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Abstract. Motivated by the success of bounded model checking franmefoor

finite state machines, Ouaknine and Worrell proposed a timaxded theory of
real-time verification by claiming that restriction to balau-time recovers de-
cidability for several key decision problem related to e verification. In

support of this theory, the list of undecidable problemsntly shown decid-
able under time-bounded restriction is rather impressamguage inclusion for
timed automata, emptiness problem for alternating timedraata, and empti-
ness problem for rectangular hybrid automata. The objedivour study was
to recover decidability for general recursive timed auttaraand perhaps for
recursive hybrid automata—under time-bounded restridiioorder to provide
an appealing verification framework for powerful modelintyieonments such
as Stateflow/Simulink. Unfortunately, however, we answés tjuestion in neg-
ative by showing that time-bounded reachability probleaystundecidable for
recursive timed automata with five or more clocks. While thd bews continues
even when one considers well-behaved subclasses of neebrdirid automata,
we recover decidability by considering recursive hybritbawata with bounded
context using a pass-by-reference mechanism, or by risgrithe number of
variables to two, with rates if0, 1}.

1 Introduction

Recursive state machines (RSMs), as introduced by Alusdatai, and Yannakakis]|

are a variation on various visual notations to represemalggical state machines,
notably Harel's statecharts ] and Object Management Group supported UML dia-
grams [L9], that permits recursion while disallowing concurrencgN&s closely corre-
spond [] to pushdown systemsJ], context-free grammars, and Boolean programs [
and provide a natural specification and verification framrmbt@reason with sequential
programs with recursive procedure calls. The two fundaaiestification questions for
RSM, namely reachability and Buichi emptiness checkingkaown to be decidable in
polynomial time p,13].

Hybrid automata4,3] extend finite state machines with continuous variables tha
permit a natural modeling of hybrid systems. In a hybrid endton the variables con-
tinuously flow according to a given set of ordinary diffeiahequations within each
discrete states, while they are allowed to have discontisjmps during transitions
between states that are guarded by constraints over vesidhl this paper we study
the reachability problem for recursive hybrid automata tieneralize recursive state
machines with continuous variables, or equivalently hylrtomata with recursion.
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Fig. 1. An example of recursive timed automata with one clock anddemponents

In this paper we restrict our attention to so-calagular hybrid automatavhere
the dynamics of every variable is restricted to state-ddpeticonstant rates. A variable
is often called alockif its rate over all the states is while it is called astopwatchf
its rate is eithef) (clock is stopped) ot (clock is ticking) in different states. A timed
automaton 4] is a hybrid automaton where all the variables are clockslendn stop-
watch automatonl[f] is a hybrid automaton where all the variables are stopvestch
is well known that the reachability problem is decidableRRSE-complete) for timed
automata4] and undecidable for stopwatch automata v@itsttopwatches1[1].

Trivedi and Wojtczak 20] introducedrecursive timed automa@TAs) as an exten-
sion of timed automata with recursion to model real-timewgafe systems. Formally,
an RTA is a finite collection of components where each compbisea timed automa-
ton that in addition to making transitions between varidiages, can have transitions
to “boxes” that are mapped to other components modeling enfiatly recursive call
to a subroutine. During such invocation a limited inforroatcan be passed through
clock values from the “caller” component to the “called” gpoment via two different
mechanism: apass-by-valugvhere upon returning from the called component a clock
assumes the value prior to the invocation, angédgs-by-referengevhere upon return
clocks reflect any changes to the value inside the invokeckghare.

Example 1.The visual presentation of a recursive timed automaton twitlhh com-
ponentsM; and M-, and one clock variable is shown in Figurel (example taken
from [20]), where component/; calls componend/, via boxb; and component/s
recursively calls itself via bok,. Components are shown as thinly framed rectangles
with their names written next to upper right corner. Varigostrol states, or “nodes”,
of the components are shown as circles with their labelgewriinside them, e.g. see
nodew;. Entry nodes of a component appear on the left of the compgdseau,),
while exit nodes appear on the right (sef. Boxes are shown as thickly framed rect-
angles inside components labeled M (C'), whereb is the label of the box}/ is the
componentit is mapped to, addis the set of clocks passedtd by value and the rest
of the variables are passed by reference. When th€ sempty, we just writé : M
for b : M (). Each transition is labelled with a guard and the set of nemgdbles, (e.g.
transition from nodes; to v, can be taken only when variahle<1, and after taking
this transition, variable is reset). To minimize clutter we omit empty reset sets.

Trivedi and Wojtczak 0] showed that the reachability and termination (reachabil-
ity with empty calling context) problem is undecidable fofFA® with three or more
clocks. Moreover, they considered the so-called glitgefrestriction of RTAs—where
at each invocation either all clocks are passed by valuelal@tks are passed by
reference— and showed that the reachability (and ternainpis EXPTIME-complete
for RTAs with two or more clocks. In the model of(] it is compulsory to pass all



Recursive Timed Automata Recursive Hybrid Automata

TUB B TUB B
Pass by reference D D U (> 3sw)l] D(Bounded
context)
Pass by value D D U(>3sw) U (> 14 sw)
Glitch free D D U((> 3sw) U(> 14 sw)
D (< 2sw) D (< 2sw)
Unrestricted U (> 3 clocks) U (> 5 clocks) U(>2sw) U (> 5sw)

Table 1. Summary of results related to RHA - single player game. Resllown in
bold are contributions form this paper, while results shanvgray color are contribu-
tions from 20]. Here TUB and TB stand for time-unbounded and time-boundadh-
ability problems, respectively. U stands for undecidabldor decidable, and sw for
stopwatches.

Recursive Timed Automata Recursive Stopwatch Automata
TUB B TUB B
Glitch free D D U((>3sw) U(> 4 sw)
D (< 2sw) D (< 2sw)
UnrestrictedU (> 2 clocks) U (> 3clocks) U (> 2sw) U (> 3sw)

Table 2. Summary of results for two-player games. Results shownlith i@ contribu-
tions form this paper, while results shown in gray color aoerf [20].

the clocks at every invocation with either mechanism. Aledudtig, and Stenmani]
studied a related model called timed pushdown automataethey disallowed passing
clocks by value. On the other hand, they allowed clocks todmsgd either by refer-
ence or not passed at all (in that case they are stored in theoodéext and continue
to tick with the uniform rate). It is shown ini] that the reachability problem for this
class remains decidable (EXPTIME-complete). In this pagerestrict ourselves to the
recursive timed automata model as introducedii.

Contributions. In this paper we consider time-bounded reachability prodier RTA
and show that the problem stays undecidable for RTA Wit more clocks. We also
consider the extension of RTAs to recursive hybrid autor(RE#As) and show that the
reachability problem stays undecidable even for glit@efiRHAs with3 or more stop-
watches (clocks that can be paused), while we show decityatilglitch-free RHAs
with 2 stopwatches. We also show that the reachability problemdgcidable for un-
restricted RHA with two or more stopwatches. For the timesited reachability case,
we show that the problem stays undecidable even for gliteb-¥ariant of RHAs with
14 or more stopwatches. On the positive side, we show decitiabfltime-bounded
reachability in glitch-free RHAs where with pass-by-refece only mechanism. Our
results are summarized and compared with known resultshile Ta

We study these problems for two player games on RTA and RHA &lse undecid-
ability saga continues even for games with lesser numbelooks than single-player
case. The results for games have been summarized in Zable



Related work. For a survey of models related to recursive timed automadadanse-
time pushdown automata we refer the reader2tdgnd [1]. Another closely related
model is introduced by Benerecetti, Minopoli, and Pergmfhere pushdown automata
is extended with an additional stack used to store clockatalns. The reachability
problem is known to be undecidable for this model. We do nosater this model in
the current paper, but we conjecture that time-boundechedality problem for this
model is also undecidable.

Two special kinds of RSMs with restricted recursion are dnehical RSMs and
bounded stack RSMs.7]. [17] gives efficient algorithms for the reachability analysis
of hierarchical and bounded stack RSMs, and algorithmdefatter might be useful
in the analysis of programs without infinite recursion. Taedguage theory of bounded
context recursion has been studied recentiij.[Hierarchical hybrid systems studied
by Alur et al. [5] are a restriction of recursive hybrid automata where rgiouris disal-
lowed but concurrency is allowed. A number of case-studidstive tool CHARON ]
demonstrate the benefit of hierarchical modeling of hybyatems.

Organization. In the next section, we begin by reviewing the definition afursive
state machines followed by a formal definition of recurssiagular) hybrid automata.
We also formally define the termination and the reachahilitblems for two players
on this model, and present our main results. Finally, Sesticand5 details our main
undecidability results while Sectioisand7 discuss our decidability results.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Reachability Games on Labelled Transition Systems.

A labeled transition systet TS) is a tuplel = (.5, A, X)) whereS is the set oftates
A is the set ofactions and X : SxA — S is thetransition function We say that an
LTS £ is finite (discretq if both S and A are finite (countable). We writd (s) for the
set of actions available ate S, i.e.,A(s) = {a : X(s,a) # 0}. A game arends is
a tuple(L, Sach, Stor), WhereL = (S, A, X) is an LTS,Sach € S is the set of states
controlled by player Achilles, anfit,; C S is the set of states controlled by Tortoise.
Moreover, setSacn, and Stor form a partition of the sef. In areachability gameon
G rational players—Achilles and Tortoise—take turns to maveken along the states
of L. The decision to choose the successor state is made by tar ptantrolling the
current state. The objective of Achilles is to eventuallgale certain states, while the
objective of Tortoise is to avoid them forever.

