNC =0. FromBNZ = 0,
X =BUC, andZ C X we have thaZ C C, and henc& = C. This means that the above ST-configuration
is actually(CUA,C) € ST for which X =BUC C CUA. SinceST is closed under single events and
connected it means that we can remove the everstinreach smaller ST-configurations; in particular
we remove only the events W\ B thus obtaining X,C) € ST. But by the property o6 T we then have
that also(X,X) € ST.
Claim: For anyX —g Y in E(ST) then(X,Y) € ST.

This means thaX CY andvVZ CY.3W C X : W F Z. In particular, forY existsW C X s.t WFEY.
By the definition ofE(ST) this last enabling must come from sor@ UA,W) € ST with Y divided
intoY = BUC with C CW andB C A. This also says tha&aNnW = 0, henceBNW = 0 andBNC = 0.
FromBNnW =0,Y =BUC, andW C X CY we have thatw C C, and hencéV = C. This means
that the above ST-configuration is actually UA,C) € ST for whichY = BUC C CUA and hence
C=WCXCY CCUA. Thismeans thaX\C C A. SinceST is closed under single events and connected
it means that we can add the events frénto C to reach ST-configurations of smaller concurrency
degree; in particular we add only the eventXiQC thus obtainingCUA, X) € ST. We can also remove
elements fromA; in particular, removing the elements frof\ B we obtain now(Y, X) € ST, i.e., the
desired result. O

3.3 Correspondence with higher dimensional automata

We recall the definition of higher dimensional automdtf) following the terminology of[[6/ 21],
defining also additional notions including the restricttoracyclic and non-degeneratdbAs
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For an intuitive understanding of ti¢DA model consider the standard examplel [21, 6] pictured in
Figure2(middle-left). It representsHDA that models two concurrent events which are labeled &yd
b (we can also have the same labdbr both events, giving rise to the notion afitoconcurrency The
HDA has four statesqé to qg, and four transitions between them. This would be the stanpigture
for interleaving, but in the case &fDA there is also a squae. Traversing through the interior of the
square means that both events are executing. When trayensitne lower transition it means that event
one is executing but event two has not started yet, wherda) waversing through the upper transition
it means that event one is executing and event two has finizheady. In the states there is no event
executing; in particular, in staqg both events have finished, whereas in sﬂ%teo event has started yet.

Similarly, HDAsallow to represent three concurrent events through a cubmpee events through
hypercubes. Causality of events is modelled by stickindn supercubes one after the other. For our
example, if we omit the interior of the square (i.e., the gigeis removed) we are left with a description
of a system where there is the choice between two sequentes sdme two events, i.e;b+b;a. This
lastinterleaving choiceexample can be seen as obtained by sticking together foasaftdimension 1
by identifying their endpoints; whereas the true concuwyexample is just one single cube of dimension
2.

Definition 3.20 (higher dimensional automata)
Acubical seH = (Q,5,T) is formed of a family of sets 8 |;,_o Qn with all sets @ disjoint, and for
each n, a family of maps,$ : Qn — Qn_1, with 1 <i < n, which respect the followingubical laws

aiofBj=Pj_10a;, 1<i<j<nanda,B e{st}. 2

In H, thes andt denote the collection of all the maps from all the families.(for all n). Ahigher di-
mensional automatof@,s,t,|,1,F) over an alphabek is a cubical set together withlabelling function
| : Q1 — Z which respects(k(q)) = I(ti(q)) for all g € Q2 and i€ {1,2}; and with | € Q initial and
F C Qo final cells.

We call the elements dg, Q1, Q2, Q3 respectivelystates transitions squares andcubes whereas
the general elements §f, are calleccells (also known as n-cells, n-dimensional cubes, or hypergubes
For a transitiorg € Q; thes; () andt;(q) represent respectively its source and its target cellscfwaie
statesfrom Qq in this case). Similarly for a general n-cejle Q, there aren source cells and target
cells all of dimensiom— 1.

Intuitively, an n-dimensional cellj represents a configuration of a concurrent system in which
events are performed at the same time, i.e., concurrentbypuice celk (q) represents the configuration
of the system before the starting of tifeevent, whereas a target cgllq) represents the configuration
of the system immediately after the termination of flesvent. We call all these source and target cells
the facesof g. A cell of Q1 represents a configuration of the system in which a singlaetdsebeing
performed. The cubical laws account for tipeometry(concurrency) of thedDAs with four kinds of
cubical laws depending on the instantiationroofnd 3; Figure[2(left) presents one such instantiation.

Definition 3.21 (isomorphism ofHDAS A morphismbetween two HDAs, fH — H’ is a dimension
preserving map between their cells ® — Q/, such that:

1. theinitial cell is preserved: (1) =1,

2. the labeling is preserved!(If (1)) = I (q1) for all g1 € Qu,

3. the mappings are preserved, for anygQn and1 <i < n:
e 5(f(an)) = f(si(an)) and
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o t{(f(an)) = f(ti(cm))-
When a morphism is bijective we calligtomorphism Two HDAs are isomorphic, denoted #H’,
whenever there exists an isomorphism between them.

The above definition of isomorphism conforms with that ih[p&f.2] and whereas the definition of
morphism conforms with that of [11, Sec.1.1].

Definition 3.22 (paths inHDAS) Asingle stepn a HDA is either ¢_1 — ¢, with S(gn) =Qn-1Or On AN
On_1 With (0n) = g1, Where ¢ € Q,and ¢,_1 € Qn_1 and1 < i < n. Apathrr= a qt LN o LA
is a sequence of single step%%”—i g, with al € {s/t}. We say that ¢ miff = ¢! appears in one
of the steps int. The first cell in a path is denoted(st) and the ending cell in a finite path is @m).

Note that the marking of the steps 84t can be deduced from the fact that the step goes from a lower
cell to a higher cell for s-steps (and the opposite for tstel is though useful in many of the proofs to
have easily visible the exact map (i.e., the index also)tti&step uses, instead of explicitly assuming it
every time.

Definition 3.23 (histories forHDA — from [6] Sec.7])
In a HDA two paths aradjacentdenotedua—% 17 if one can be obtained from the other by replacing,

forg,d e Qandi< j,

1. a segmenf—> q 3, byﬂ q 3, or

2. asegments g% by g 2% or

3. asegments q 5 by 1% g &, or

Si t; t; Sj-1
4. asegment> q— by —q—.

Two finite paths are I—adjacem@ M when the segment replacement happens at positiofy I.e., q

is the I+ 1 cell in the path.Homotopyis the reflexive and transitive closure of adjacency. Twhpé#bat
are homotopic, denotert 2 77 , Share their respective start and end cells. All homotopimted paths
that have the same end cell g are said to destory ofg and is denotetﬁ when this is unique. We use
the same notation for the homotopy class of a rooted gathwhich is also used when a cell has more

than one history, as is the case with the interleaving sqtHbé from Figure 2.

Above, homotopy is defined for all paths (opposed to the difinin [11, Sec.1.6]) and thus also a
cell of higher dimension, like the inside of a square, hasstohy, not only the state cells of dimension 0
that form the corners of the square.

Inspired by the definition of history unfolding for processyghs from[[4, Sec.3] we define the same
notion for HDAs (the present author is not aware of this nobeing defined for HDAs anywhere else).

Definition 3.24 (history unfolding for HDAS)
Thehistory unfoldingU(H) of a higher dimensional automaton H is given by:

° QH(H> is the set of histories that end up in cells on levgld®H,
e has the same labeling as H and initial cell the empty rootestomny,

e the g/t maps are built from the corresponding maps between the elisl af the histories; i.e.,
s(im) =[] iff s (q) =g A 77 > mAen() = o Aen(mm) = q.
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Definition 3.25 (hh-bisimulation) Two higher dimensional automataathnd Hs (with Ia and g the

initial cells) are hereditary history-preserving bisimulation equival@mt-bisimilar), denoted lxlﬁ1 Hg,
if there exists a binary relation R between their paths stgrtat | respectively d that respects the
following:

1. if mRrg and =, 1, then3 g with 73 =, T and T, R7Tg;

2. if MR and 1 i g then3m, with s i 1, and T, R7%;

3. if mRmg and my LN 1, then3rg with 75 PN g and 1 R7gg;

4. if mRmg and 1 FEN T then3m, with 1My PN 1, and T, R7T;

5. if mRrg and 11, ﬁ T then3rg; with 155 i s and T, R7T;

6. if mRre and g =, g then3mmy, with 11y =, T and T, R7%g.

A corollary from [6] strengthens the above conditibhs 3 [@hnd éniqueexistence.

Corollary 3.26 (cf. [6, sec.7.5])For a path T and a point |> 1 there exists a unique patit that is
[-adjacent withrt.

Many of the results in this paper work witttyclicandnon-degenerate HDAr the following sense.
SuchHDAsare often considered in the literature on concurrent sysemd are more general than most
of the true concurrency models |21, 6].

Definition 3.27 (acyclic and non-degeneratélDAS)

A HDA is calledacyclicif no path visits a cell twice. A HDA is callegbn-degeneratit for any cell
q all its faces exist and are different, in the sens&/iof j : ai(q) # Bj(a) A a,B € {s,t}, and no two
transitions with the same label share both their end states.

The restriction orHDAsthat we call here “non-degenerate” is close to that of Cattad Sassone
[3l Def.2.2] and that of van Glabbe€k [6, p.10]. The secontstraint of non-degeneracy is close to the
notion of strongly labeled of [11, Def.1.13]. Note that thenrdegeneracy still allows for two opposite
s and t-maps to be equal, i.e., itis allongd-= t;. But when theHDA is also required to be acyclic then
this is also ruled out since it would create a cycle. In thipgvave usually work with non-degenerate
HDAs and moreover we silently assume all the s/t-maps to be total

Definition 3.28 (ST to HDA) We define a mapping : ST — HIDA from ST-structures into HDAs which
for a ST = (E,ST,l) with the events linearly ordered as a I (i.e., each event being indexed by a
natural number) returns the HDA(ST) which

has cells Q= {87 € Q, | (ST) € ST andS\ T| = n};

for any two cells ™) and d*®T) add the map entry;@(S")) = ¢'®*T) where i is the index of
the event e in the Iistinﬁi(sm;

for any two cells 6*7) and ¢ST"® add the map entry (q'ST)) = gSTV® where i is the index of
the event e in the Iistinﬁi(sm;

has labeling (q(T“¢T)) = I (e) for any ¢"“¢T) € Q.
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More precisely, byl?i(sm we represent the listing of the events iR, i.e., a list of dimensiofS\ T|

obtained from the original Iistinf by removing all other events. This new listing has the eveir®\ T
in the same original order but with new indexes attacheddnag from1 to |S\ T|).

Theorem 3.29 For a rooted, connected, and adjacent-closed ST-stru&iliréhe mappingH associates
a H(ST) which is a higher dimensional automaton respecting all cablaws and is acyclic and non-
degenerate.

Proof: We first show thatH(ST) is a HDA in the sense of Definition 320. For any cgl®™) all
immediately lower cellg$\¢T) and ¢(STV®, with e € S\ T exist because the ST-structure is rooted,
connected, and adjacent-closed, and by Proposition 2 dli6sed under single events, therefore all ST-
configurationgS\ e, T) and (S T Ue) exist and thus have the above associated cells. Consideofor
that each immediately lower cedf$\®T) is linked throughss((S T)) = (S\ e T). Note that the s-maps
are not indexed as in the definition, but are indexed by anteVéa will replace these event indexes by
numbers. Link these cells alsod6>™"® throughte(S,T) = (S T Ue).

To get the cubical laws right we must use a discipline in r@pathe event indexes for the s and t
maps by numbers. This is what the Definitlon 3.28 does (ieglpirom [6]). The listing of the events
that the ST-structure comes with provides a bijective imugxmapi(-) from E to N. For a specific
ST-configuration(S, T) this indexing map becomes a map fr@\T tol ={1,...,n}, withn=|S\ T},
that respects the original ordering of the events from ety of E. Call this indexing (1) (+). For
the cellgST) replaces, by Siem (e andte by tiy . For each immediately lower cell, likg(S\eT),
which is linked asa-l(S\T)(e)(SsT), their corresponding indexing maps look likg s e\ - The relationship
between these two maps s 1) andi |(se)\7 is €asy to see; for simplicity of notation denote the two
maps respectively biyandie. The indexing majs(-) is defined or{S\ e)\ T asie(f) =i(f)ifi(f) <i(e),
andie(f) =i(f)—1ifi(f) > i(e). The same holds fayST"®),

One can check that the cubical laws hold. This is easier dgrieéping in mind an intuitive as-
sociation between each cubical law and the correspondijaget-closure constraint. As an example:
i ger (1) (Siism @ (A3T) = Sig run @ (s r, (1) (AST))) for two eventse, f € S\ T under the assump-
tion thati(f) <i(e).