We say tha(s, a,s’) € SxAxS is a transition ofL if s’ = X (s,a) and arun of
L is a sequencésg, ay, $1,...) € Sx(AxS)* such that(s;, a;+1, s;+1) iS a transition
of £ for all i > 0. We write Rung (FRun) for the sets of infinite (finite) runs and
Rung(s) (FRung (s)) for the sets of infinite (finite) runs starting from stateFor a
setF C S andarun = (sg,ay,...) we defineStog F)(r) =inf {i e N : s, € F}.
Given a state € S and a set of final state/s C S we say that a final state is reachable
from s, if there is a runr € Rung(sq) such thatStog F)(r) < oc. A strategy of
Achilles is a partial functionx : FRung€ — A such that for a run € FRung we
have that(r) is defined iflast(r) € Sach, anda(r) € A(last(r)) for every suchr. A



Fig. 2. Example recursive state machine taken frain [

strategy of Tortoise is defined analogously. D&f.,, and 2%, be the set of strategies
of Achilles and Tortoise, respectively. The unique run Ryn, 7) from a states when
players use strategiese X5, andr € 2%, is defined in a straightforward manner.
For an initial states and a set of final state’s, the lower value V4 (s) of the reach-
ability game is defined as the upper bound on the number ditiams that Tortoise
can ensure before the game visits a staté€' iimrespective of the strategy of Achilles,
and is equal teup, ¢ yz inf,c 5z StofF)(Run(s, o, 7)). The concept of upper value

is Wﬁ(s) is analogous and defined asf ,c -z sup,c e StofdF)(Run(s, o, 7)). If
Val%(s) = me(s) then we say that the reachability game is determined, ordhesv

Val4 (s) of the reachability game exists and itis such thaf\(a) = Val%(s) = Valr(s).
We say that Achilles wins the reachability game if §/a#) < co. A reachability game
problemis to decide whether in a given game aréhan initial states and a set of final
statesF, Achilles has a strategy to win the reachability game.

2.2 Reachability Games on Recursive state machines

A recursive state machir{€] M is a tuple(M1, Mo, ..., M},) of components, where
each componentt; = (N;, EN;, EX;, B;,Y;, A;, X;) for eachl < i < kis such that:

— N, is afinite set ofhodesincluding a distinguished set EMf entry nodesand a
set EX; of exit nodesuch that EXand EN are disjoint sets;

— B, is afinite set oboxes

-Y;: B; = {1,2,...,k} is a mapping that assigns every box to a component. We
associate a set chll portsCall(b) and return ports Ré&h) to each box € B;:

Call(b) = {(b,en) : en € ENy,(;,)} and Retb) = {(b,ex) : ex € EXy, )}

Let Call; = Upep,Call(b) and Ret = U, Ret(b) be the set of call and return
ports of componentA;. We define the set of locatiorg; of componeniM; as the
union of the set of nodes, call ports and return ports().e= N; U Call; U Ret;

— A; is afinite set ofctions and

- X; 1 Q;xA; — @ is the transition function with a condition that call portsda
exit nodes do not have any outgoing transitions.

For the sake of simplicity, we assume that the set of bdkes. ., B;, and set of nodes
N1, N, ..., N, are mutually disjoint. We use symbalé, B, A, Q, X, etc. to denote
the union of the corresponding symbols over all components.

An example of a RSM is shown in Figuge(taken from P(]). An execution of a
RSM begins at the entry node of some component and dependargthe sequence



of input actions the state evolves naturally like a labetaddition system. However,
when the execution reaches an entry port of a box, this botoied on a stack of
pending calls, and the execution continues naturally fieercbrresponding entry node
of the component mapped to that box. When an exit node of a coemni is encoun-
tered, and if the stack of pending calls is empty then the eaminates; otherwise, it
pops the box from the top of the stack and jumps to the exit ptthe just popped
box corresponding to the just reached exit of the componeaformalize the seman-
tics of a RSM using a discrete LTS, whose states are pairdstimgsof a sequence
of boxes, called the context, mimicking the stack of pendialis and the current
location. LetM = (M1, Ms,..., My) be an RSM where the componei; is
(N;, En;, Ex;, B;,Y;, A;, X;). The semantics aM is the discrete labelled transition
system[M] = (S, Anm, X q) Where:

— Sy € B*xQ is the set of states;
— Ay = UE_| A, is the set of actions;
— Xpm : Smx Ay — Sa is the transition function such that fer= ((x), q) € S
anda € A, we have that’ = X v(s, a) if and only if one of the following holds:
1. the locationy is a call port, i.eq = (b, en) € Call, ands’ = ((x, b), en);
2. the locationy is an exit node, i.eg = ex € EX ands’ = ((x'), (b, ex)) where
(b,ex) € Retb) andx = (x/,b);
3. the locationy is any other kind of location, and = ({x), ¢') andq’ € X (q, a).

GivenM and a subse)’ C Q of its nodes we defing)’ ] v as{({x),v") : k € B*andv’ € Q'}.
We define the terminal configuratioiermy, as the se{((¢), ex) : ex € EX} with
the empty contex{c). Given a recursive state machind, an initial nodev, and a set
of final locationsF' C @ thereachability problenon M is defined as the reachability
problem on the LTM] with the initial state((e), v) and final state§F]. We define
termination problenas the reachability of one of the exits with the empty contéke
reachability and the termination problem for recursivéestaachines can be solved in
polynomial time P].

A partition (Qach, Qor) Of locations@ of an RSMM (between Achilles and Tor-
toise) gives rise to recursive game aréna= (M, Qach, Q1or). Given an initial state,
v, and a set of final states,, the reachability game aM is defined as the reachability
game on the game are(pM], [Qach] M, [@Tor] M) With the initial state({¢), v) and
the set of final statelF'] »¢. Also, the termination gam#1 is defined as the reachability
game on the game are(pM], [Qach] m, [@Tor] M) With the initial state((¢), v) and
the set of final stateBermy. Itis a well known result (see, e.¢1],[ 14]) that reachabil-
ity games and termination games on RSMs are determined aidibthe (EXPTIME-
complete).

3 Recursive Hybrid Automata

Recursive hybrid automata (RHASs) extend classical hyhrtidmata (HAs) with recur-
sion in a similar way RSMs extend LTSs. We study a rather smglibclass of HA
known as singular hybrid automata where all variables gritv gonstant-rates.



3.1 Syntax

Let R be the set of real numbers. Lat be a finite set of real-valued variables. A
valuationon X is a functionv : X — R. We assume an arbitrary but fixed ordering on
the variables and write; for the variable with ordet. This allows us to treat a valuation
v as a point(v(xy), v(xz),...,v(z,)) € RI¥I. Abusing notations slightly, we use a
valuation onX and a point inR!*! interchangeably. For a subset of variables” X
and a valuation/ € X, we writev[X:=v/] for the valuation where[X:=v'](x) =
V(z)if 2 € X, andv[X:=v'](z) = v(z) otherwise. The valuatiod € RI*l is a
special valuation such th@{z) = 0 forall z € X.

We define a constraint over a s&tas a subset dR!¥!. We say that a constraint
is rectangularif it is defined as the conjunction of a finite set of constraiaf the
form 2 1 k, wherek € Z, x € X, ande {<,<,=,>,>}. For a constraintz,
we write [G] for the set of valuations iiR*| satisfying the constrair®. We write T
( resp.,L) for the special constraint that is true (resp., false) inted valuations, i.e.
[T] = RI¥I (resp.,[ L] = 0). We write rectX) for the set of rectangular constraints
overX includingT and_L.

Definition 1 (Recursive Hybrid Automata). Arecursive hybrid automatdd = (X, (H1, Ha, . ..

is a pair made of a set of variablé and a collection of component#, Ho, . .., Hx)
where every componefit; = (N;, EN;, EX;, B, Y;, Ai, Xi, Py, Inv;, B, J;, Fy) is
such that:

— N, is a finite set ofnodesincluding a distinguished séiN; of entry nodesand a
setEX; of exit nodessuch thate X; andEN; are disjoint sets;

— B, is afinite set ofboxes

-Y;:B;—{1,2,...,k} is a mapping that assigns every box to a component. (Call
ports Callb) and return ports R¢b) of a boxb € B;, and call ports Call and
return ports Ret of a component{; are defined as before. We €8t = N; U
Call; U Ret and refer to this set as the set of locationghf)

— A, is afinite set ofactions

- X, : Q;xA; — Q; is the transition function with a condition that call portad
exit nodes do not have any outgoing transitions.

— P, : B; — 2% is pass-by-value mapping that assigns every box the setiables
that are passed by value to the component mapped to the bbeg; rét of the
variables are assumed to be passed by reference.)

— Inv; : Q; — rect(X) is theinvariant condition

— E; : Q;xA; — rect(X) is theaction enabledness function

— J; : A; = 2% is thevariable reset functigrand

— F; : Q; — Nl¥l s theflow function characterizing the rate of each variable in
each location.