The labeling of thedDA is obtained from the labeling of the ST-structure. EqEH) € Q; is labeled
with | (e) where{e} = S\ T is the single event that is concurrent(® T ).

Claim: TheH(ST) is acyclic and non-degenerate.

To provenon-degeneracypne can notice that for showing that any cell has all its fatissnct it is
enough to recall how the faces of some @#fi”) have been built. One s-face is a cgff\®T) that is
obtained from an ST-configuration that can immediately mé&cT ) through an s-step i6T, and which
adds the everd; hence the labeling of the corresponding s-magdybince we added one such map and
face for each distinct event fro\ T, then all the resulting cells are distinct. The same for traps.

A note is in order. In the definition and the argumentationvabawo generated celig>") and
- are considered equal (respectively different)8fT) = (S, T’) (respectively(S.T) # (S, T’)).

We now finis proving non-degeneracy. For two transitiores, icells of dimension one, hence ob-
tained agyS™) andqS ™) with S\ T = {e} (respectivelyS \ T’ = {f}) with I(e) = I(f) assume they
have the same source. This implies that T’ and thus the two transitions ag€ ") andq(™ 7). Since
these two transitions are assumed different then it imphiase # f. The target of the first transition
thus becomeg(T&T® and of the second™ T /) which are different.

To prove that the obtaineHDA is acyclic note first that each step in the ST-structure ischeat
precisely by a corresponding single step of the same typkeeilDA. Moreover, one step in the ST-
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Figure 3: Strong asymmetric conflict4sb; s as inpure event structure (left), and ST-structure (middle
Related isomorphieIDAsgive rise to non-isomorphic ST-structures (middle andtligh

structure increases strictly the dimension of the ST-cordiion (since it adds one new event to one
of the two sets). Because each cell in the resulttiRA is labeled by an ST-configuration to which it
corresponds, we can define a weight for each cell to be thengime of the ST-configuration that it is
labeled with. With this we can define a weight for each finitdhga be the weight of the cell it ends in.

Each path in thedDA is matched by one path in the ST-structure. Since each éxtensa path
reaches an ST-configuration of strictly larger dimensibmeans that each extension of a path in the
HDA will have strictly larger weight. To have a cycle, tHA must have one path that visits the same
cell twice; saygST). This means that an initial segment of this path that endSiF, which has weight
|(ST)|, is extended to another path that ends in the same cell, Ihevagg he same weight. But this is
a contradiction, since any extension strictly increasesabight. O

The next lemma ensures that it is immaterial which listinghefevents is picked in the definition of
the mappingH.

Lemma 3.30 For someST and two IistingsEi, E; of the events E, the HDAs resulting from the applica-
tion of H with each listing are isomorphic up to reindexing of the maps

Proof: Take the two generatddDAsto be respectivelyH; andH,. SinceEi andEﬁ are two listings of
the same set then we get a permutatiosf their indexes, in the sense thatiis on positioni in E{ then
the same event is on positigafi) in E.

The two generateHDAsare isomorphic through the identity morphighgST)) = (ST). The only
thing to check is that it preserves the mappings up to theleging of the maps according to the above
permutation; i.e., instead of showing tiseF (qS™))) = F (s (q®T))) we show thasy, ¢ - i) (F(4ST))) =
F(s(q®T)).

In H; we have thats(q(ST)) = q($\®T) with e having indexi in the listing Eﬂ(s\ﬂ, thus making
the whole right-hand side of the equalify®s™). On the left sideF (q(ST)) returns the samgST) in
Hy: andspim)m(q(sﬂ) = g($\9T) whereg is the event on indep /(s 1) (i) in the IistingE;i(s\T). By
the notationp J(s ) (i) we mean the restriction of the permutatiprto S\ T in the following sense.

= — . . P — :
V_V}e haVip kst [ErdsT) | = E24(s\1) defined asp |1y (i) =1 if B2 s\1) [I] = E2[p(K)] with
E1lk] = E1l(s 1) [i]- Itis easy to see th@= e and hence the desired result. O

Example 3.31 (Strong asymmetric conflict) This example, taken fromh![9, Ex.3] (called stronglinl[21,
p.22]), shows the gain in expressive power of the ST-stresttAsymmetric conflict cannot be captured
in the pure event structuresf [9, Def.1.5], hence not by the configuration structuresymmetric conflict
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can be captured by the inpure event structures bf [9], and thaiso by the adjacent-closed ST-structure
of Fig.[3(middle).

The example has no concurrency and involves two eventssingpthe only restriction that once
event s happens, event b cannot happen any more.

Within HDAs it is more cumbersome to represent this examgdadise HDAs are not good at identi-
fying the particular events. HDAs abstract from the coremtents and concentrate only on the labels.
One way of identifying events is by equivalence classesasitions, where two transitions are equiva-
lent when they are parallel in the border of a filled square.(iwhat we assumed until now in our HDAs
examples).

Applying this technique to the HDA in Fig. 3(middle) would result in the corresponding 2-events
ST-structure (which is what we want), but would result in3kevents ST-structure of Fig. 3(right), and
these two ST-structures are not isomorphic. On the othed htdre two representations of HDA from
Fig.[3(middle and right) are isomorphic. Nevertheless, & ave interested in representing systems only
up to hh-bisimulation, then both HDAs and ST-structuresasrgood, because the different representa-
tions of ST-structures (with 2 or 3 events) would be equayetthd hh-bisimulation.

Proposition 3.32

1. The mappingd from Definition[3.2B preserves isomorphism; i.e., $f =~ ST’ then H(ST) =
H(ST).

2. The mappindd may collapse non-isomorphic ST-structures into isomarptidAs.

Proof: For the second part of the proposition consider the two 8icstres from Figur&l3 which are
not isomorphic as the left one is defined on two events wheheadgght one is on three events. But the
HDAsthat the mappingd associates are isomorphic.

For the first part of the proposition consider two isomorgifestructure$T = ST’ with f : E — E’
their respective isomorphism. To show tH&ST) = H(ST’) we build an isomorphism between the
two generatedHDAsasF : Q — Q' given byF (q(ST)) = ¢(f(9:f(T), We prove thafF is a dimension
preserving isomorphism of the tid(ST) andH(ST’) as in Definitior 3.211.

Because of Lemnia3.B0, if for the translatiorbdfwe pick some listing oE, then for the translation
of ST” we pick the listing off (E) such that the order of the events is preserved; i.e, 4f ¢j in the
listing of E then alsof (g) < () in the listing of f (E). Sincef is a bijection this means thatéf is on
positioni in the listing ofE then we findf (g) on the same positionin the listing of f (E).

Forq(ST) which was generated from th& T) € ST, the isomorphism of ST-structures ensures that
(f(S9), f(T)) € ST/, which means that the mapping will associate the géii®:7(T) ¢ H(ST’). This
makesF well defined. Moreover, because the isomorphisipreserves the concurrency degree of the
ST-configurations, i.e|S\T|=|f(S)\ f(T)|, thenF preserves the dimension of the cells. Itis easy to see

thatF preserves the initial celF also preserves the labeling sifég (q(Te7)) = I'(g(T(1(@.1(7)) &

I'(f(e)) @ | (e), where the equality (1) comes from the Definitlon_3.28 of thenap and (2) comes

from the Definition 2.2D of isomorphism for ST-structuresgdasincel (q(787)) &

requirement 2 of Definition 3.21.

It remains to show tha preserves the mapplngs |e(F( (ST))) =F(s(q®T)). (The case for t-
maps is analogous.) By the Definition 3.28 of’le,es( 7)) =¢S\eT) for ewith |ndeX| in the listing of
the event& |g 7, and thusF (5(q(ST))) = g(fS\®:f(T)SinceF (q(ST)) = (1911, by Definition3.28,
s(q(fS:f(T)) = q(fS\ef(T) for g the event with index in the listing of the eventd (E) L(s) 1(r)- If

|(e), we obtain the
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we choose the listing of the events $T’ such that the isomorphismis preserves their order, as we

explained before, then the evemts exactly f(e). Therefore, we have the equality we are looking for;
s (F(q8T))) = g(f(O\f(e)(T)), O

A corollary of Propositiori 3.32{2) is that in not an embedding fror8T to HIDA since it looses
information, i.e., the events.
Nevertheless, the mappitjpreserves hh-bisimulation.

Definition 3.33 (HDA to ST)
Consider a non-degenerate HDAH (Q,5,,1,1). Define a relatior~C Q; x Q; on transitions as

w~dg iff e Qiai(t) =mAB(GR) =d,

for some i< 2anda, € {s,t}. Consider the reflexive and transitive closure of the abel&tion, and
denote it the same. This is now an equivalence relation pr3@nsider an equivalence clafg] to be
all g} equivalent with g. Such an equivalence class is calkeal event

Define a maps T : HDA — ST which builds an ST-structur8T(H) by associating to each rooted
path it H an ST-configuration as follows.

1. for the minimal rooted path which ends in | associgded);
2. for any pathrr which ends in a transition €m) = g; € Q; then
(@) add the ST-configuratio®T (1) = ST(75) U ([aa], 0) with 7 % a1 € |71
(b) add the ST-configuratioBT (1T gg) = ST(1m) U (0, [cu]);
3. for any pathmt which ends in a higher cell ¢m) = g, € Qn, with n> 2, then add the ST-
configurationST (1) — ST () UST(7l), with 71 = 701, 11 > g € |71, and 7 > g, € (7.

Note that in the cas€](3) above the pathst always exist because we work with non-degenerate
HDAs The same goes for the pathused in[(2h).

Proposition 3.34 For an acyclic and non-degenerate HDA the resulting STestne ST(H) is rooted,
connected, and adjacent-closed.

Proof: Rootedness is easy because it corresponds to the minintatirpath of théHdDA, i.e., the initial
cell.

Connectedness is satisfied when A that we translate is connected. This is the case because we
work with HDAsthat are closed under reachable parts. This means that weleoonly those cells that
are reachable from the initial cell, as we stated before.

In a non-degeneratelDA every Qi cell has exactly ons and onet map. This means that every
path 7t with en(71) = q; there exists exactly one pat which can reacht through an s-step. Moreover,
for rrthere is exactly one continuation by a t-step, and this emekyy state cell; this motivates in the
definition the consideration of the pathst—> do- In fact any state celly € Qp can be reached through
such a path.

In a non-degeneratdDA, every higher dimensional cej, € Q,, with n > 2, has at least two source
maps which enter a cubical las\(sj(0n)) = Sj—1(S(An)) = Oh—2 € Qn—2, and withs; (dn) # S (0h) € Qn-1.
There are uniquely corresponding paths for the origimahd the cells involved and for this cubical law,
these paths being connected through the correspondirgps-siThis motivates the last point in the
definition.
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Figure 4: Identifying of non-isomorphic and non-hh-bidemiHDAsthroughST.

Connectedness is proven using induction on the length opé#tles that are used to generate the
ST-configurations. It is easy to see that the ST-configuratitroduced iff Za is connected to the ST-
configuration of the immediately shorter path through agdine new event to th8 set. This event is
new because thdDA is acyclic, and thus the patinnever goes through a cell twice; in particular it has
never been through th that is used in the definition. Similarly, the ST-configuratintroduced i 2b
is connected to the the ST-configuration of the immediatetyter path through a t-step, i.e., terminating
the eventq .

For a higher dimensional cetl, we show that the associated ST-configuration differs froohea
immediately lower paths reaching it through an s-step by ame event in theS set; thus ensuring
connectedness. For this we show that for any two transitigre entering the cubical law (s1(0)) =
s1(s2(a)), with s1(0) = g1 andsy (o) = ; they cannot be equivalent, i.e., not denote the same event.