We assume that the sets of boxes, nodes, locations, etc.utwaliy disjoint across
components and we writéV(, B, Y, Q, P, X, etc.) to denote corresponding union over
all components.

We say that a recursive hybrid automatoglisch-freeif for every box either all vari-
ables are passed by value or none is passed by value, i.eadob & B we have that



eitherP(b) = X or P(b) = 0. Any general recursive hybrid automaton with one vari-
able is trivially glitch-free. We say that a RHA Iigerarchicalif there exists an ordering
over components such that a component never invokes anathggonent of higher
order or same order.

We say that a variable € X is aclock (resp., a stopwatch) if for every location
q € Q we have that'(¢)(z) = 1 (resp..F'(q)(z) € {0, 1}). A recursive timed automa-
ton (RTA) is simply a recursive hybrid automata where alialles: € X" are clocks.
Similarly, we define a recursive stopwatch automaton (R$A3 eecursive hybrid au-
tomaton where all variables € X are stopwatches. Since all of our results pertaining
to recursive hybrid automata are shown in the context ofredegistopwatch automata,
we often confuse RHA with RSA.

3.2 Semantics

A configurationof an RHAH is a tuple((x), ¢, ), wherex € (BxRI*1)* is sequence
of pairs of boxes and variable valuatiopss Q is a location and’ € RI*! is a variable
valuation overX’ such thats € Inv(q). The sequencés) € (BxR!*)* denotes the
stack of pending recursive calls and the valuation of allhegables at the moment
that call was made, and we refer to this sequence as the tafitde configuration.
Technically, it suffices to store the valuation of varialpassed by value, because other
variables retain their value after returning from a call toox, but storing all of them
simplifies the notation. We denote the the empty contexibyFor anyt € R, we let
({k), g, v)+t equal the configuratiof{x), ¢, v+ F(q) - t). Informally, the behaviour of
an RHA is as follows. In configuratiof{x), ¢, v) time passes before an available action
is triggered, after which a discrete transition occurs.dpassage is available only if the
invariant condition/nuv(q) is satisfied while time elapses, and an actiaran be chosen
after timet elapses only if it is enabled after time elapse, i.e/#F (¢) - t € E(q, a).

If the actiona is chosen then the successor statgis, ¢’, ') whereq’ € X(¢,a) and

V' = (v+1t)[J(a) := 0]. Formally, the semantics of an RHA is given by an LTS which
has both an uncountably infinite number of states and tiansit

Definition 2 (RHA semantics).Let H = (X, (H1,Hz,...,Hi)) be an RHA where
each componentis of the forty = (N;, EN;, EX;, B;, Y, A;, X, Py, Inv;, E;, J;, Fy).
The semantics d% is a labelled transition systeiff#{] = (S, A3, X3 ) where:

— Sy C (BxRI*h*xQ x RI¥I, the set of states, is S(tx), ¢, v)€Sy if vEInv(q).
— Ay = Rg x Ais the set otimed actionswhereRg is the set of non-negative reals;
— Xy : SyxAy — Sy is the transition function such that fdKx), ¢, v) € Sy
and(t,a) € Ay, we have((k'), ¢, V') = Xu(((k),q,v), (t,a)) if and only if the
following condition holds:
1. if the locationg is a call port, i.e.q = (b,en) € Call thent = 0, the context
(k") = (k, (b,v)), ¢ = en,andr’ = v.
2. if the locationg is an exit node, i.ey = ex € Exz, (k) = (", (b,v"")), and let
(b,ex) € Re(d), thent = 0; (k') = (k"); ¢'=(b, ex); andv'=v[P(b):=v"].
3. if locationg is any other kind of location, thefx’) = (x), ¢ € X(¢,a), and
(@) v+F(q) -t € Inv(q) forall t’ € [0,¢];
(b) v+F(q) -t € E(q,a);
(©) v/ = (v+ F(q)t)[J(a) := 0],



3.3 Reachability and Time-Bounded Reachability Game Proldms

Forasubsef)’ C @ of states of RHAH we define the sdt)'] 5, asthe sef((k),q,v) € Sy : ¢ € Q'}.
We define the terminal configurationsBsmy, = {({¢),q,v) € Sy : ¢ € EX}.Given

a recursive hybrid automatd, an initial node; and valuations € RI*!, and a set of

final locationsF' C @, thereachability problenon? is to decide the existence of a run

in the LTS[#] staring from the initial staté(e), ¢, v) to some state ifiF']«. As with

RSMs, we also definermination problenas reachability of one of the exits with the

empty context. Hence, given an RHand an initial nodg and a valuatiow € RI*1,

the termination problem of{ is to decide the existence of a run in the LJ&] from

initial state((¢), ¢, v) to a final state imermy,.

Given a runr = (s, (t1,a1), s2, (t2,a2), ..., (sn, tn)) of an RHA, its time dura-
tion time(r) is defined asy_;-_, ¢;. Given a recursive hybrid automat@g, an initial
nodeg, a boundrl” € N, and valuation € RI*!, and a set ofinal locationsF C @,
the time-bounded reachability probleom # is to decide the existence of a ruanin
the LTS [#] staring from the initial staté(c), ¢, v) to some state iffF]4 such that
time(r) < T'. Time-bounded termination problem is defined in an analegoanner.

A partition (Qach, QTor) Of locations) of an RHA?H gives rise to a recursive hybrid
game arend’ = (H, Qach, @Tor). Given an initial locatiory, a valuationv € V and a
set of final stateg"”, the reachability game ofi is defined as the reachability game on
the game arendX], [Qach] 7, [@1or] 7) With the initial state((¢), (¢, »)) and the set of
final stateq F] . Also, termination game off is defined as the reachability game on
the game arend 77, [Qacn] 7, [QTor] 7) With the initial statg(¢), (¢, ¥)) and the set of
final statesTermy.

We prove the following key theorem about reachability gaoregarious subclasses
of recursive hybrid automata in Sectién

Theorem 1. The reachability game problem is undecidable for:

1. Unrestricted RSA with 2 stopwatches,

2. Glitchfree RSA with 3 stopwatches,

3. Unrestricted RTA with 3 clocks under bounded time, and
4. Glitchfree RSA with 4 stopwatches under bounded time.

Moreover, all of these results hold even under hierarchieatriction.

On a positive side, we observe that for glitch-free RSA with stopwatches reach-
ability games are decidable by exploiting the existencenitiefibisimulation for hybrid
automata with 2 stopwatches. Details are given in Appendix

Theorem 2. The reachability games are decidable for glitch-free RSt aimost two
stopwatches.

We study the above mentioned problems when studied for despigyer game.
These problems have been detailed in Section

Theorem 3. The reachability problem is undecidable for

1. Unrestricted RHA with 2 stopwatches,



2. Glitchfree RHA with 3 stopwatches,
3. Unrestricted RTA with 5 clocks under bounded time, and
4. Glitchfree RHA with 14 stopwatches under bounded time.

Moreover, all of these results hold even under hierarchieatriction.

On a positive side, we observe the following decidabilityulés.
Theorem 4. The reachability and the termination problems are deciddbt

1. Glitch-free RHA with atmost two stopwatches
2. Bounded context RHA under bounded time, where variabdeglaays passed-by-
reference.

The result for Glitch-free RHA with two stopwatches follofvem the decidability of
two stopwatch hybrid automata.

4 Undecidability Results with one player

In this section, we provide a proof sketch of our undecidighiésults by reducing the
halting problem for two counter machines to the reachatplioblem in an RHA/RTA.

A two-counter machiné/ is a tuple(L, C') whereL = {{y, {1,...,£,} is the set of

instructions including a distinguished terminal instiant/,, called HALT, and the set
C = {c1, c2} of two counters The instructiond are of the type:

1. (increment) ¢; : ¢ := ¢+ 1; goto/y,
2. (decrement) ¢; : ¢ := ¢ — 1; goto/y,
3. (zero-check) ¢; : if (¢ > 0) then goto/;. else gotd/,,,

wherec € C, ¢;, 4, ¢, € L. A configuration of a two-counter machine is a tuple
(1,¢,d) wherel € L is an instruction, and, d € N is the value of counters, andc,,
resp. A run of a two-counter machine is a (finite or infinitejwence of configurations
(ko, k1, . ..) whereky = (£o,0,0) and the relation between subsequent configurations
is governed by transitions between respective instrustidhehalting problemfor a
two-counter machine asks whether its unique run ends aethenal instructior?,,. It

is well known ([L€]) that the halting problem for two-counter machines is widiable.

In order to prove four results of Theore3nwe construct a recursive (timed/hybrid)
automaton whose main components simulate various ingingtin these construc-
tions the reachability of the exit node of each componenesponding to an instruc-
tion is linked to a faithful simulation of various incremedecrement and zero check in-
structions of the machine by choosing appropriate delagsljigst the clocks/variables,
to reflect changes in counter values. We specify a main coemidar each instruction
of the two counter machine. The entry node and exit node ofia otanponent corre-
sponding to an instructiof} : ¢ := ¢ + 1; goto/;, are respectively; and/,. Similarly,

a main component corresponding to a zero check instruétioh (¢ > 0) then goto
ly, else gotot,,, has a unique entry nodg, and two exit nodes corresponding#p
and/,, respectively. We get the complete RHA for the two-counteciiges when we
connect these main components in the same sequence as riagpoading machine.