To show adjacent-closure we use Proposifion]2.16 becaas&Tdstructure is rooted and connected.
Therefore it is enough to show closure under single events. O

Proposition 3.35

1. The mapping T from Definition3.3B preserves isomorphism of reachablespae., for H=~ H’
thenST(H) = ST(H’).

2. The mapping T may collapse non-isomorphic HDAs into isomorphic ST-$tnes.
Proof: For the second part of the proposition consider thelld#sfrom Figure 4 without the two dot-
ted transitions, which are translated into the same STistrel byST. Even when the dotted transitions
are added, they are mapped to the same ST-structure.
For the first part we build an isomorphidey betweerST(H) andST(H’) starting from the isomor-
phismly betweerH =~ H’ as follows. Take
[au]lst(cy] iff 3q € [au],q € [an] : qlnd.

|

We can define theategoryHDA to have objectsiDAsand morphisms defined as in Definition 3.21.

Proposition 3.36 The mappindd, from Definitiod 3.2B, can be lifted to a functor between thegories
ST andHIDA by defining its application to morphisms as follows: forST — ST’ haveH(f) = F with
F(qST)) =q"ST) for any ¢ST) € H(ST).
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Proof: Since the morphisnf preserves ST-configurations, we ha & T) € ST’ and thusg(f(S8T)) ¢
H(ST") makingF well defined as a function from the cells B{ST) to H(ST’). The rest of the proof
thatF is a morphism oHDAsgoes as in the proof of Propositibn 3/32(1).

It is easy to see thai preserves the identity morphisms.

We are left to show thetl preserves composition; i.¢4( f og) = H(f) o H(Qg). O

Proposition 3.37 The mappingST, from Definition[3.3B, can be lifted to a functor between thtee
goriesHIDA and ST by defining its application to morphisms as follows: for sam@phism of HDAs
F:H — H haveST(F) = f with f([o1]) = [F(q1)] for any[a:] an event generated I§T(H).

Proof: From the statement is clear th&T (F) is defined over all events &T(H). Since for any
a1 € ST(H) theF (1) is reachable by some patti € H' it means that the equivalence cldB$q; )] will
be used in building some ST-configurationSF(H’), in the casé 2a of Definitidn_3.83, and therefore
[F(q1)] will be an event ofST(H’), thus making the codomain df to beST(H'); i.e., f : Estn) —
Estn)-

To show thatf is well defined we show the following:

Claim: For twoHDAsrelated by a morphisifi : H — H’ and for any two cellsg, of € Q; € H we have

of % af thenF (6) X F(cf).

Sinceq? X gf then it means thalg, € Q; : ai(g2) = A Bi(02) = qf, with a, B € {s,t} andi € {1,2}.
SinceF preserves the mappings we hayéF (qz)) = F(ai(g2)) andBi(F(g2)) = F(Bi(g2)). This means
we have foundF (gp) that witnesses tha (¢f) ~ F ().

To show thatf preserves ST-configuration consider @T) € ST(H) which means that it was
obtained from some pathT(m) = (ST). But sinceF preserves the maps ti means that the path
corresponds to a path(m) € ST(H’) with the same maps and indexes and where each cell on this path
is theF-image of the corresponding cell en This means that &n(m) = q; thenen(F (m)) = F(g;) and
thatF (si()) = s(F(m)). We show by induction on the length of the paths th@&T (7)) = ST(F(m)),
therefore implying that it is an ST-configuration fra®T (H’). The base case for the empty path is
easy. We then take cases depending on the cell that the pashirgnaccording to Definitiof 3.83.
Whenen(m) = g; € Q1 then casé 2a applies, which means 8iatm) = ST(s1(m)) U ([a1],0). When f
is applied to this ST-configuration we ha¥€ST(m)) = f(ST(s1(m))) U (f([a1]),0). By the induction
hypothesisf (ST(s1(m1))) = ST(F (s1(m))), and by the definition of we have(f([q1]),0) = ([F(a1)],0).
These imply, by the same cdsé 2a of Definifion B.33, the desesult thatf(ST(m)) = ST(F(n)).
Whenen(m) = gp € Qo then casé 2b applies and a similar argument as before is Mgbdnen(m) =
O € Qn then casél3 applies, and the (1) = ST(r) UST (7). By the induction hypothesis, since
the twp paths are of shorter length, we hdy8T (7)) = ST(F (1)) anden(F (1)) = F (en(77')) which
is F(s(en(m))) which is equal tos(F(en(m))) = s(en(F(m))); analogousf(ST(rd)) = ST(F(10)))
with en(F (7)) = sj(en(F (11))). Therefore, by the same case of Definition 8.33 we N&\&T (1)) =
ST(F(r))UST(F (1)) = ST(F(m)).

To show thatf is locally injective we use induction on the length of thetpaince the ST-configura-
tions are build in Definitiof 3.33 from paths shorter with @tep. We show that for any ST-configuration
(ST) obtained from some path &T (1) and for any two equivalence classgg] # [of] we have
f([cd]) # f([f]) which is the same afF (q2)] # [F(af)]. In other words, if for two transition cells

that have been added By on some patht which are not equivalent in the senseq@f?x q*l’ then their
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Figure 5: Unfoldings oHDAsthroughST.

corresponding cells through are also not equivalenk (of) =/ F(q*l’). When we treat the cagel2b for
whenen(m) € Qp it is trivial because it follows from the inductive hypotliesince we only add to the
T set of the ST-configuration. The cdsé 2a for wie(vr) = g1 € Q; assumes that sy, is locally
injective astp — q; = rmand from the definitiors T (1) = ST (1) U ([a1],0). Therefore we look only at
the situation wheifgi] € ST (). The cas€l3 needs some more care and it goes through usingtbalc
law that the two shorter paths enter into.

It remains to show tha&8T preserves identity morphisms and respects compositiorogbimsms. It

is not difficult to show thabT(Idn) = Ids ), sinceldst ) ([aa]) def [ldn (01)] = [a1]. We show that
ST(FioR)([a1]) =ST(F1)oST(F)([a1]). We know thaST(F10F,)([a1]) = [FioF2(q1)]. On the other
side,ST(F1) oST(R)([a1]) = ST(F1)([F2(a1)]) = [Fr(F2(a1))], which is the desired result. O

Remark 3.38 (no adjoint) For the two functorsH and ST between the categorieST and HIDA we
cannot find a unit to makel the left adjoint ofST because of the example of the ST-structure of Fig-
ure[3(middle). For this ST-structure there is no way to a&eca morphism to its translation through
ST o H, which is the ST-structure from Figuré 3(right). There is@hot possible to get the adjunction
the other way, because of the example of Figlire 5(right) stgpunfolding of the triangle HDA. For this
HDA there is no way to associate a morphism to its translatiooughH o ST, which is unfolded.

4 Sculpting

There are several issues with the above mappings that weovattiress in this section using the method
of sculpting which is much like what Pratt has used[inl[16, 19]. The magpgifiworks like an unfolding
since it works with paths; in fact it is more close to thistory unfoldingof the HDA that it manipulates
(cf. Definition[3.24). This is obvious from the example in &ig[3(right) where the right structure is the
unfolding of the left triangle-likeHDA. But history unfolding is hh-bisimilar to the original stiure,
so we could try to check i$T is good up to hh-bisimulation. The example of Figlle 4, djarding
the two dotted transitions, also shows two hh-bisimif@dAsthe left being the history-unfolding of the
right one, and which are mapped into the same ST-structuneweScould try to show that foHDAS
that are not hh-bisimilar th&T would map them to not hh-bisimilar ST-structures. But teidismissed
by the example of Figurel 4, this time considering also théedotransitions. These twdDAs are not
hh-bisimilar, but they are mapped to isomorphic ST-stmggtuhence hh-bisimilar.

The above issues are related to the fact that it is not clearttdadentify the events in &IDA. The
best example for this is the fact that the mappiigdestroys the interleaving square; which is exactly
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due to the fact that our method of identifying events iHRA by equivalent transitions opposite in a
filled square fails for thisinfilled square; see Figuté 5(left). This same issue about everltoithe one
that causes the problem for the other mappgihghere we could not say in tHeéDA that was generated
whether this was representing two or three events.

These issues are solved through sculpting since this vdlvalis to identify the events in DA
in the same way as ST-structures work with events. We wiltlsaeST-structures captuldDAswhich
can be seen axulptures At first the sculpting method seams orthogonal to the hystmfolding aspect
because:

1. There ardHDAswhich are sculptures but for which their history unfoldilsgiot a sculpture. This
is the example of van Glabbe€k [6, Fig.11], pictured hereiguie[4, with the cube with one face
missing, and its strange looking unfolding where the corgeplit into two.

2. There areHDAs which are not sculptures, but for which their history unfolgis a sculpture.
Consider the example from Figure 5(right) with the trianglgere the end state is reached either
through one event or through a sequence of two events.

3. There arédDAswhich are sculptures, and also their history-unfolding $sapture (of a different
dimension though). Consider the example from Figuire §(téfthe interleaving square.

4. There arédDAswhich are not sculptures and also their history-unfoldiagsnot sculptures either.
This is the example of the game of the angelic vs. demonicelfoom Examplé 615, on pagel47,
that depends on the speed of the players.

Definition 4.1 (bulks) We call a HDAa bulkiff there exists a unique cell of highest concurrency (i.e.,
0h € Qn 1 |Qn| = 1A |Qnsi| = 0for alli € NT) and all other cells from Q are just the faces of this cell
On- A bulk is simply a single (possibly infinitely-dimensigraibe, and thus denoted, Br just ¢, when

no confusion can appear. We work with acyclic and non-degeadulks only.

Definition 4.2 (sculptures) We say that a H= (Q,5,f,1,1) can besculptedfrom a bulk B, whenever
there exists an embedding morphism, i.e., injective memhem H — B,,, which means that the cells
of this HDA are just a subset of the cells of the bulk and theakthe notions are just restrictions to this
subset. We call aculpture a HDA together with a bulk and an embedding morphism. Sinmglacan
be equated with its dimension, we will denote a sculpture as-KH, B,, em).

It is easy to see that if IDA can be sculpted from a bulR, of dimensionn then it can also be
sculpted from any bulk of dimension higher than This is because any bulR, can be seen as a
sculpture from a bullBy,, with n < m, by taking the trivial embeddingn} : B, — By, which associates
to gn any of the cells 0By, of dimensionn and to all the other cells just the corresponding faces. We sa
that a sculpturéi" = (H, B,,em) can be over-complicated to become the sculpkife= (H, By, ent) of
higher dimension by taking trem = enf'oem Therefore, we are interested in the minimal bulks, when
they exist. We call a sculpturgmplisticif it cannot be simplified, i.e., has a minimal bulk. A sculggu
H" = (H,Bpn,em) can besimplifiedwhendi < n: s(gn) = g,—1 andemis also an embedding into the
smaller bulk, i.e.em: H — gn_1.

Definition 4.3 (isomorphism of sculptures) Two sculptures Hand H™ are isomorphic iff their respec-
tive simplistic versions have the same dimension and H dratédisomorphic as HDAs.

We can give an equivalent definition without the notion of @istic versions. We need to over-
complicate one sculpture to have the same dimensions. thitewe take the obvious isomorphism of
the two bulks. If this isomorphism when restricted beconreisamorphism of the two underlyingDAs
then the sculptures are considered isomorphic.
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Remark 4.4 One HDA can be seen as two different sculptures, e.g., fraandifferent dimensional
bulks, in both cases being a simplistic sculpture (i.e.llidepends on the embedding morphism). Then
this HDA object enters as source object of several sculptunephisms (as seen in Figuré 3). Because
of this we cannot determine from a HDA alone in which scubpttienters.

Working with history unfoldings is not not particularly gb@ither. The interleaving square from
Figure[3(left) can be seen as a sculpture from 2, but its hystmfolding can be seen as a sculpture from
3 or from 4; we cannot decide which.

Proposition 4.5 The mappingd from Definition3.2B generates HDAs which can be seen astsceaip

But the mappindd from Definition[3.28 does not tell exactly which sculpturgénerates, i.e., which
is the dimension of the sculpture and the embedding. Theduwdiiition shows how this can be done,
thus also giving the proof for Propositibn ¥.5.

Definition 4.6 (ST to sculptures) Define the mappingi® the same as in Definitidn 3.28 to generate the
HDA H, only that it also returns a bulk and an embedding, thssalpture, as follows.

For ST = (E,ST,l) build the bulk B, with n= |E|, by adding one cell 59 and all its faces are
added as in Definitioh_3.28 for the HDA part using the samelisbf the events as used to generate the
HDA. Each cell of the bulk corresponds to a pair of subsets,afeE, BST) with ST CE, corresponds
to a possible ST-configuration. The embedding eim- B, is defined as efg(ST)) = b(ST), We obtain
Hs(ST) = (H, B, em).