The halting problem of the two counter machine now reducdaheareachability (or
termination) of an exit (HALT) nodé,, in some component.
For the correctness proofs, we represent runs in the RSA tiaiee different forms

-, J . . .
of transitionss qT> s', s~ s’ ands i)) s’ defined in the following way:
M(V

1. The transitions of the form % s, wheres = ((k),n,v), s = ((k),n’, V)
are configurations of the RHAy, is a constraint or guard on variables that enables
the transition,J is a set of variables, andis a real number, holds if there is a
transition in the RHA from vertex. to n’ with guardg and reset sef/. Also,

V' = v+ rt[J := 0], wherer is the rate vector of state

2. The transitions of the form ~» s’ wheres = ((k),n,v), s = ((¢'),n',V)

correspond to the following cases:
— transitions from a call port to an entry node. Thatiss (b, en) for some box
b e Bandx’ = (k, (b,v)) andn’ = en € EN whiler/ = v.
— transitions from an exit node to a return port which restoralsies of the
variables passed by value, that {8) = (x”,(b,v")), n = ex € EX and
n' = (b,ex) € Ret(b) andx’ = k", whilev' = v[P(b) := v"].
3. The transitions of the form}\ﬁ) ', called summary edges, where= ({(x), n,v),

s' = ((k),n/,1") are such that = (b,en) andn’ = (b, ex) are call and return
ports, respectively, of a baxmapped taV/ which passes by value &/, the vari-
ables inV. t is the time elapsed between the occurencg$.efn) and (b, ex). In
other wordst is the time elapsed in the componeéut

A configuration({x), n, v) is also written ag(x), n, (v(x),v(y))).

4.1 Unrestricted RHA with 2 stopwatches

For all the four undecidability results, we construct a retue automaton (timed/hybrid)
as per the case, whose main components are the modules fosthections and the
counters are encoded in the variables of the automatonegetreductions, the reach-
ability of the exit node of each component correspondingrtanatruction is linked

to a faithful simulation of various increment, decremend aero check instructions
of the machine by choosing appropriate delays to adjustldeks/variables, to reflect
changes in counter values. We specify a main component &ir type instruction of
the two counter machine, for exampig,,. for increment. The entry node and exit node
of a main componerit;,. corresponding to an instructiod;[: ¢ := ¢ + 1; goto 4]

are respectively; and/. Similarly, a main component corresponding to a zero check
instruction [;: if (¢ > 0) then gotd/,] else gotd/,,,, has a unique entry nodg and two
exit nodes corresponding te and/,, respectively. The various main components cor-
responding to the various instructions, when connectedogpiately, gives the higher
level componen#{,; and this completes the RHA. The entry node of{,, is the
entry node of the main component for the first instructiom#fand the exit node is
Halt. Suppose each main component for each type of instructimeatty simulates
the instruction by accurately updating the counters entadthe variables of{. Then,
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the unique run inV/ corresponds to an unique run#y,. The halting problem of the
two counter machine now boils down to the reachability of eihreode Halt in H ;.

Lemma 1. The reachability problem is undecidable for recursive hglwutomata with
at least two stopwatches.

Proof. We prove that the reachability and termination problemsusr@ecidable for
2 stopwatch unrestricted RHA. In order to obtain the undagiiity result, we use a
reduction from the halting problem for two counter machin@ar reduction uses a
RHA with stopwatches, y.

We specify a main component for each instruction of the twant¢er machine. On
entry into a main component for increment/decrement/zbeck, we have: = ﬁ
y=0o0rz =0,y = ﬁ wherec, d are the current values of the counters. Given
a two counter machine, we build a 2 stopwatch RHA whose dldilocks are the
main components for the instructions. The purpose of thepoorants is to simulate
faithfully the counter machine by choosing appropriateagelto adjust the variables
to reflect changes in counter values. On entering the entfg e of a main compo-
nent corresponding to an instructihnwe have the configuratiofde), en, (5757, 0)) or
({€), en, (0, 727)) of the two stopwatch RHA.

We shall now present the components for increment/decreamehzero check in-
structions. In all the components, the ticking variables aritten below respective
locations in grey, while the variables passed by value aitenrbelow the boxes.
Simulate decrement instruction Lets consider the decrementinstructiorne = c¢—1;
goto /. Figure3 gives the componer® B which decrements countey by doubling

7o57. Assume that = 57 andy = 0 on enteringD B. Lets denote by, the value
ﬁ. A non-deterministic amount of timeis spent at the entry node, of DB. This

makesr = x,;g andy = ¢, at the call port ofB; : Cpg. Bothz, y are passed by value
toCpp.



At the entry node of’' 5, the rates ofe, y are zero. At sometime, the call port of
By : M isreached with: = x,;4 andy = ¢. M; is called by passing by value. At the
entry node of\/, a timel — x4 iS spent, obtaining = 1,y = t+ 1 — x,;4. We return
from the exit node ofi/; to the return portoB; : My, withax = 244,y = 1+t —2014.
The rates of, y are both zero here. After some time, we are at the call paBsaf M; .
Here againj/, is called by passing by value. Going througii/, again gives us =
1,y = 2—2x,4+t. Atthe return port ofBs, we thus have: = x4,y = 2— 244 +1.
Again since the rates aof, y are both zero at the return port 8%, to get to the exit
node ofCpp, y must be exactly equal to 2. That &,;; = ¢. In that case, when we
get back to the return port d; : Cppg, we haver = x4,y = t, with the guarantee
thatt = 2x,,4. The rates ok, y are both zero here, so we get to the exit nedef DB
resettingz. Thus, when we reachr, we haver = 0,y = 5=rz7.

Simulate increment instruction: The instruction {;: ¢ = ¢ + 1; goto /] is handled
by the componentl F' in Figure3. The main componeril ', when entered with: =
3257,y = 0 will halve the value ofr, and returnz = 0,y = 5='57. The working of

the componenk] F' can be explained in a similar way as that/oB.

Zero check instruction: The componenterocheck simulating f; : if (d > 0) then
goto/y, else gotd,,] can be found in Figur&. Assume we are atn with x = ﬁ =
Zo1q @ndy = 0. The rates of both:, y are zero, so we reach the callport Bf: Po2
with the same values aof, y. Po2 is called by passing both, y by value. No time is
spent at the entry nodew; of Po2, so withy = 0, we reach the call port aB;:DB.
Recall thatD B is the component that doubles the valuercdind stores it iny; DB
is called by passing both, y by reference; when we return to the return portif
we haver = 0,y = 2z,4. If y = 2, then we go straightaway to the exit node;, of
Po2. If z < 2, then we goto the callport aBs: DB’ from the return port ofB;. The
componentD B’ is similar to D B, with the roles ofr, y reversed as compared 2B,
and entry toD B’ happens withe = 0,y = 2z,4. At the exit node ofDB’, we obtain
y = 0,2 = 4x,4. Now, if x = 2, then we goto the exit noder; of Po2. If z < 2,
then we goto the callport @8;: D B. In this way, we alternate betwednB, DB’ until
we have multipliedr,;; by some numbek such thatk.z,;, is exactly 2. If we obtain
k.xz,q = 2 at the return port oB7, then we havey = 2 andx = 0, while if we obtain
k.x,q = 2 at the return port 0Bg, then we haver = 2 andy = 0. If this happens,
thend = 0. If d > 0, then we will never obtairt.x,;4 as 2. In this case, we go to the
exit nodeez; whenz (or y) exceeds 2. If we reach the exit node; of Po2, then we
goto the exit nodex of the zerocheck component, and if we reach the exit rogef
Po2, then we goto the exit node:’ of the zerocheck component.

The following propositions show the correctness of theeénwent, decrement and
zero check components. For the correctness proofs, wesegneins in the RHA using

three different forms of transitions gT]> s, s ~ s ands Aﬁ) s" defined in the

following way:

1. The transitions of the form q—t‘]> s', wheres = ((k),n,v), s = ((k),n/,1)

are configurations of the RHAy, is a constraint or guard on variables that enables
the transition,J is a set of variables, antdis a real number, holds if there is a



transition in the RHA from vertex: to n’ with guardg and reset seff. Also,
V' = v+ rt[J := 0], wherer is the rate vector of state
2. The transitions of the form ~~ s’ wheres = ((k),n,v), s = ((r'),n/,v')
correspond to the following cases:
— transitions from a call port to an entry node. Thatiss (b, en) for some box
b € Bandk’' = (k, (b,v)) andn’ = en € EN whilev’ = v.
— transitions from an exit node to a return port which restoralsies of the
variables passed by value, that {8) = (x”, (b,v")), n = ex € EX and
n’ = (b,ex) € Ret(b) andx’ = k", whilev' = v[P(b) := v"].
3. Thetransitions of the form]\ﬁ/)) ', called summary edges, where= ({x), n, v),

s' = ((x'),n’,1") are such that = (b,en) andn’ = (b, ex) are call and return
ports, respectively, of a baxmapped taV/ which passes by value t/, the vari-
ables inV/.

A configuration({k), n, v) is also written ag(x), n, (v(z), v(y))).