Proposition 4.7 The mappingH® from Definition[4.6 does not collapse non-isomorphic Stiestires;
i.e., forST 2 ST’ thenHs(ST) 2 H3(ST') in the sense of Definitidn 4.3.

Proof sketch: We prove the contrapositive, i.e., f$(ST) = H5(ST’) thenST = ST'. We show the
existence of an isomorphism over the ST-structures, krpiyia isomorphism over their translations as
sculptures, making use of a fixed listing of events that thpsh& andH work with. The rest is tedious
details. O

Definition 4.8 (sculptures toST) Define a mapping T, : HDA — ST only over sculptures, which for
a sculpture H' = (H, B, em) associates the ST-structusd(H") as follows. Take a linearly ordered set
E (of events) of cardinality as the dimension of the bulk gellThe ST-configurations &Ts(H") are
obtained from the cells of H, i.e., $F {STs(q)|q € H}. One ST-configuratio8Ts(q) is obtained as
STs(q) = (ST) = ak(E,0) for ax(gn) = em(q). Thea-chainay is a sequence of s/t-maps applications
(with correct indexesp = aj, o aj, o --- o aj, Whereaq;, is either an s-map or a t-map of some correct
index k. The application of the-chain to a cell returns another cell. We abuse the notatoai(E, 0)
and apply am-chain to an ST-configuration w.r.t. a predefined listing Bijch is defined asay(S,T) =
C!kfl(C{ik(S,T)) with

o (ST) = {(S\ eT), ita=snElsrli =

(STue), ifa=tAElgrlik] =

thus returning an ST-configuration.

Intuitively, for the bulk cellg, associate the ST-configurati¢g, 0). For any other celg of the bulk
take a descending chain of s/t maps that reach it from the deilk Build a ST-configurationlS;, Tg)
starting with(E, 0) by removing fromE, if an s, respectively adding to the 0, iftathe corresponding
evente, where at each level of descent a renumbering of the eventadg by removing the from the



34 Extensions of Configuration Structures

list. In the beginning, i.e., at the highest level of the bedil and the ST-configuratiofE, 0), the listing
of events is in correspondence with the s/t mappings of tledll, i.e., e corresponds ts /t; (this is
kept all throughout the descent). The mapp#ig keeps only those ST-configurations that correspond
to cells from the sculpture.

Since a sculpture has finite concurrency ti8dn returns only finite ST-configurations, even if the
bulk may be of infinite concurrency.

1. The main property to use to prove that the example of vabliglek cannot be a sculpture is: In
a bulk, for a cell and its unique history, for any two pathshis thistory and two different states,
each on one of these paths, then the two states have asdatifideent sets of events.

2. IfaHDAIs a sculpture, then the mappifg associates to every cell exactly one ST-configuration;
in particular, it associates to every state exactly onefsetents.

Remark 4.9 Since the ST-structures and Chu spaces over 3 are isomorghiProposition 6.8, and
since ST-structures capture sculptures HDAs, which arde subset of the HDAs, we can conclude that
the Chu spaces over 3 is not enough to capture all HDAs, nat theeacyclic ones. This observation
is supplementing the results of Pratt, and is motivating iauestigation in Sectiop 6 where we ask how
STC-structures and Chu spaces over 4 are capturing norpieak and acyclic HDAs.

When applied to a sculptute” the mappindsT from Definition[3.38 can use the extra information
that the sculpture gives to determine the events irHbé correctly.

Definition 4.10 ST from sculptures) For sculptures H extend the mappin§T from Definition[3.3B
such that instead of using as events the equivalence clas&@scells as defined in Definitidn_3.33, it
uses the following equivalence classes (as coming fromutk; llenote this mappin§T,.

Define the relationeifg Q1 x Q1 with Q1 € H which is from the sculpture M= (H,B,,em), as

qu Yoy iff 36 € Q3 ai(qp) =emcn) Afi(gp) = emicy)

for some i< 2anda, B € {s,t}, and G € B, part of the bulk. The reflexive and transitive closure of this
relation generates equivalence classes denoted as bigfidrand representing thevents

After giving some results oo -chainswe will be able to prove the following theorem. This theorem
intuitively says that if we use the bulk to determine cotreatl the cells that are equivalent, i.e., deter-
mine the events correctly, then both ways of translatindpsares are correct, i.e., either by using the
unfolding methodST,, or by sculpting out from the bulk directl§Ts.

Theorem 4.11 For a sculpture H' = (H, B,,em) we have
STp(H") = ST,(H").

An a-chain is a sequence of applications of s/t-maps a;, o... a; of correct indexes, where one
member of the chain can be identified with its position in thaie asaX = q;,. This example ofa-
chain hadength k The a-chains are thus meant to be applied to cells, and dependirnghach cell
these are applied to the indexganust be correctly bounded wrt. the dimension of the cell. Taa
chain it is natural to associate the list of its indexesias..,ix]q. We define an equivalence relation
on a-chains that is motivated by the equivalence relation inlk bo the transition cells, as we gave in
Definition[4.10, and also motivated by the cubical laws wlgipply to sucha-chains and determine that
different chains applied to the same cell give the sametiagudell. We denote this relation an-chains

¢}
as~.
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Definition 4.12 Define~ on a-chains to be reflexive and transitive and respecting theviohg:
a ~ a’ iff both have the same length and either
1. their list of indexes is the same, i.By,...,ikla = [i},...,i}]a’; OF

2. they are different by two consecutive maps which satisfybécal law: i.e., for some | have
aloat =ajofj = Bj1oa =a"oa" .

Definition 4.13 Inside a bulk B define a relation on any two ceIISréq g in the following coinductive
manner:

1. quBn:qiq;

2. N a iff gk, 0 € Qk for somel < k < n (i.e., have the same dimension) &t 1,0}, ; € Qus1:

Ohe1 % G2 A\ Gi(Gher1) = O A Bi (Gl 1) = O for some i< k+ 1.
Lemma 4.14 Inside a bulk B if two transition cells are gz q; then the cells are alsolcf;" qy-
Lemma 4.15 Inside a bulk B we have the following double implication:

ka% & Josk3a,a" 1o <~ o’ Ad(gak) = GeAa’ (Gk) = O

Proof: We assumey # ¢, for otherwise it is trivial.
We prove thdeft-to-right implication. From the definition we have thqzr; O iff 01,01 €

Quit Oks1 ~ Ok 1A O (Ok1) = Gk A BH(Ghsq) = O If Oky1 = 0,4 are the same then we have found the

requirements for the right-side of the implication of thaici, i.e., takey , x = g1 anda = at, o’ = B,
i.e., of length 1, and we have the desied o’ since their list of indexes is the same. Otherwise, when
Ok+1 # G, 1. We apply the definition again to obtain tha(tr; O iff F0kr1, O g € Qe & O (Ohy1) =

Ok N Bil(q{(H) = g, and HQk+27Qf<+2 € Qrt2 1 Oks2 N Qf(+2 A ajz(qk-i-Z) = Ok+1 A sz(Qf@rz) = q/k+1- Again,

if the two cells are the samey,> = g, then we can stop the recursive reasoning and exhibit the
required elements for the right-side of the implicatios;,igh = gk;2 anda = alo ajz, a' =pt ij2 of
length 2 being equivalert ~ a’ since their list of indexes is the same. This recursive reiagoalways
eventually stops in the unique cejl| of the bulk.

We prove theright-to-left implication. The twoa-chains being equivalent have the same length:
a,o--oQ; =a~a = aj, o---oaqj. From this, two cases are distinguished: one when the Ifsts o
indexes are the same; and another when there is a sequemashains each pair in the sequence having
chains different by a cubical law.

(1) Havingai, o+ --o ot (Q1+k) = Ok andajf1 0---0 orjfI (a1+k) = g using the definition fo;t for the base

case (i.e., when we work with the same cell) we heyéq ) v aj (ai+k). We then use the definition
with the standard case and obtain after applying-tl times the expectegk N -

(2) There exists a sequenceamfchainsa ~ a®~ ... ~ a™~ o’ each differing from the other by a
cubical law instance; in particular, far = aj, o--- o a;, and a%= aj oo aﬁ there exist two indexes
iz,iz11 S.t. for all other indexes we havg= j, fory # z z+ 1, andaj, o aj,,, = aj,oaj,,, as a cubical
law. Since it does not matter for the equivalence which ereagps thea-s are, we assume all these to

be the same s-map. This means thiat, o - 0@ (qk) = al o---0 aﬁ(q|+k) = 0z 2 Which by the

Jz+2
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cubical law means that;, o a;,, , (0z42) = O, 0 Qj,,, (dz+2) = 4, to which we apply the rest of the maps
to obtain the same cell. This is done for all thechains in the sequence, obtainiagg . «) = a’(q-k)
and by reflexivity we have the result. O

From Lemma 4.715 we obtain the following.

Corollary 4.16 Any two chains which are equivalemt,~ a’, when applied to the bulk cell,gesult in
equivalent cells.

In particular, for a bulk of dimension, any twoa-chains of dimension— 1 that are equivalent reach
the same equivalence class@f transition cells; and also atf-chains that reach such an equivalence
class are equivalent. Therefore, there is a one-to-onelation of the equivalence classes of transition
cells (i.e., the events of tHT,,) and the equivalence classeswthains of dimension— 1. The question
is how many equivalence classesasthains of dimensiom— 1 are? For our purposes these should be
as many as the number of eventsSat.

Lemma 4.17 For a listing E of cardinality n and twar-chainsa, a’ of length less than n we have

a~ad iff a[E]=d'[E].

Proof: The notationa[E] is close to what we used in Definition #.8 but here we are ortBrasted in
the lists of events obtained by removing from the initiatl Esthe events at the indexes corresponding to
the chain steps. More precisely, for= o, o--- o o, of lengthk < n, definea[E] asaj, o--- o a;, [E] 2
ai, o---oa,_, [0, [E]] where for one element of the chain the application is defirsex),£&E] 2 [E \ iy] to
be the list of length one less th&which is the same ds but with the element on indeyx removed (in

other notationE | g\gj)))-

We prove thdeft-to-right implication. Havinga ~ a’ we assume there is a sequencexethains
each different than the other by a cubical law, i@~ a® ~ ... ~ a™~ o’ with the indexes ofr the
same as with those af® with the exception of two consecutive ones which enter aczauilbaw. (The
case when the indexes are the same is trivial.)

Take the first equivalence in the chain< a®, i.e.,aj, 0---oqj, ~ ajo1 0---0 orjok with two consecutive
indexes forl,I + 1, with 1< | <k, sit.iz= jmfor m# 1,1 +1 and 1< m< k. Because of this it
means that these applied to someHigieturn the same list, i.eq;,,[F] = a;,,[F], and therefore we have
Qj,,0... 0y [E] = aﬁﬁ o... aﬁ([E] = Ej.0.

Now for the a; o aj,, and ajcl’ o aﬁﬂ we know that they enter a cubical law, which means that
i=0< p=iy1andj = p—1,j+1 = o0 (the case for whem > p has the same argument). It is
easy to see that for a li§; . » when removing first an element on a positipthigher than a position
which we remove afterwards, it is the same as first removiagetement from this lower positiomand
then removing the element on the position one-lower thasince all the before higher positions than
have been decreased by one after the first removali[Egi2\ p] \ 0] = [[Ei+2\ 0] \ p— 1]. Therefore,
aj oqi, [Eiyo] = aﬁ o GﬁH[EHz] = E. To this last one when we apply the remainder of the dmchains
that have the same indexes we obtain the same list, thus siredieesult.

We prove theight-to-leftimplication. Given twaa-chains of some dimensida< ntheir application
to the listE is defined as before and results in the samedi&t] = a’[E| = E,,_x. Knowing that from
ann-dimensional lisE we obtain the lisE,_x of dimensionk lower we can view the twar-chains and
how they are applied to the initial list as a table. Take thvesrof the table to correspond to the indexes

of the initial list E and take the columns to stand for the element indhghain; i.e., we have a x k
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12 0405 2 12 04 2 6
a=1\|I1h i2 i3 i4 i5 a = 1 i2 i3 i4 i5
Es 0O 0 01 O Es 0O 0 0 0 1
Ee [0 0 1 0 O 565, E [O O 1 0 0
Es 0O 0 0 0 O —_— E4 0O 0 0 0 O
Ej 0O 1 0 0 O Ej 0O 1 0 0 O
E, 0O 0 0 0 1 E, 0O 0 01 O
E; 1 0 0 0 O E; 1 0 0 0 O

Figure 6:

matrix. Each application of one element of tinechain removes one different element from the list. The
matrix represents the operation of removing the elementidyarticulara-chain by putting a 1 value
on the position where the element of thechain is removing the respective element of the list; tls¢ re
of the matrix is filled with 0. In consequence we have a singb& £ach column (since a chain element
is applied only once, and all chain elements remove someegleai the list) and on each row (since an
element is removed only once) that corresponds to a remaasd;&ll rows corresponding to the events
in the remaining lisE,_x are completely filled with 0.

Eacha-chain that is applied to the li§ and returns the liSE,_k is represented by one such matrix
with the rows corresponding to the eventskgf x completely filled with 0. If we remove these empty
rows we are left with a square matrix of- k x n— k which is apermutation matrix

We want to show thatr ~ a’. If their corresponding matrices are the same it means liegthave
the same indexes and the result is trivial. Otherwise we ghawthere is a sequence @fchains each
different than the previous by a cubical law. Let us undexstahat it means a cubical law difference
in terms of the corresponding matrices. All the indexes lagesame with the exception of two adjacent
ones. This means that the matrices are the same with thetexceptwo columns that correspond to the
two indexes. The cubical law on these indexes then meansvidngping of the two rows of the matrix
that have the value 1 on the two corresponding columns. $ethtiough the example in Figuiré 6.

This cubical law change corresponds on the matriceattjacent transpositionn the corresponding
permutations. In other words, if twa-chains are different by a cubical law then their matrices ar
different in a adjacent transposition of their correspagdiermutation; and each adjacent transposition
corresponds to a cubical law change.

Take now the tables of the two givenchainsa,a’. Since thes&r-chains return the same list then
we are in the situation above where we associate to @achain a square matrix that corresponds to
one permutation. Itis a known result that any two permutatican be obtained one from the other by a
sequence of adjacent transpositions. This means thatithergsequence of matrices that differ only in a
cubical law manner, hence the equivalence of the ingtighains. O

Proof of Theorem[4.11: We must exhibit a bijective map between the events generated3ly and
those generated BT, and show that it respects Definitibn 2.20 of being a morphism

The set of events generated Y is E, having the cardinality the same as the dimension of the bulk

Bn, i.e.,|[E| = n, and being linearly ordered. The linear order coincides Wit indexes of the mappings
from the bulk cellgy.

The mapST, generates events which are the equivalence classes givbe b@dation?;v from Defi-
nition[4.10 which comes from the bul,.
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Intuitively, we definef to associate to each event i) which can be seen as obtained from an
application of ama-chain, i.e.,f(an-1(E)), an equivalence class which is obtained using the same
chain from the bulk cella,-1(q,)]. Note that the length of the-chain is related to the cardinality &f
The Lemmd 4117 ensures that the definition of the functionvemts asf (an_1(E)) = [an-1(an)] is @
bijection.

We show thatf preserves ST-configurations, i.e., {&T) € ST, thenf(ST) € ST,. By Defini-
tion[4.8, (ST) € ST, means thaiqg € H (with H from the sculptureH" = (H,B,,,em)) reachable in
the bulk from the bulk cell by some-chain,emq) = ax(d,), which thisa-chain determines the ST-
configuration,(S,T) = ax(E, D). Therefore, we want to show thé&tay(E,0)) € ST, which amounts to
showing tha8m: STy (1) = f(ak(E,D)).

We show the following claim, which implies the above expdatesult.

Claim: For anymwith en(r1) = g and anya-chain witha (gn) = g then

f(a(E,0)) = STy(m).

There are three cases to consider depending, @rhich correspond to the three ways of generating
ST-configurations bg Ty, in Definition[3.33.

Note that the order on the eventsEnthat ST; is considering in Definition 4]8 is the same as the
indexes of the maps of thg, bulk cell. This is the same as the order of the eventsSthiggenerates
since these are the equivalence classes oQ1lells of the bulk, which are the same as the equivalence
classes ofx-chains, cf. the above results on the correspondence ofaguoce ofa-chains and events.
An equivalence class af-chains|a,_1] is on positionik in the listing of the events generated $Y,, iff
no a-chain in this equivalence ends in indigx

Since anya-chain in an equivalence class generates equivalent edllsn applied to the bulk cell)
all these cells will be associated to ST-configurations lakhg the same set of concurrent events. In
particular, any twax-chains from an equivalence class that have the same nurhbeand t-maps but
differ only through cubical laws interchange of their indexreach the same cell. All suchchains
when applied to th€E, 0) generate the same ST-configuration. Therefore, we aredneerk with any
sucha-chain (not necessarily with the one from the claim); in jgaitr thea-chains that are of the form
asoat are of interest, where® anda' are, possibly empty, sequences of only s- respectivelypsma

In a bulk every cell has only one history. Nevertheless, & shulpture a cell may have several
histories. In a history all paths have the same length. Faellairc the sculpture and for any of its
histories, then all the paths in this history are includethapaths of the uniques history corresponding
to this cell in the bulk. The mappingT, works with the paths in the sculpture, and two such path&ther
may be from two different histories of the same cell. Newadhs, in the bulk both paths are homotopic,
therefore they will involve the same equivalence classe&3;dfells, as given by;. We are thus free to

work in this proof with any path leading to a cell, which maywe&vell not be from the sculpture since
the same ST-configuration would be generated. This is natake for a non-sculpture and the mapping
ST; all the above are due to the fact t1%af, works inside a bulk. In particular we are interested in paths
of the formm®rtt wherert may be empty, but nat®.

With the definition of events th&T, uses, if two transitions denote the same event in the sgelptu
then they denote the same event in the bulk also. The bulk maste more transitions as the same
event; in other words, two events which are consideredrdiffiein the sculpture may be collapsed in the
bulk.
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We use induction on the length of the path that reaches théheglis used to build the current ST-
configuration. The base case is for the initial cell which translates intq®,0); to which whenf is
applied results in the same ST-configuration which is alsoadrthe configurations generated Y. It
is easy to see this becauseHrthe initial cell is reachable only through-chains of lengtm and of only
s-maps. The application of such a chair{E00) results in the root ST-configuratiq®, 0).

Recall thatf(ST) = (f(S),f(T)) = ({f(e) |ec S},{f(e) | ec T}) and that we work witha-
chains in the formaso al. For the case when we look at a cell of dimensloi 2 then we work
with an a-chain of at most dimension— 2 (with n the dimension of the bulk). So, for the cell=
asoat(g,) we look atf(asoat(E,D)). Taking the application ofi-chains from Definitioi 418 we have
thataSoa'(E,0) = (ST) with T = E\ a'[E] andS= T U a’o a'[E]; we thus havef (aSo a'(E,0)) =
(f(E\a'[E])U f(asoat[E]), f(E\ a'[E])) where we denote the two sets involved(@sJB, T). Note
that we have used the application of tnechains to lists, as we defined earlier.

Sinceq has at least two concurrent events, then it also has at lgast-mmaps; take any two different
$1,%. The two cells reachable through these two maps are clogbetmitial cell and are reachable
through paths of length one shorter than the path readhintpke the two non-equivalent chains that
reach these cells to i = s; 0 aSoat(gn) ando? = s, 0 aso al(q,). The ST-configurations th&T,
associates argT;(q}) = s;oasoal(E,D) andST(¢?) = s, 0 aSoal(E, D) and the functiorf is applied
to these in a previous induction step. The application tesuod f(s;0 aSoa'(E,0)) = (TU f(s;0a%0
al[E]),T) andf(s;0aSoa'(E,0)) = (TU f(s,0 aSo al[E]), T); denote the two new sets Bg andBy.

ButB; is the same aB but with one event missing, i.e., the one removed bystheap; call this event
e; andB; = B\ e;. The same foB, = B\ e, wheree; # e but withe; € B, ande, € B;. This means
thatB; UB, = B. Therefore,(TU f(soa®oal(E]), T)U(TU f(s,0a%0cal[E]),T) = (TUB,T); i.e.,
f(sioasoal(E,0))Uf(s0a%al(E,0) = (f(a'[E])U f(a%oat[E]), f(E\a'[E]) = f(a%oat(E,0)).

By the induction hypothesis we hafés; o aSo a'(E, D)) = ST(mm ), for anyrm reachingg; = s1(q),
andf(s;oa%ca'(E,0)) = STy(m) for 1% reachingg, = s,(q). Sinces;, s, were two arbitrary s-maps of
g, we have the desired resdltaso a'(E,0)) = STs(m) for any it reachingg.

The case for cellgy € Q; works with a-chains of lengtm — 1. There is a base case for the cells
g: reachable in one step from the initial cells; these are asaatrable only throughr-chains of only
s-maps, denoted? ;(gn) =a1. Thenf(a; ,(E,0)) = f((a;_4[E],0)) = (f(as_,[E]),0) which by the
definition of f is ([ay_;(dn)],0). O

The above proof indicates the following definition and resul

Definition 4.18 Define Eq™ to take an ST-structur€T = (E,ST,l) and an equivalence relation on
its events~C E x E, and return the ST-structu®T’ = (E/,ST,l’) with E' = {[¢]. | e€ E}, ST =
{(ST)/~ | (ST) € ST} where(ST)/. = (§~,T/~) is the quotient of S T) wrt. ~, and I'([e].) = I (€)
for some éc [g]...

For a sculpture H' = (H,B,,,em) the functionEq" applies the equivalence relatiorf? which is de-

fined over equivalence classe@g|.,, coming from the Definition 3.83, as:
[a]er ~ [chJey iff G % 0
with ,'ib‘i defined for H as in Definitio Z.1D.

Proposition 4.19 For a sculpture H' = (H, B,,em) we have

Eqn oST(H) 2 ST,(H"
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Proof: Note that in the example of Figuié 3 the tWiDAs are isomorphic but their sculpture versions
are not. Because it preserves isomorphism,Sthewill map the leftHDA into the ST-structure on the
right over three events, instead of the desired left STesire only over two events. But when seen as
sculptures, even T maps to isomorphic ST-structures, the equating of the evibatEq~ does will
transform the left ST-structure into the corresponding &vents ST-structure we are expecting, thus
breaking the artificial isomorphism induced &Y.

|

The following results show a one-to-one correspondencsdmst the ST-structures and sculptures.
Proposition 4.20 For an arbitrary ST-structuré&T we have
STs(H3(ST)) = ST
Proposition 4.21 For a sculpture H we have
HE(STo(H™) = H"
Corollary 4.22 For an arbitrary ST-structur&T we have

Eqn oST(H%(ST)) = ST

Proof: Proposition 419 gives UEq" o ST(H) = ST,(H") which by Theoreni 411 becomés;~ o
ST(H) = ST(H"), where the sculpturtl" that we work with is given byd*(ST). Finally, the Proposi-
tion[2.20 gives the desired res@it;~ o ST(H) = ST,(H5(ST)) = ST, where theH is the one from the
sculptureH®(ST) obtained from the ST-structure. O

Corollary 4.23

1. For any two HDAs where one H cannot be a sculpture anda be sculpted, then B H'.

2. For any acyclic and non-degeneratée tHat cannot be sculpted there exists some sculpttirs.ti
ST(H") =2 ST,(H").

Proof: For part 2 the sculpture that we are looking for is given bydpplication of the mappingl®;
i.e., takeH" to beHs(ST(H")). O

We end this section by making two conjectures related taiyiginfolding of a HDA.
For any non-degeneral¢DA H we have

Hrh\r)U(H)and

ST(H)=ST(U(H)).
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5 Action refinement for ST-structures

We define the notion ddction refinemenf7] for ST-structures using @efinement function ref~ — ST.
Theref(a) is a non-empty ST-structure which is to replace each andvaiite that are labeled with

In this way, what before was abstracted away into a singletew®w using action refinement, can be
given more (concurrent) structure. The definitiorreffis over all action labels at, but normally only

a (small) subset of actions is refined, whereas the rest@heniain the same. For all such actions just
refine with a singleton ST-structure labeled the same fe&b) = ({(0,0), (f,0),(f, f)},1(f) =b) with

f a new event).