Proposition 1. For any contexts, any boxb € B, andz € [0,1], we have that
((k), (b,en), (2,0)) — ({K), (b, ex), (0, 2))

Proof. ComponentD B uses componentSpg and M. The following is a unique run
starting from(({x), (b, en), (z,0)) terminating in({x), (b, ex), (2x,0)).
(<H>a (bv 671), (CC(), O)) ~ (<Hv b>a en, (I07 O))

.7J>_to$@ (<"$7 b>7 (317 enl)v (‘TOv t)) ~ (<"$7 b, (317 (x07t))>7 eni, (l'o,t))

t:%@ ({5, b, (B1, (z0,1))), (B2, enz), (o, t)) ~ ({r, b, (B1, (z0,1)), (B2, o)), ena, (o, 1))
=5 (k. b, (By, (0,1)), (B2, o)), ez, (1,1 — 20 + 1))

~ (<Ii, b, (Bl, (Zo,t)», (BQ, exg), (xo, 1-— i) + t))

t%@ (<I<L,b, (‘B17 (.I'Q,t))>7 (B3,en2), (xo, 1—29+ t))

any

~ (<Ii, b, (Bl, (xo,t)), (Bg, I0)>, €Ng, (xo, 1-— i) + t))

=0 (b, (B, (0, 1)), (B, o)), e, (1,2 = 220 +1)

~ (<Ii, b, (Bl, (Zo,t)», (Bg, exg), (xo, 2— 2170 + t))

yi@ (<K/7b7 (Blu (‘T07t))>76x17 (‘T07 2)) (2 - 21’0 tt=201= 21’0)

any

~ ((k,b), (B1,ex1), (xo,220))

true gz ((k,b), ez, (0,2x0)) ~ ({k), (b,ex),(0,2z0)). The transitions above easily
any
follow from the descriptions given in the decrement section a



Propositior? proves the correctness of the compongtit.

Proposition 2. For any contexts, any boxb € B, andz € [0,1], we have that
(k) (b,en), (@,0)) = (), (b,ea), (0, %))

Proof. Similar to Propositiori.

Proposition3 proves the correctness of the compongn2 that checks if is a power
of 2:

Proposition 3. For any contexk, any boxb € B, andz € [0, 1], we have that starting
from ((x), (b,en), (z,0)), zerocheck terminates at((x), (b, ex), (z,0)) iff z = 5,
i € N. Otherwise, it terminates i), (b, ex’), (x,0)).

Proof. The proof of this follows from the correctness of the compuan@B shown
above. Indeed, iD B doubles the variable, Clearly@lW will become 2 eventually after
¢+ 1l invocations of DB iff d = 0. O

Note that the components for incrementing, decrementidgaro check for counter
d can be obtained in a manner similardB, H F'. The only difference is that we have
to multiply and divide by 3; these gadgets can be obtainedtgttforwardly by adapting
DB, HF appropriately.

We now show that the two counter machine halts iff a veft&xt correspond-
ing to the halting instruction is reached in the RHA. Cleaally the main components
discussed above ensure that all instructions are simutageéctly. Assume the two
counter machine halts. Then clearly, after going throuttihnalmain components corre-
sponding to relevant instructions, we reach the compohentéads to the Halt vertex.
TheDB, HF, zerocheck subcomponents again ensure that simulation is done clyrrect
to reach the vertex Halt. Conversely, assume that the twoteomachine does not halt.
Then there are two possibilities: (1) the RHA proceeds camepbby component, for-
ever, simulating all instructions faithfully, or (2) the RHs unable to take a transition,
due to an error in the simulation of instructions. In eithese, the vertex Halt is never
reached.

4.2 GlitchFree RHA with 3 stopwatches

Lemma 2. The reachability problem is undecidable for recursive hglwutomata with
at least three stopwatches.

Proof. The proof of this Lemma is a straightforward adaptation eftéchniques used
in Lemma4.1 The main difference here is that, at all times, we have te phsariables
either by value, or by reference. This necessitates the fareah extra variable. In
particular, we always pass all variables only by value. Thows result holds for the
case of “pass by value” RHAs with 3 stopwatches.

We specify a main component for each instruction of the twant¢er machine. On
entry into a main component for increment/decrement/zbeck, we have: = ﬁ
y = z = 0 wherec,d are the current values of the counters. Given a two counter
machine, we build a 3 stopwatch RHA whose building blockgla@enain components



Fig. 4. Glitch-free RSA 3 stopwatch : Decrementincrement and Po2, Po3

for the instructions. The purpose of the components is taikita faithfully the counter
machine by choosing appropriate delays to adjust the Vasab reflect changes in
counter values. On entering the entry negieof a main component corresponding to
an instructior?;, we have the configuratiaic), en, (32, 0, 0)) of the three stopwatch
RHA. We shall now present the components for incrementéeent and zero check
instructions. In all the components, the ticking varialdes written below respective

locations in grey.

Simulate decrement instruction Lets consider the decrementinstructiornc = c—1;
goto /. Figure5 gives the componend B which decrements countey by doubling

7o57- Assume thatr = 57 andy = z = 0 on enteringDB. Lets denote byrqq

the valueﬁ. A time 1 — x4 is spent at the entry noder; of DB, resulting in
x =0,y =1— 2,4,z = 0 at locationl. A non-deterministic amount of timeis spent
atl. This makest = t andy = 1 — x4,z = 0, at the call port ofd; : Cpg. All

variablesr, y, z are passed by value @p 5.

At the entry nodeens of Cpp, the rates ofy, z are one. A timer,;4 is spent at
eng, Obtainingy = 0,2 = tandz = x4 atly. At [y, a timel — x4 iS Spent,
obtainingr = 1+t — 254,y = 1 — 259 @andz = 0 atls. A time x4 is spent af,
obtainingr = 1+t—x4,y = 0, 2 = x4 atls. Atime 1—z,4 iS spent ats, obtaining
z =1,z = 2+t—2x,4andy = 1—x,;4. TO move out ofs, x must be 2; that is possible
iff £ = 2x,4. In this case, from the return port df;, : Cpp (rates are all 0 here), we
reach the exit nodex; of DB resettingy, obtaininges = ¢t = 2x,4,y = 2z = 0,
thereby successfully decrementing
Simulate increment instruction: The instructior?;: ¢ = ¢ + 1; goto/, is handled by
the componenf{ F' in Figure5. A time 1 — x4 iS spent at entry nodens of HF,
reaching locationn with x = 0,y = 1 — 2,4 andz = 0. A non-deterministic time



t is spent inm, reaching the entry noden, of Cyp with x = ¢,y = 1 — 2,4 and
z = 0. The exit nodeez, of Cyr can be reached iff = *¢<. The working of these
components are similar tB B, Cpp.
Zero check instruction: The componenterocheck simulatingl; : if (d > 0) then goto
), is the same as theerocheck component in Figur8, where the subcomponeRb2
is called, passing all variables by value. The subcompoReicalled can be found in
Figure5. At the entry node of02, no time is spent, and we are at the call por{aB.
We have drawn DB here like a box to avoid clutter, but it is atijua transition that
goes fromens ony = 0 to a location calle@n;. Continue with the transitions drawn
inside DB (treat them like normal transitions), and we hdeegequence of transitions
fromen; toex1, whereCp g is called in between. The edge< 2Ay = 0is a transition
from ez to eny. In the figure, to avoid clutter, we have drawn it from the retport to
the call port of DB. This loop fronaz; to en; is invoked repeatedly, until we obtain
exactly equal to 2. If this happens, then we know that 0 in ﬁ = x,q. If this does
not happen, then at some point of time, we will obtaias more than 2. In this case,
d # 0. In the former case, we go the exit nogle of Po2 from ez, and in the latter
case, we go to the exit node of Po2 from ex;. Note that, whenever a box is called,
we have always passed all the variables only by value.
The propositions proving correctness of the main and sulpooments is similar to
Lemma4.1 Also, it is clear that the nod# alt is reached iff the two counter machine
halts. a

4.3 GlitchFree RHA with 2 clocks and 1 stopwatch

Lemma 3. The reachability problem is undecidable for recursive hglautomata with
at least two clocks and one stopwatch.

Proof. The proof of this Lemma is a straightforward adaptation eftéchniques used
in Lemma4.1 The main difference here is that, at all times, we have te phsariables
either by value, or by reference. This necessitates the foe@ extra variable. In par-
ticular, we pass all variables by reference in all excepz#ite check module. Note that
all the calls with pass by reference can be removed by expgritle sub-component
(callee) in the main component (caller). Thus, our resuldéfor the case of “pass by
value” RHAs with 2 clocks and 1 stopwatch.

We specify a main component for each instruction of the twonter machine.
On entry into a main component for increment/decremerd/zaeck, we have two
clocksz = ﬁ y = 0 and one stopwatckh = 0. wherec, d are the current values
of the counters. Given a two counter machine, we build a 3veitgh RHA whose
building blocks are the main components for the instrugidrne purpose of the com-
ponents is to simulate faithfully the counter machine byagiog appropriate delays
to adjust the variables to reflect changes in counter valdesntering the entry node
en of a main component corresponding to an instructignve have the configuration
({€), en, (3252, 0,0)) of the three stopwatch RHA. We shall now present the compo-
nents for increment/decrement and zero check instructlaral the components, the
ticking variables are written below respective locatiangiiey.
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Simulate decrement instruction Lets consider the decrementinstructiornc = c—1;
goto /. Figure5 gives the componer® B which decrements countey by doubling
5o57. Assume thatr = 57 andy = z = 0 on enteringD B. Lets denote by,
the vaIueﬁ. A time 1 — x4 is spent at the entry node:; of DB, resulting in
x =0,y =1— 2,4,z = 0at locationl. A non-deterministic amount of timeis spent
at/. This makest = t andy = 1 — z,4,2 = 0, at the call port ofd; : Cpp. All

variablesr, y, z are passed by value ©p 5.