Definition 5.1 (action refinement) ConsiderST = (ST,I) over Z an ST-structure to be refinedy a
refinement functiorref : £ — ST. We call the pair of set§S T) a refinement of an ST-configuration
(ST) e ST by ref iff:

ST = U (& xS {et xTu [ J{F} xS, {f} xS)

ecS\T feT

where each;, Te) is @ non-empty and non-maximal ST-configuration fronglfef) and each(S;, S¢)
is @ maximal ST-configuration from r@f f)). The refinement o8 T is defined as refST) = (STer, lref)
with

e STt ={(ST)| (ST) is arefinement of som& T) € ST by ref};
o lref((€ e()) = Iref I(e ))(e()-

Note that because of the closure restriction in the defmitd ST-structures, any maximal ST-
configuration, wrt. set inclusion, must have b&bandT equal.

Proposition 5.2 (refinement is well defined)
For two isomorphic ST-structure$T = ST’ and two isomorphic refinement functions, a.c < :

ref(a) = ref’(a), we have:

ref(ST) is also an ST-structure;
ref(ST) = ref'(ST); and
ref(ST) = ref (ST').

w Ny

Proof: We first have to show that every s{éi f) € STer is a well defined ST-configuration. This is easy
to see because we use unions in the definitiofSof ) and in the right-most unions the resultiSgnd
T sets are the same, whereas in the left unions all events ih Hegs are also in thEsets because they
are build from ST-configurations, Te), i.€.,{e} x Te C {€} x . Union of sets preserves set inclusion.
We need to show now that for any $S;T) € STef there is the case th(aﬁ S) € STet. Assume that
(S,T) is a refinement of somgS, T) and assume there are some evertsS\ T and that we have used
some ST-configuratio(S, Te) from ref(I(e)). (Otherwise, wheis=T it implies, by construction, that
alsoS=T.) Because the refinement function uses only ST-structheesit means that iref (I (e)) there
is also an ST-configuratiof&, &). If (S, S) is maximal, then the refinement @8 T) that uses it will
result in the desiredS, S). Otherwise, wherfS,,S:) is not maximal, by the DefinitioR 5.1 it means we
eventually build another refinement @ T) using this(&,S:). Therefore, we would have both tige
andT sets the same. These arguments must be carried for all @85 T to obtain the desire(S, S).
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The final step is to show that the new labeling functignis correctly build in the sense that for each
new event it assigns some label, in fact the correct labelimgrinom the refining ST-structures given
by ref. The definition ofl ¢ is for every new evente, €) wheree is from the old ST-structure ard is
from the new refining structures. The new label is the samieeasdrresponding label in the ST-structure
where theg comes from.

The refinement operation is well defined also wrt. isomorghiactures.

e ForaST and two isomorphic refinement functioref andref’, i.e.Va € 2 : ref(a) > ref’(a), then
ref(ST) = ref’(ST).

e For two isomorphic ST-structureST = ST’ and some refinement functioef we have that
ref(ST) = ref(ST).

The proof uses the fact that isomorphic ST-structures agrdiee labeling functions, and uses similar
arguments as above. O

Proposition 5.3 (preserving properties)
The refinement operation preserves the properties of theekStructure, i.e., for sonfel’ and ref:

e If ST is rooted then refST) is rooted.
e If ST is connected and all r¢f) are connected then ré$T) is connected.

If ST and all ref(a) are adjacent-closed then réST) is adjacent-closed.

If ST and all ref(a) are closed under bounded unions (or intersections) the(SiEf is closed
under bounded unions (rsp. intersections).

Proof: The property of being rooted is easy.

For connectedness consider some non-enti®fy ) e ref(ST) which is a refinement of some (non-
empty)(S T) € ST. The fact that is non-empty it implies thate, &) € San event, which by the definition
of refinement it means thatcomes fronS. Therefore(S, T) is also non-empty. By the connectedness of
the originalST it means that there exists sorfie Ss.t. either (1YS\ f,T) € ST or (2) (ST \ f) € ST.

Assume that (1)S\ f,T) € ST and take a refinement of it where for all events different thave
take the same ST-configuratiof&, Te) < ref(I(e)) as we did in the refinemeii§ T). This means that

(ST) has all the events @5\ f,T) and on top it has some more events coming from the refinemehnt of
If there is only one such eveff, f’), as for example coming from refinement wittifd, 0) € ref(1(f)),
then the proof is finished since we found this event which maged fromS we obtain a new ST-
configuration which is also iref(ST). Therefore, consider the case when there are more eferity

as coming from some chosen ST-configurati®n, T;) < ref(l(f)). Sinceref(I(f)) is also connected
it mean that we can find some eveifts.t. either(S; \ f,,Ts) € ref(I(f)) or (S¢,Tr \ fy) € ref(I(f)).
No matter which is the case we have the following: one refimero&(S,T) is (S T) € ref(ST) using
(S¢,Tr) e ref(I(f)) and another refinement of the saif®T) uses all the same ST-configurations ex-
cept for (S, T¢), in place of which another ST-configuration is used which éwectly one less event.
This concludes this case, as we found the single e{/&rff,) which can be removed to obtain another
refinement.

Assume (2)(S T\ f) € ST and take the refinement ¢, T \ f) the same as that f@S,T). This is
possible because before, (8 T), f was part ofT and thus it was refined using some maximal config-
uration (S¢,Sr) € ref(1(f)). But since nowf € S\ (T \ f) we can refine with any configuration from
ref(I1(f)), and hence also with the maximal of,S¢) < ref(I(f)). Becausaef(l(f)) is connected
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then there exists some evefjtin the maximal configurationSt, S¢) s.t. (St, St \ fy) € ref(I(f)). Use
this configuration to refind instead of the on¢St, St) used to obtai(S, T). In this way we obtain a
refinement configuration iref (ST) that differs from(S T) by one single everttf, fe)-

For bounded unions and intersections the proof should biesita that in [7, Prop.5.6] and should
use argument specific to ST-structures as we used above.

We concentrate on the new property of adjacent closure. @negve this directly using Defini-
tion[2.14 of adjacent-closure and take (more tedious) caaeswill take the alternative route through
Propositio 2.16 and use the closure under single evenis.rdsults in fewer cases to consider.

Therefore, we want to show that for some arbitré®/T) < ref(ST), being a refinement of some
(ST) € ST we have

1. V(e ) eS\T: (STU(e€)) e ref(ST) and
2. V(e d)eS\T:(S\(e€),T)cref(ST).

Since(e @) € S\ T it means thae e S\ T and€ € (S, Te), where(S, Te) € ref(I(e)) is the chosen
ST-configuration. Becaugef(l(e)) is closed under single events, the first requirement thes et
also(S., TeU¥€) e ref(l(e)). Take now another refinement @, T) that is the same as before only that
in place of (S, Te) € ref(I(e)) uses(S, TeU€). Clearly this new refinement has all the event of the
old refinement with the exception that now the ev@me ) is also contained iff . This proves the first
requirement.

To show the second requirement consider the existent& ¥, Te) € ref(l(e)) and the same argu-
ment applies as before. The only difference is that the (W€, To) may in fact be(0,0). In this case
we use the fact that the originll is closed under single events and thus, fordl®eS\ T we can find
(S\ e T) € ST. Take the refinement of this which will have all the event @& tid one, except the one
(e,€) which is not inSanymore. O

Single steps in the new structure relate to steps in the aldtste, before the refinement, and the
refining structures given bigef. A single s-step in the refined structure comes either fromgless-step
in the old structure, and thus coupled with an initial stegein(i.e., one like(0, D) SN (e,0)) or only from
an s-step in theef (with the ST-configuration unchanged).

Proposition 5.4 The hh-bisimulation is preserved under action refinemeet; i
for STX ST’ then ref(ST) W ref (ST).

Proof: We consider given a hereditary history preserving bisitma(hh-bisimulation)R that relates
the two initial ST-configurations 08T andST’. We construct a relatioR between the refinements
ref(ST) andref(ST) which will also equate their initial empty configurationsydawe show that it
respects the restrictions of Definitibn 2.21 of being a Hdirbillation.

We will also show that the proof works also when we consigeio be only history preserving
bisimulation. Moreover, we point out how the proof can bengeal to show a result where we do not
refine with the same refinement function, but with refinementfions that are also hh-bisimilar (or only
h-bisimilar in the other case).

DefineR as:

((ST),(S,T"),f) eRiff I(ST),(S,T),f) eRsit.

1. (ST)is arefinement ofS T);

2. (S,T') is arefinement ofS, T') that uses the same choices as dog ®T );
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3. f:S— Sis defined ad (e &) = (f(e),€).

When we want to prove the result for hh-bisimilar refinememtctionsref ' ref’ then we need to
complicate the definition dR by adding one more requirement:

4. Vee S with (S, Te) € ref(l(e)) the refining configuration that maké§, T), 3fe: S — S’f(e)
St (S, Te), (S’f(e),Tf’(e)), fe) € Rie), With R being the hh-bisimulation relating the refinement
choices for the labdl(e) for (S, T');

and we also need to change the requirement 3 above to shtisf) = (f(e), fe(€)). N
It is not difficult to see from the definition above that be@( 0,0) € R then also(0,0,0) € R. It
remains to prove the restrictions of Definition 2.21.

1. We prove thaf is an isomorphism ofS, T) and(S,T’). Sincef is an isomorphism betweés, T)
and(S,T’) then, by Definitio 2.20f is an isomorphism oBandS that agrees on thE and that
preserves the labeling. In consequence, when the refine(%éﬁ) involves some everg € S
then the isomorphic imagg(e) has the same label, hence it is refined with the same ST+steuct
ref(I(f(e))) =ref(l(e)). Here is where the constraint 2. in the defmmonR)fsays to make the
same choice ofS:, Te). By the definition off, this is also an 1 isomorphism &fandS since we use
the same event. It is easy to see thdt agrees off. The f also preserves the labeling function
of the new refinements because the new events get the lalied eétond componestwhich is
related to the label of eitherof f(e), which are the same.

When proving the proposition for two bisimilar refining fuimns then the argument above works
because of the extra requirement 4. This gives an equivateftguration to pick when obtain-
ing (8,T), i.e., pick(S’f(e),Tf’(e>). Then in the definition off we use not the sam& but an

isomorphismfe, therefore thef is also an isomorphism.

2. We prove the second requirement of Definifion .21 andrasshere is a ste5T) 3 (S Ta)
in the refinementef(ST), for (ST),(S,T’), f) € R This is equivalent to saying that we have
((ST),(S,T’), f) € Rsatisfying the three requirements from before, i.e., {BaF ) is a refinement
of (ST), (S,T') is a refinement ofS,T') with the same choices, and thite &) = (f(e),€).
We take cases depending on what kind and how did this stepigeaed.

(a) When we work with an s-step which is formed from an s-stethe refinement and the
same(S T) in the originalST. The s-step comes from a configurati@, Te) 2 (SUQ,Te)
corresponding to refining somee S. More precisely, if(ST) = ({€} x S, {€} x Te) U
Uezecs ({8} x S, {€} x Te) UUser ({1 x St, {f} x St) and knowing that the above s-
step is inref(l(e)) and therefore also inef (] (f( ))) since the isomorphisnf preserves
labeling, the the s-step we are assuming, {2]) > (Sa Ta) is obtained by havmgSa Ta)
also a refinement dfS, T) with the same choices as (8 T) with one difference({S,, Ta) =
({e} x (KUQ),{e} xTe) U Ue,#ees\T . Which means that one new event is adde&to

and that is(e,g). Knowing that(S, T’) is a refinement ofS, T’) which is in relationR with
(S,T) and f, then we take another refinement(&, T'), the same a&3, T’) in all respects
except that for the everit(e) we take the configuratiofS; U g, Te) (which we know from
before that it exists, because the above step exigef{h(f(e)))). Denote this new refine-
ment agS,, T,) which has the difference in the ST-configuratidife) x (SUQ), f(€) x Te),
i.e., the single step that we are looking for adds the newte\ige),g). Clearly there is a
single s-steyS, T') 2 (S, TZ). Moreover, the new configurations are in the relation wetbuil
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((Se, Ta), (S, TL), fa) € Rwheref, extendsf with fa(e,g) = ((e),qg). Itis easy to show this
last statement, using the definition ferabove. Just take the sanes T),(S,T'),f) €R,
and thus have thd&,, T,) is a refinement ofS, T) by construction, and3,, T/) a refinement
of (S,T’) using the same choices (in particular choogi89.Jg, Te) for refininge). It is easy
to see thaff, respects the condition 3 since is exteridshich does.