At the entry nodeens of Cpp, the rates ofy, z are one. A timer,;4 is spent at
eng, Obtainingy = 0,2 = t andz = x4 atly. At [y, a timel — x4 iS Spent,
obtainingr = 1+t — 244,y = 1 — zoq @ndz = 0 atly. A time x4 iS spent atf;
obtainingr = 1+t—x,4,y = 0, 2 = x4 atls. Atime 1—z,4 iS spent ats, obtaining
z =1,z = 24+t—2x,4andy = 1—x,;4. TO move out ofs, x must be 2; that is possible
iff £ = 2x,4. In this case, from the return port df;, : Cpp (rates are all 0 here), we
reach the exit nodex; of DB resettingy, obtainingez = ¢t = 2x,4,y = 2z = 0,
thereby successfully decrementing
Simulate increment instruction: The instructior?;: ¢ = ¢ + 1; goto/y, is handled by
the componenf{ F' in Figure5. A time 1 — x4 iS spent at entry nodens of HF,
reaching locationn with x = 0,y = 1 — x4 andz = 0. A non-deterministic time
t is spent inm, reaching the entry noden, of Cyp with x = ¢,y = 1 — 2,4 and
z = 0. The exit nodeez4 of Cyr can be reached iff = #¢4. The working of these
components are similar tb B, Cpp.

Zero check instruction: The componenterocheck simulatingl; : if (d > 0) then goto
Ly, is the same as theerocheck component in Figur8, where the subcomponeRb2
is called, passing all variables by value. The subcompoReatalled can be found in
Figure5. At the entry node of02, no time is spent, and we are at the call por{aB.



We have drawn DB here like a box to avoid clutter, but it is attjua transition that
goes fromens ony = 0 to a location calle@n;. Continue with the transitions drawn
inside DB (treat them like normal transitions), and we hdegequence of transitions
fromen; toex1, whereCp g is called in between. The edge< 2Ay = 0 is a transition
from ez to eny. In the figure, to avoid clutter, we have drawn it from the retport to
the call port of DB. This loop fronaz; to en; is invoked repeatedly, until we obtain
exactly equal to 2. If this happens, then we know that 0 in ﬁ = xyq. If this does
not happen, then at some point of time, we will obtaias more than 2. In this case,
d # 0. In the former case, we go the exit nogg of Po2 from ex, and in the latter
case, we go to the exit node of Po2 from ex;. Note that, whenever a box is called,
we have always passed all the variables only by value.

The propositions proving correctness of the main and sulpooments is similar to
Lemma4.1 Also, it is clear that the nod# alt is reached iff the two counter machine
halts. O

4.4 Unrestricted RTA over bounded time

Lemma 4. The time bounded reachability problem is undecidable foursive timed
automata with at least 5 clocks.

Proof. We prove that the problem of reaching a chosen vertex in an WifAin 18
units of total elapsed time is undecidable. In order to getuhdecidability result, we
use a reduction from the halting problem for two counter nraeh Our reduction uses
an RTA with atleast 5 clocks.

We specify a main component for each instruction of the twanéer machine. We
maintain 3 sets of clocks. The first s& = {x} encodes correctly the current value
of counterc; the second set’ = {y} encodes correctly the current value of counter
d; the third setZ = {z1, 22} of 2 clocks helps in zero-check. An extra clotks
used to enforce urgency in some locatidns zero at the entry nodes of all the main
components. Lek’ denote the set of all 5 clocks. The tuple of variables writietow
each box denotes variables passed by value.

To be precise, on entry into a main component simulatinghe 1)th instruction,
we have the values of;, zo as1 — 2% the value ofr as1 — ﬁ and the value of
yasl — ﬁ wherec, d are the current values of the counters after simulating the
first k instructions. We will denote this by saying that at the bagig of the(k + 1)th
instruction, we have/(Z) = 1 — ¢, v(z) = 1 — 7 andu(y) = 1 — 5. If the
(k+1)thinstructioné 41 is an increment counterinstruction, then after the simulation
of lj41, we needv(Z) = 1 — iy, v(@) = 1 — 5z andu(y) = 1 — s
Similarly, if ¢, is a decrement instruction, then after the simulation éf, 1, we
needv(Z) =1 — &=, v(z) =1 — 5 andv(y) = 1 — 5. Likewise, if (441 is

a zero check instruction, then after the simulatiorof;, we need/(Z2) = 1 — Qk%

v(z) =1 — sy andu(y) = 1 — s

Simulate Increment Instruction: Let us discuss the case of simulating an increment
instruction for counter. Assume that this is thé: + 1)th instruction. Figure gives

the figure for incrementing counter At the entry nodeen; of the componeninc c,

we haver(z) =1 — 52, v(y) = 1 — 5+ andv(Z) = 1 — 5, andv(b) = 0.



The componeninc ¢ has three subcomponents sequentially lined up one after the

other: Let3 = -, B. = 52+, andBy = 5.

1. The first subcomponentiép}. If Up} is entered with/(y) = 1 — 4, then on exit,

we haver(y) = 1 — ﬂ—;. The values ofX, Z are unchanged. Also, the total time
elapsed irUp4 is < 2.

. The next subcomponentli&y?. If Upj is entered with/(z) = 1 — f3., then on exit,

we havev(z) =1 — %. The values o7, Y are unchanged. Also, the total time
elapsed ir/p is < 142,

. The next subcomponent igpZ updates the value of. If Up% is entered with

v(Z) = 1 — B, then on exit, we have(Z) = 1 — g. The values ofX,Y are
unchanged. Also, the total time elapsediip? is < %.

. Thus, at the end of thenc ¢, we obtainv(2) = 1 — 5+, v(z) = 1 — 555,

v(y) = 1 — 574 Also, the total time elapsed imc cis < [2 + 1 + 2]8 < 84.

On callingUp?%, for a € {x,y}, the clocka is passed by reference; likewise, on calling
UpZ, clocks inZ are passed by reference. Hereg {2,4}. Next, we describe the
structure of the componentép? for a € {z,y}. At the entry noden, of Up?, we
have the invariani = 0. Thus, no time is elapsed in the entry naaeg of Inc c also.
Up? is made up of subcomponenty C¢=, D and Chk? lined sequentially. Let us

Zo )

discuss the details @fp}, the others have similar functionality.

1.

On entry into the first subcomponefit:D, we haver(Z) = 1 — 8, v(b) = 0,
v(z) =1-0.,v(y) =1—B4. Dis called, and clock; is passed by reference and
the rest by value. A non-deterministic amount of titneslapses at the entry node
eng of D. Back at the return port af;: D, we have clocks added byt .

. We are then at the entry node of the subcompongrt?- with valuesv(z;) =

1—pF+4+t,andv(z) =1—-6,v(z) =1- 6. v(y) =1— B4 andv(b) = 0.
C? is called by passing all clocks by value. The subcompo@gnt ensures that

t1 =08~ Ba-

. To ensure; = 8 — 34, at the entry noden, of CY~, a time 3, elapses. This

makesy = 1. If z, must be 1, then we need— 5 + t; + 84 = 1, or the time
t, elapsed is3 — 4. That is,CY;~ ensures that, has grown to be equal tp by
calling Fy:D. Back at the return port of5:C?~, we next enter the call port of
Fs:D with v(29) = v(y) = 1 — 84 andv(z1) = 1 — B. D is called by passing
y by reference, and all others by value. A non-deterministioant of timet is
elapsed inD. At the return port offs: D, we getv(z1) = 1 — B, v(z2) = 1 — B4,
andv(y) = 1 — Bq + to.

. At the call port of F7:ChkY, we have the same values, since= 0 has to be

satisfied at the exit noder; of Chkj. Thatis, at the call port of;:Chky, we have
v(z1) =1—,v(22) = 1— B4, andv(y) = 1 — B4 +t2. F; callsChky, and passes

all clocks by valueChkj checks that, = 5

. At the entry poren; of Chk, no time elapsesChki sequentially calls\/ twice,

each time passing, by reference, and all others by value. In the first invocation
of M, we wanty to reach 1; thus a timg; — t» is spent abng. This makes:; =
1— B4+ Bq—ta = 1—1ts. After the second invocation, we obtain = 1+ 5, — 2t»
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Fig. 6.7 B Term in RTA: Increment. Note thatS = X — S anda € {x,y}. CZ = is
obtained by instantiating = z; in C¢,~. The componenC'hk{ is similar toChks. It
has 4 calls td/ inside it each time passing ondy by reference. Zero Check component
follows the same pattern dsic ¢ calling Upg, for all a € {z,y}, followed by Up%,
and then callsZC passing all variables by valu€C checks ifz; = = (with guard
z1=1 A x = 1) to check if countet:is 0 andz; = y to check ifd is 0.

at the return port ofy: M. No time can elapse at the return portrf M ; for z; to
be 1, we need, = =2

6. No time elapses in the return port Bf:Chky, and we are at the exit node, of
Ups.

7. Thus, at the exit node dfp$, we haver(z) = 1 — 3, v(z2) = 1 — 34 and
v(y)=1-Ba+to=1- 152

8. The time elapsed itVpj is the sum oft,, > and the times elapsed @y~ and
Chk§. Thatis,(8 — Ba) + 22 + Ba + 2(Ba — t2) =B + 252 < 2 sincefa < 6.

At the return port ofFy : UpY, we thus have(Z) = 1 — 3 (v(z) restored tal — 3 as
it was passed by value ©@p%), v(z) = 1 — 3., andv(y) = 1 — % No time elapses
here, and we are at the call portbf : Upj. The component'hk7 is similar toChks.
It has 4 calls toM inside it, each passing respectivety, by reference ta\/ andx
by value. An analysis similar to the above gives that thel tirtee elapsed ir/p} is

< 118 "and at the return port df, : Up§, we getv(z) = 1 — B¢, v(y) = 1 — 22 and
(Z) = 1— . This is followed by enteringd’ : Up?, W|th these values. At the return
port of 3 : Up%, we obtainv(z) = 1 — 22, v(y) = 1 - &2 andv(Z) = 1 - &, with

the total time elapsed itipZ being< 2.

From the explanations above, the following propositions loa proved. The same
arguments given above will apply to prove this.



Proposition 4. For any boxB and context(x), andv(Z) = 1 — 3, we have that
({r), (B, en), (v(x), v(y), 1 = B,v(b))) U—Z> ((k), (B, ex), (v(x), v(y), 1 = 5, v(b))).

25

Proposition 5. For any boxB and context(x), andv(z) = 1 — 3., we have that
(<’€>7 (Bv en)v (1_507 V(y)a V(Z)’ V(b))) UL> (<’€>7 (Bv e‘r)a 1- %a V(y)v V(Z)v I/(b)))

T
4

Proposition 6. For any boxB and context(x), andv(y) = 1 — 34, we have that
(<’€>7 (37 en)? (1/(.%‘)7 1_Bd’ V(Z)’ V(b))) ULpJ (<"$>a (B’ ex)7 (V(x)v 1_%7 V(Z)v I/(b)))

2

Simulate Decrement Instruction Assume that thék + 1)st instruction is decrement-
ing counterc. Then we construct the main componéhic ¢ similar to the component
Inc c above. The main change is the following:

— The main componen®ec ¢ will have the subcomponentgp andUp# lined up
sequentially. There is no need for abiy? subcomponent here, since the value of
x stays unchanged on decrementing\lso, the subcomponentgp) andUp% do
not alter the value aof : the functionalityUp7 andUpj are the same as the one in
Inc c. The total time spent iDec ¢ is also, less thags.

Zero Check Instruction: The main component for Zero Check follows the same pat-
tern asinc c. The main change is the following:

— The main componereroCheck will have the subcomponent&$ andUp3 and
Up? lined up sequentially. The functionalityp? , Ups andUp} are the same as
the one infnc c. After these three, we invoke a subcomporgat ZC is called by
passing all clocks by value. At the entry noge of ZC, we have two transitions,
oneonz; = 1Az = 1leadingto an exitnoder, and anotheroneon = 1Az # 1
leading toez’. Recall that; = 5. Thus, forz; to reach 1, atime elapé}a: T
is needed. If this also makes makes= 1, then we know that: on entry was
1— o=t = 1 — 5 impying thatc = 0. Likewise, if z; attains 1, but: does not,
thenc # 0. Since all clocks are passed by value, at the return part@fwithin
the main componereroCheck, we regain back the clock values obtained after
going throughUpf, Upg andUp}: that is,v(Z) = 1 — 5, v(z) = 1 — £ and
v(y) = 1 — 2. The time elapsed i C is £. The times elapsed itip5 andUp3
andUp} are same as calculated in the case of Incremefihus, the total time
elapsed here is 85 + 3 = 94.

We conclude by calculating the total time elapsed duringetiitére simulation. We
have established so far that for tffe+ 1)th instruction, the time elapsed is no more
than9g, for g = 2% For the first instruction, the time elapsed is at m@ystor the
second instruction it i§, for the third it is5» and so on.

I+ +5+5+5+1)
Total time duration= { = 9(1 + (< 1)) (1)
<18



Note that the components for incrementing, decrementidgaro check of counter
d can be obtained in a manner similar to the above.

The proof that we reach the vertékalt of the RTA iff the two counter machine
halts follows: Clearly, the exit node of each main comporngméached iff the corre-
sponding instruction is simulated correctly. Thus, if tleieter machine halts, we will
indeed reach the exit node of the main component correspgtalihe last instruction.
However, if the machine does not halt, then we keep going dstvthe various main
components simulating each instruction, and never réach. O

4.5 Glitchfree RHA with 14 stopwatches

Lemma 5. The time bounded reachability problem is undecidable foursive hybrid
automata with at least 14 stopwatches.

Proof. We prove that the problem of reaching a chosen vertex in an RiAn 18
units of total elapsed time is undecidable. In order to getuhdecidability result, we
use a reduction from the halting problem for two counter nraedh Our reduction uses
an RHA with atleast 14 stopwatches.

We specify a main component for each instruction of the twonter machine.
We maintain 3 sets of stopwatches. The firstSet {z1, - - - x5} encodes correctly the
currentvalue of countet, the second sét = {y1, - - - y5 } encodes correctly the current
value of counter/; and third setZ = {z1, 22, 23} encodes the end @k )th instruction.

An extra stopwatchh is used to enforce urgency in some locatidnis zero at the
entry nodes of all the main components. Bétlenote the set of all 14 stopwatches.

To be precise, on entry into a main component simulatingthe 1)th instruction,
we have the values af;, 25, 23 asl — 5, the values ofi1, . . ., x5 asl — 3, and the
values ofyy, ...,y asl — ﬁ wherec, d are the current values of the counters after
simulating the first instructions. We will denote this by saying that at the bagig
of the (k + 1)th instruction, we have(Z) = 1 — 5, v(X) = 1 — 74 andy(Y) =
1-— ﬁ If the (k + 1)th instructioné,.1; is an increment counterinstruction, then
after the simulation of; 1, we needv(Z) = 1 — 5+, v(X) = 1 — 5%+ and
v(Y) = 1 — 5. Similarly, if I,41 is a decrement instruction, then after the
simulation of(;. 1, we need/(Z) = 1— 5, v(X) = 1— 52 andv(Y) = 1— 5.
Likewise, if /1 is a zero check instruction, then after the simulatiofaf;, we need
v(Z)=1- G+ v(X)=1- s andv(Y) =1 — .

Simulate Increment Instruction: Let us discuss the case of simulating an increment
instruction for counter. Assume that this is thé: + 1)th instruction. Figure gives

the figure for incrementing counerAt the entry noden; of the componeninc ¢, we
haver(X) =1— 715, v(Y) =1 — 54 andv(Z) = 1 — ¢, andy(b) = 0.

The componeninc ¢ has three subcomponents sequentially lined up one after the
other: Let3 = 3¢, 8. = 52+, andBy = 5.

1. The first subcomponefitp (component/ P2 in the figure7 with A asZ and
n = 2) updates the value &f. If Up7 is entered with/(Z) = 1 — 3, then on exit,
we havev(Z) =1 — g The values ofX, Y are unchanged as their rate of growth
is 0 throughout the componebtPy and they are always passed by value to the
subcomponents. Also, the total time elapsed p¥ is < %.
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Fig. 7. Time bounded reachability in 14 stopwatch RSA: Incremeritiote that the
variables which tick in a location are indicated belowsiticks everywhere except in
locations where it is specified a®. Also S denoted stopwatche® — S.

2. The next subcomponentigpy . If Upy is entered with/(X) = 1 — 3., then on
exit, we havev(X) = 1 — %. The values o7, Y are unchanged. Also, the total
time elapsed i/py is < L2,

3. The next subcomponentigpl . If Upd is entered with/(Y) = 1 — 34, then on
exit, we havevy(Y) = 1 — %. The values ofX, Z are unchanged. Also, the total
time elapsed i/p} is < 22.

4. Thus, at the end of thenc ¢, we obtainv(Z) = 1 — i+, v(X) = 1 — 575,
v(Y) = 1 — 5. Also, the total time elapsed ime cis < [3 + 2L + 3]8 < 83.

To avoid clutter, We have drawiipZ like a box insidelnc c; actually, think of it as
the sequence of transitions frams to ex,, with 2 boxes called in between. The same
holds for “boxesUpy* andUpy .

Next, we describe the structure of the componéhtg . At the entry noden, of
UpZ, we have the invariarit = 0. Thus, no time is elapsed in the entry nadg of
Inc c also.Up? is made up of subcomponen®&:k2 andChk=. Let us discuss the
details ofUpZ, the others have similar functionality.

1. On entry into the locatiom,, we havev(Z) =1 — 3, v(b) =0, v(X) =1 — 3.,
v(Y) = 1 — B4. In my only stopwatchesgs, z3 are grow. A non-deterministic
amount of timef; elapses here. Thus when leaving, we have stopwatches, z3
added byt; .