We are interested how the proof changes when working withrefinement functions. Be-
cause the refining configurations are hh-bisimilar it mednas instead of the same con-
figuration as before, we find a bisimilar one which comes as-ates extension of the
old one; i.e., we findS U fe(g), Te). In consequence the isomorphism is extended with

fa(e.g) = (f(e), fe(0))-

The rest of the three cases are similar and we skip theirlsletai

(b) When we work with an s-step which is formed from an s-steié originalST, and a mini-
mal s-step in the reflnement More precisely, this step cdroesthe stegST) = (SUe,T)
and some initial ste®,0) > (g,0) in (S;,Te) € ref(I(e)) in the following way. Take
(Ss, Ta) to be the refinement d¢SUe T) which is exactly like(S, T) on the sub-configuration
(ST) and for the new eveng it uses the above ST-configuratidg,®), which is non-
empty. This new ST-configuration refinement has extr& toe event((e,g),0). Because
((ST),(S,T'), f) € Rthen a matching step existS,T’) 2 (S U f'(e),T'), where f’ ex-
tendsf and is also an isomorphism, hence preserving the label & consequence, we
can find the refinemenS,, T) of (S U f’(e),T’) to be the same &S, T’) and for the new
eventf’(e) choose the same non-empty minimal ST-configuratg®). One can show that
(S Ta), (S, TY), f’) € Rand f” extendsf, from the unrefined case. All the restrictions from
the definition ofR are satisfied and the extension of the isomorphism is the esause
f'((e,g)) = (f'(e),9).

(c) When we work with a t-step which is formed from a t-stephie tefinement and the same
(ST) in the originalST.

(d) When we work with a t-step which is formed from a t-stephie originalST, and a maximal
t-step in the refinement.

3. The third requirement of Definitidn 2.21 is symmetric te ine above.

By this point we have proved that the history preservingnbigation alone is preserved under
action refinement, because in the proof we did not make mferto the backwards step require-
ments on the originaR. Moreover, in when working with two bisimilar refinement fitions we
again did not make reference to the backwards steps.

4. Proving the forth requirement of Definitian 2121, i.e.r ftackwards steps. Similar arguments
as before are used only that we remove events, instead aigaddihe same cases need to be
considered depending on what kind of steps we are workinlg,. wit

|

From the proof of the above proposition one gets also thahistery preserving bisimulation is
preserved under refinement. The proof can also be extendwothat these bisimulations are congru-
ences for action refinement.
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Figure 7: Angelic vs. demonic choice at the level of the event, not actions.

6 STC-structures

We extend ST-structures (following Pratt [21]) to inclutie hotion ofcancellation and call this exten-
sionSTC-structuresThese are richer than ST-structures, acyidiizAs or the inpure event structures of
[Q]. STC-structures overcome several shortcomings oftBIE&ires: the inability to associate a natural
termination predicateas Examplg 616 illustrates; they do not properly captugdtrhavior oHDAS with
cycles cf. Exampld_6.]7; and cannot distinguish the angelic vs.agechoices, cf. Example 8.3. Some
kind of cycles can be captured by ST-structures alone, buesmore convoluted cyclielDAs require
notions of cancellation also, as Example] 6.7 illustratesteMlso that STC-structures model well the
two examples oHDAsfrom Figure[4 when the dotted transitions are added. Butawitlthese transi-
tions, i.e., only over the three events, the STC-structales equate the two examphbAs Therefore
STC-structures do not manage to distinguish that one islptscel and the other is not.

Definition 6.1 (STC-structures)
An STC-configuratiorover E is a set triple(S T,C), with SC E finite, respecting the following
restrictions:
(start before terminate) T S;
(cancellation) $IC=0.

An STC-structuras a tupleSTC = (E,STCI), with STC a set o6TC-configurationsver E, the label-
ing function | defined as for ST-structures, and satisfying:

Y(ST,C) e STC:3(SSC)eSTCwithCCC.
Proposition 6.2 ST-structures are strictly included in the STC-structures

Proof: For an arbitrary ST-configuration associate the STC-cordigan with the same S and T sets and
C = 0. The simple Example_8.3 shows the strictness. O

Example 6.3 (angelic vs. demonic choiceJThe simple example, used by Pratt][21, sec.3.3], of angelic
vs. demonic choice at the level of the events (not actiom®)atebe captured in the general event struc-
tures of [9]. This example involves three events, with e amariflicting (i.e., a choice between them
is made) and are causally depending on d. Branching sensantiemally distinguish two systems, de-
pending on when the choice is made. Their STC-structuregiaes in Figurd_Y where the (left) makes
a late choice and the (right) an early choice. But when remgthe third component C of all the STC-
configurations, the two resulting ST-structures are theesaio ST-structure over three events can make
this distinction between the two kinds of choices. As HO#sanhgelic choice can be seen as a sculpture
from a 3-bulk, but the demonic choice cannot be seen as atacellp

For STC-structures the computational interpretation §ingxtends the s- and t-steps from ST-
structures by not changing tl@&component. Moreover, twoancellation stepsre added. There are



C. Prisacariu 47

several kinds of cancellation steps, but in all of them peegmust be made, hence the start or termina-
tion of a single event must occur. A cancellation step magebonly one or more events, or may both
cancel and enable events.

Definition 6.4 (cancellation steps)
A cancellation stefpetween two STC-configurations is denof&iT,C) % (S,T,C'), with ce

{{cs, fct, fcs, fet, fes, pct}, and defined as:

1. Single event and canceling only:
jcs-step: T=T/,SCcS,CcC,S\S={e}, I(e) =aand|C'\C|=1;
jct-step: S=S, TCT,CcC,T\T={e}, I(e) =aand|C'\C|=1.

2. Multiple events and canceling only:
tes-step: T=T/,SCcS,CcC,S\S={e}, I(e) =aand C\C # 0;
fct-step: S=S, TCT,CcC,T'\T={e}, I(e)=aand C\C #0.

3. Multiple events and both canceling and enabling:
fcs-step: T=T',Sc S,8\S={e}, l(e) =a,eZC,andCc C'vC' CC;
Zct-step: S=S, TCT,T'\T={e},l(eg=aandCcC'vC cC.

The single event cancellation steps are not enough to mbdedyiclic structures, where an event
cancels all remaining events of a repetition, like in Exasfalf. This would motivate the cancellation
steps where more events may be canceled at once. But the B{@&fsuggests that such cancellation
steps may not be enough, and the preferred would be thoselslbatnable events.

Note also the extra condition in thes-stepwhich ensures that currently canceled events cannot be
started. This condition is implicit (deducible) in the atlkénds of steps, but for this particular kind of
step it may be that the same event that is started belonge tatiteled events and is removed (enabled)
in the current step; this would result in a correct STC-camfigjon. We disallow such steps.

Moreover, if we choose to work witfics-stepwe need to relax the constraint on STC-structures so
that it no longer require€ C C/, the set of canceled event to increase.

We could even give a very general form of steps, to includetefts and cancellation steps. We
just need to relax the first two kinds of cancellation stepallmw for the set of canceled events to not
increase (i.e., be 0 respectively 0). Or we could just comlbhese first two into one single s/t step that
can cancel (1, or several events. We can generalize this even more byiegpabvents, and thus include
the third kind of cancellation too.

For pedagogical reasons we prefer to stick with the clealiy definition from above.

Example 6.5 (game of angelic vs. demonic spee@@onsider the following game of two players, where
the “demon” player and the “angel” player each are having astato do, i.e., the respective events
labeled by d respectively a. If the angel finishes first she tgethoose the next action to do, whereas if
the demon finishes first he gets his initial choice. Both tleateand the angel are starting at the same
time and their tasks are going in parallel. The two choicet @r@ to be made are g (good) and e (evil);
with g being the winning preference of the angel and e theeprate of the demon.

This example is nicely depicted as a HDA which is not a scré@nd is non-degenerate and acyclic
(see Figurd B(left)). Moreover, this HDA is also its own bigtunfolding. This HDA puts together
the angelic and demonic choice patterns in a single systes &xample is not representable as ST-
structures. But it is representable as an STC-structuree ddmputational steps in this STC-structure
involve cancellation of both angelic and demonic kind. hat enough to use simple cancellation steps



48 Extensions of Configuration Structures

Figure 8: The game of angelic vs. demonic speed (on the left)reon-sculpture.
On the right is a related sculpture which does not capturestaeple, not even when spiting the events.
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Figure 9: STC-structure foasymmetric conflict ¢ b;s (i); ST-structure for shutdown-backup Hx. 6.7
(i), and a cyclicHDA for its cyclic extension (iii); a cycliddDA for g|b* (iv); a cyclic and degenerate
HDA for b* - (s||b) - b*. Maximal configurations and final cells (i.e., from the B¢tare in bold.

because when the a event finishes then the canceled evemtsenmmamoved so to give the appropriate
angelic choice. Events must be enabled again in such a step.

Example 6.6 (termination) Instead of considering any maximal configuration to be taahive want
to have a more general termination predicate over ST-cordignns, as is done ir_ |7, Def.4.1&Def.5.1]
for event structures and configuration structures. Buteh&rconfiguration can be terminal only if it
is maximal, which is a natural requirement that we want takstvith. Take now the ST-structure for
asymmetric conflict from Fig] 3(middle) where both ST-caméitions (s,s) and (bs bs) should be final,
but only (bs bs) is maximal. The same issue appears for the ST-structurésvihdiscuss below for the
two cyclic HDAs from Figl 19(middle-right and right). But mothough that it is very natural to assign
final cells to these two HDAs: they ar@ @spectively §

STC-structures make it natural for maximal STC-configorati to be terminal. Take the STC-
structure for asymmetric conflict from Fig. 9(left) wherelbgs, s, b) and (bs bs 0) are maximal.

Example 6.7 (shutdown-backup)Initially one may model a linux-like system abstractly gsiwvo events
labeled s for shutdown and b for backup. At later, more caecstages these actions may be refined in
processes with more structure, eg., part of a shutdown uaraxtions are performed, like closing web
or database services. The b and s are considered as beingodoicerrently, but at this abstract level of
modeling the only clear constraint that we have is that s nuast for b to finish, before itself may finish.
This does not mean that we first perform the b and after it istigdl we start the s.

This example is modeled in Fig. 9(middle-left) as the thidessof the square for the asymmetric
conflict but with the inside filled in, to model the fact that tivo actions can happen concurrently. This
example cannot be captured in the event structures]of [9],comfiguration structures, nor adjacent-
closed ST-structures, nor non-degenerate HDAs. This eeaisipot adjacent-closed. As a HDA this is
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degenerate because one of the t maps of the inside cell immmiddoreover, this example is not closed
under unions nor intersections, but it is rooted and conegct

This example is naturally extended to one involving cyateslDAs. We now say that the system
performs backup on a constant basis, in a loop. But the skuridmay be issued at any time point.
Therefore, we model the shutdown as happening concurreiitfyall the backup events. As soon as a
shutdown is started, the currently running backup (if asyallowed to finish, but no other backups may
start before the system shuts down. (Naturally, no moreugackn be performed after a shutdown).

This is not a simple parallel composition| b*, which is modeled by the cyclic HDA of Fig. 9(right),
but it is modeled as the cyclic HDA from Fid. 9(middle-rightiich is like the parallel square but with
the two lower corners §= qg equated. Both these HDAs are non-degenerate. The (riglet)lcan be
encoded as an ST-structure over the set of evijts {b; | i € N*} by thinking of unfolding the cylinder
HDA into infinitely many copies of the parallel square attedtone after the other. An unfolding for
the (middle-right) example is not easy to see. But it is ralyiencoded as an STC-structure over the
same set of events, but where the C component of the STCeweatifigs takes care of the cancellation
of infinitely many copies of the backup events. The compéserigtion is given in the Appendix, but
intuitively, whenever the s is executed it cancels all tmeai@ing backup events, i.e., those that do not
appear already in the S or T sets; until thendvents can happen in sequence.

Essential is that when removing the C component from theeaBa\C-structure we obtain an ST-
structure isomorphic to the one for thé|k*. Therefore, the two cyclic HDAs cannot be distinguished
using ST-structures, even before thinking of termination.

We describe the set of STC-configurations that form the $MiCtgre over the events £ {s} U{b; |
i € N} which describes the shutdown-backup example picturedeasyitliic HDA of Figuré B(middle-
right). We define this set as a union of sefsvith me N used just for notation purposes, and=KN*
used as an index correlated with the index of thevents, as we see further.

L2 {({bi]i <k} {b i <k},0) [keN*}
SE{(su{bi|i<k},{b|i<k}{b|i>k})|keNt}
S = {(su{b; |i <k},su{b|i<k},{bi|i>k})|keNT}
S 2 {(su{bi i <k} {bi |i <k},0) [keN*}

S E{({b|i<k+1},{bi|i <k},0)|keN*}
SE{(su{bi|i<k+1},{bi|i<k+1}{bi|i>k})|keN*}
S 2 {(su{b|i<k},su{bi|i<k},0)|keN"}

S 2 {(su{bi|i<k+1},sU{bi i<k} {bi|i>k+1})|keNT}
S L2 {(su{b; |i <k+1},{b|i<k+1},{bi|i>k+1}) | keN*}

But note that §c S since §is the same as(S,. Each set from above contains STC-configurations
that have a pattern in the sens that in an unfolding of theicyéDA these STC-configurations would
always represent the same corner. For example, the%seoﬁains the root of the STC-structure, when
k = 1 since the STC-configuration is jud, 0,0), but it also contains another starting corné;, by, 0)
which is the STC-configuration after one backup has happeamedat which point the same parallel
behavior of s with the next backup event can start.
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There are steps between these STC-configurations that caielwed as between, Sets, i.e., as
between appropriate STC-configurations from those setssé hrecs-steps labeled by s between STC-
configurations of Sand §; s-steps labeled by s betweerf &ind §; and s-steps labeled b between{s
and $ There are now-steps between gsand $+1; these would contribute to forming the fix-point.
Note that this last step goes to the next iteration levelesome backup event has terminated and we may
now start all the process again, but with the other remairtdagkups, hence working fromtkl. As we
can see cancellation happen in the step above on the staneafhiutdown event, cancellation can also
happen on the termination of s as withsteps labeled by s betweerf &nd $.

The final cells of the HDA now correspond to maximal STC-cordigpns, and these are exactly
those from &

The example with the cyclic HDA the is pictured as a cylinddfigure[9(right) can be captured only
using the ST-structures. Even more, this example can béebt&rom the above when transforming an
STC-structure into an ST-structure by removing (makingtghthe C component. From the above one
can see that after such a translation (i.e., remove the thad) the sets §and $ would become the
same; and the same happens ﬁoafﬁd $ But this is natural when looking at the cyclic HDA: there,
when going from the HDA of Figuié 9(middle-right) to the oné&igure[9(right) two more identifications
of cells are made, i.e., the two upper corners and the lefi thié right transitions.

6.1 Correspondences with Chu spaces

We first show the correspondence between ST-structureshan@hu spaces over 3 of Pratt [19]. The
latter can be represented in terms of the 3-2 logic &éhe set of events. Instead of two values for each
event, 0 not started and 1 finished (or before and after), taBd case introduces the value%ofo
stand forduring, orin transition These values are ordered as(% < 1, which extends to the wholé&3

Note that configuration structures [8, 9] correspond to Glacss over 2.

A Chu space over Ks a tripleChu = (A,;r,X) with AandX sets and : Ax X — K is an arbitrary
function called the matrix of the Chu space, and K is in oungplas a set with a partial order on it. Chu
spaces can be viewed in various equivalent ways. For oungetie can take the view oA as the set
of events and th& as the set of configurations. The &ets representing the possible values the events
may take: wherK = {0, 1} is the classical case of an event being either not startesfmiriated, where
an order of O< 1 would be used to define the steps in the system. In genesgabyder ork will be used
to definethe meaningful steps the Chu space.

The Chu space can be viewed as a matrix with entries #aamd rows representing the eventsfof
and columns representing the configurationXofAs an example, an entmyf(e, X)) = 0 says that the
eventeis not started yet in the configuratioh

In consequence, a Chu space can also be viewed as the sir(&fd) whereX C KA. This very
much resembles the configuration structures WKeés 2.

Proposition 6.8 (ST-structures and Chu spaces over 3pT-structures
and Chu spaces over @f. [19, Sec.3]) are isomorphic.

Proof sketch: We provide an association between Chu spaces over 3 andugluseés. For an ST-
structureST construct the associated Chu space ovéE X)°T with E the set of events fror T and
X C 3F states of the system formed of valuations of the events hesét 3= {0, %, 1} as follows. For
one ST-configuratioS, T) build a stateST) € X by assigning to eacae E:

e e~ 0iff egSAegT;
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e e Jiff ec SnegT;
e e~ 1liffeec SneeT.
The possibilityeZ SA e T is dismissed by the requiremeniC Sof ST-structures. O

STC-structures can be put into one-to-one correspondeitbetive Chu spaces over 4; or in other
words, are isomorphic to the 4-2 logic (or functiohs 45 — 2), cf. [21]. The order on the 4 values
{O,%,l, x } extends that on three values by making:0x and incomparable Witr% and 1. As for
ST-structures, this order gives the possible steps in anSiCture. The same s-step and t-step are
defined as for ST-structures. The cancellation steps aredtlded, where the two kinds defined for
STC-structures always take into the cancellation set oviyts that have not been started yet. To also
allow for steps that enable event we need to extend with O; but not comparable with the other two
values so that we cannot jump from canceled events dirextlyetm being in execution or terminated.

Proposition 6.9 (STC and Chu spaces over 45 TC-structures are iso-
morphic toChu spaces over.4

Proof sketch: We provide a translation of an STC-structure into a Chu spaee4, denotedE, X)ST¢.
TakeE to be the events &FTC. For each STC-configuratiais, T,C) € STC construct a stateST¢) e X
by giving the following assignment to the eveets E:

e e~ 0iffe¢gSAneg T AnegC,
e e~ 3iff ee SAeg T rnegC;
e e~ liffeeSAeecTAegC,
e e~ xiff e¢gSAnegTneecC.

One can check that these four choice of membership &e the only ones, as the rest are discarded by
the first or the second restrictions of an STC-configuration. O

7 Conclusion

The work reported here was started[inl[22] where the notio®Testructures was first defined. Never-
theless, the work in [22] is mostly concerned with invedtiyss into the higher dimensional modal logic
with past modalities and its relations DAs and their bisimulations; whereas ST-structures get only
little attention. In contrast, the present paper concéggraolely on ST(C)-configuration structures, in-
vestigating their expressiveness and relationship witbtiexy concurrency formalisms, includingDAs
[17,[8], configurations structures| [8, 7], and general (puie as we call them) event structures [9]. We
gave definitions of various notions for ST(C)-structuré® Isteps and paths, bisimulations, or action
refinement, and discussed their relationships with simitdions for existing models of concurrency.

Having a good understanding of ST-structures (and thedmsibn STC-structures) would help tackle
the problem posed by Pratt in [19] of getting a better undedihg of the cyclic structure diDAs
wrt. event based models. This in turn would give a better tstdeding of the state-event duality in
concurrency models described 21].

Interesting further investigations will ask how the coat@&ns of Sectionkl3 arid 6 can be expressed
with category theory, following the works of Winskel and Isien [24] and of Cattani and Sassohe [3];
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also trying to see the connections with the category of Chgepof Guptd [12] and the categorical work
on cubical sets of Goubault and Mimram[11].

The results in Sectidnl 3 reveal connections and distinstlmtween the existing concurrency mod-
els of HDAs configuration structures, pure event structures, andépvent structures (and eventually
general Petri nets). Some of these results are useful bedaerg show existing knowledge in the new
light given by the ST-structures. In particular, the Canl[3.14 shows the difference between config-
uration structures and inpure event structures to be thetat configuration structures are filled-in in
essence, whereas inpure event structures are not. Thiexgkons the counter example of the filled in
concurrency square and the empty version, where the latterat be captured by pure event structures,
but only by the impure case. But both pure and impure eventtsires are adjacent-closed. Because of
this, when dropping the adjacent-closure constraint that&iCtures become more expressive, and the
example from FiglJ1(right) models a natural concurrentesysthat falls into this category. Moreover,
the correspondence between acyclic and non-degenébsisand ST-structures that are adjacent-closed
comes to say that non-degeneracy and adjacent-closuréaesconnected. Moreover, coupled with the
above it comes to say that theld®As can capture the impure event structures, as well as suggesti
tighter correlation between these two by allowing acyctid aon-degeneratdDAsto be encoded into
impure event structures.

There are thought various examples that break either thdia@pnstraint (as the ones in the last

from Figure[9(ii)). These examples find natural repres@ntatas ST-structures or as STC-structures.
The geometric interpretation of these examples is stily veatural, only that the geometric objects fall
outside the definition oHDAs as we gave here in either the sense that we do not work withscube
any more but with triangles, or the geometric objects aren@seboundaries are missing. It would be
useful to investigate more these degenerate or cyclic gemnstructures in the same line as started
here, by looking at thédDA state-based model which is close to the standard finite stathines
used in computer science, and looking at the event-base@lmotl ST(C)-structures and the related
configuration and event structures.

Another point that ST-structures and the results in Se@iorake (especially Corollaty 3117 and the
results relating to impure event structures) is that Sdestires make the transitions more fine-grained.
This says that if for impure event structures a concurrarisition implies that all the possible inter-
leavings exist, for ST-structures a concurrent transifish says that the respective events are running at
the same time, i.e., they overlap at least on some part af élxecution (this is represented by the fact
that those events are in the started stage but not termigatiedOn top of this concurrency aspect more
constraints can be put on which events start first and whidhefore which. Such fine-graining cannot
be achieved with the other concurrency models that we caenin in this paper.

7.1 Further remarks

Remark 7.1 The constraint imposed on ST-structures in Definifioh 2r2lmseen as rather strong, and
one may think of a weaker constraint with the similar ingtpurpose of ensuring that events that are
started eventually are terminated. Such a weaker versigheoonstraint would be:

if (ST) e ST therdS's.t. SCSA(S,S) € ST.

Many of the results in the paper use the constraint of Dedinff.2. It is not clear if (or which of) these
results would still hold under the above weaker constraint.
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The following is a natural example, with a natural geomeiierpretation, that breaks the constraint
of Definition[2.2 but respects the above weaker constraint.

Example 7.2 Consider two events a and b which may run concurrently buthvlare constrained such
that the event b should run “inside” event a. Intuitivelyetbvent a is like an environment providing
resources (like an operating system), whereas event b i©eeps that is to use resources from the
environment provided by a. Action refinement would providesmatructure to these two events, and thus
give a more concrete description of this concurrent syst8ut for now, abstractly, the fact that b is
to run “inside” a should be understood as: b cannot start wsde has started already, and a cannot
terminate unless b has terminated already. But both eveatallbbwed to run concurrently.

An ST-structure representing this would be:

({a,b},{(0,0),(a,0),({a,b},0), ({a,b},b), ({a,b}, {a,b})}).

This structure is rooted and connected though not adjackrged. Moreover, this structure breaks
the constraint of Definitiol 212, but one can easily check tha weaker version of this constraint is
respected.

There is also a natural geometric formalization of the abexample. Take the filled in square of
Figure[2(middle-left). Remove the left and right borderthefsquare, leaving the inside filled in, as well
as all the corners and the two remaining upper and lower bard&his space is directed as before, and
a path through this space can be taken as before, only thet #ire many paths missing now: all those
paths that start with b (i.e., on the left border first) andthlbse paths that end a before b (i.e., reaching
the right border before reaching the final upper-right camerhis is not a closed geometric shape any
more, as two borders are missing. This shape does not fit theitaan of non-degenerate HDA as we
gave it here because we required that the source and targetdyes, whereas here we would require
them to be only patrtial.

Remark 7.3 There is an apparent redundancy in the definition of adjacéodure because the forth
constraint was never used in the proof of Proposifion P.16is Too is due to the strong constraint on
the definition of ST-structures, which is clearly visibléhe second part of this proof. Under the weaker
version of this constraint on ST-structures (see Remapkielproof of this proposition still holds but the
second part of the proof needs to be redone, using inductidine® reachable path. All four constraints
are then necessary in this proof.

We did not go for these complications; and moreover, theitiefirthat we gave for adjacent-closure
highlights more explicitly the properties of adjacentstlce.

Acknowledgements: The work on ST-structures started from a fruitful conveosatvith Luca Aceto.
Olaf Owe and reviewers from FoSSaCS’13 and CONCUR’13 heiipgdove this draft.
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