2. We are then at the entry node of the subcompofeitthkZ with valuesy(ze) =
1-p,andv(z;) =1—-pB+tfori =1,3,v(X)=1- 5., v()=1-g4and
v(b) = 0. ChkZ is called by passing all stopwatches by value. The subcoeton
Chkf ensures that; = 2.



3. To ensurg; = g, at the entry noden; of OthZ, no time can elapse. i and
t3 are times elapsed in; andn» then, upon reaching exit node:;, we have
z1=1—FB4t1+ts, 20 =1—F+ty+tsandzs =1 — S+t + t3. Additionally,
21 = 29 = 23 = 1 impIieSt1 + 1ty = 8 =ty +t3 = t1 + t3. Thus, we get
t1 = t2 = t3 = 2. Thus, the total time spent kS ists + t; = 5.
4. At the return port of’5:ChkZ, we restore all values to what they were, at the calll
port of F5:ChkZ. Thatis,v(z2) = 1— 8, andv(z;) = 1 — B+, fori = 1,3, with
the guarantee that = 2.
Atimet, is elapsed in locatioms affecting onlyzs to becomers =1 — 3 + t4.
5. Finally, we call the subcomponefitik= with z; = 1 — % andzy = 1— 8 + t4.
All stopwatches are passed by valt&:k= ensures that; = zo; thatis,t, = %.
A time t5 = % is spent at the entry noden, of Chk= to ensure this. Thus, at

the return port off:Chk=, we havez; = 20 = 23 = 1 — g and the rest of the
stopwatches unchanged. No time can elapse at the exitnedsf UpZ . Thus, at
the return port of, : UpZ, we getv(Z) = 1 — 5.

6. The total time elapsed iRy : UpZ ist; +ta+t3+ts+ts5 = §+[3+ % +§ = %.

At the return port ofF;, : Up#, we thus have/(Z) = 1 — g v(X)=1- 4., and
v(Y) = 1 — B4. No time elapses here, and we are at the call po#f.of Upy . The
componenChky is similar toChk% . It has 4 locationg, hs, ha, hs inside it, eacth;
has stopwatches, andzx; ticking. An analysis similar to the above gives that theltota

time elapsed i/ p;S is 11[3 ,and at the return port df, : Upy’, we getv(X) = 1 — ﬁ
v(Y)=1-Bqgandv(Z ) 1- ﬁ . This is followed by entering’ : Up’, Wlth these
values. At the return port ofy : Up2 , we obtainv(X) =1 — & w(Y)=1-"5 5 and

v(Z)=1- 8 with the total time elapsed itipd being =32 584
From the explanauons above, the following proposmorrsba proved. The same
arguments given above will apply to prove this.

Proposition 7. For any boxB and context(x), andv(Z) = 1 — 3, we have that
({r), (B, en), (v(X),v(Y),1=5,v(D))) ; ((k), (B, ex), ((X), v(Y), 1=5,v(b))).
Proposition 8. For any boxB and context(x), andv(X) =

1 -
((k), (B, en), (1=PBe, v(Y),v(Z), v(b))) [ﬁg (k) (B, ex), (1-5,

Py

B¢, we have that
v(Y

), v(Z),v(b)))-

Proposition 9. For any boxB and contextx), andv(Y) = ﬁd, we have that
(<’€>7 (37 en)? (V(X)’ 1_ﬁd’ V(Z)’ V(b))) U—;"> (<"$>a (B’ ex) ( (X) 1__ V(Y) I/(b)))
2
Simulate Decrement Instruction Assume that thék + 1)st instruction is decrement-
ing counterc. Then we construct the main componénic ¢ similar to the component

Inc c above. The main change is the following:

— The main componenPec ¢ will have the subcomponentgpy andUp?’ lined up
sequentially. The functionality pZ andUp}" are the same as the onelinc c. The
total time spent inDec cis also, less thafg.



Zero Check Instruction: The main component for Zero Check follows the same pat-
tern asinc c¢. The main change is the following:

— The main componerferoCheck will have the subcomponent&? andUps* and
UpY lined up sequentially. The functionalityp? , Up¥ andUp} are the same as
the one inInc c. After these three, we invoke the subcompongnt : ¢ = 07
shown in Figure?. ZC' : ¢ = 07 is called by passing all stopwatches by value. At
the entry nodens of ZC, z; andz; are ticking. Atens if a time elapsé = 2,6%
makesz; = z; = 1, then we know that;; on entry wasl — 2+—1,€+1 =1-
2,6% impying thate = 0. Likewise, if z; attains 1, butz; does not, ther # 0.
Since all stopwatches are passed by value, at the returnopdfC within the
main componeng eroCheck, we regain back the stopwatch values obtained after
going throughl/p%, Ups andUp} : thatis,v(Z) = 1 — 2, v(X) = 1 — £ and
v(Y) = 1— 2. The time elapsed i C is 5. The times elapsed iip andUpy
andUp) are same as calculated in the case of Incremefihus, the total time
elapsed hereis 85 + 3 = 98.

We conclude by calculating the total time elapsed duringetiitre simulation. We
have established so far that for tffe+ 1)th instruction, the time elapsed is no more
than9s, for 8 = 2% For the first instruction, the time elapsed is at m@stor the
second instruction it i§, for the third it is5; and so on.

IA+3+5+5+5+1)
Total time duration= ¢ 9(1 + (< 1)) (2)
< 18t.u

The proof that we reach the vertékalt of the RHA iff the two counter machine
halts follows: Clearly, the exit node of each main comporiiétihe corresponding in-
struction is simulated correctly. Thus, if the counter niaelialts, we will indeed reach
the exit node of the main component corresponding to therasuction. However, if
the machine does not halt, then we keep going between theugamain components
simulating each instruction, and never redthit.

O

5 Undecidability Resuls with two players

For the undecidability results for reachability games, westruct a recursive automa-
ton (timed/hybrid) as per the case, whose main componeathiamodules for the in-
structions and the counters are encoded in the variablbe aefttomaton. In these reduc-
tions, the reachability of the exit node of each componemesponding to an instruc-
tion is linked to a faithful simulation of various incremedécrement and zero check in-
structions of the machine by choosing appropriate delagsljiast the clocks/variables,
to reflect changes in counter values. We specify a main copmidor each type instruc-
tion of the two counter machine, for examgg,.. for increment. The entry node and
exit node of a main compone#t;,,. corresponding to an instructio;[: ¢ := ¢ + 1;
goto ¢;;] are respectively; and /. Similarly, a main component corresponding to a



zero check instructionif: if (¢ > 0) then goto¢;] else gotol,,, has a unique entry
node/;, and two exit nodes corresponding4oand/,,, respectively. The various main
components corresponding to the various instructionsvdoanected appropriately,
gives the higher level componeht,; and this completes the RHA. The entry node
of Hy, is the entry node of the main component for the first instactf M and the
exit node isHalt. Achilles simulates the machine while Tortoise verifies siraula-
tion. Suppose in each main component for each type of int&rucorrectly Achilles
simulates the instruction by accurately updating the censnéncoded in the variables
of H. Then, the unique run id/ corresponds to an unique run #,,;. The halting
problem of the two counter machine now boils down to existarfa Achilles strategy
to ensure the reachability of an exit noHelt (and->) in Hy,.

5.1 Time Bounded Reachability games in Unrestricted RTA wit 3 clocks

Lemma 6. The time bounded reachability game problem is undecidallestursive
timed automata with at least 3 clocks.

Proof. We prove that the reachability problem is undecidable foesticted RTA with
3 clocks. In order to obtain the undecidability result, we aseduction from the halting
problem for two counter machines. Our reduction uses a RTA thiree clocks:, y, .

We specify a main component for each instruction of the twoander machine.
On entry into a main component for increment/decremerd/zbeck, we have: =
FrregrrT, Y = 3% andz = 0, wherec, d are the current values of the counters arid
the current instruction. Note thatis used only to enforce urgency in several vertices.
Given a two counter machine, we build a 3 clock RTA whose lngdlocks are the
main components for the instructions. The purpose of thepoorants is to simulate
faithfully the counter machine by choosing appropriat@gelto adjust the variables to
reflect changes in counter values. On entering the entry eaé a main component
corresponding to an instructién we have the configuratide), en, (srre5rrz. 3¢, 0))
of the three clock RTA.

We shall now present the components for increment/decreamehzero check in-
structions. In all the components, the variables passedale\are written below the
boxes and the invaraints of the locations are indicateddbgiem.

Simulate increment instruction: Lets consider the incrementinstructiéne = c+1;
goto /. The component for this instruction is componénik ¢ given in Figure8.
Assume that = W Y= 2% andz = 0 at the entry noden; of the component
Inc c. To correctly simulate the increment of countethe clock values at the exit node
exy should ber = s, ¥ = 5 andz = 0.

Leta = srirr andB = . We wantz = & andy = 2 atex;. We utilise
the componenDiv{a,n} (with a = z,n = 12 anda = y,n = 2) to perform these
divisions. Lets walk through the working of the componémt c. As seen above, at the
entry nodeeny, we haver = o, y = 5 andz = 0.

1. Notime is spent atn; due to the invariant = 0. Div{y, 2} is called, passing, z
by value. At the call port ofd; : Div{y, 2}, we have the same valuesafy, z. Let
us examine the componetiv{y, 2}. We instantiateDiv{a,n} with a = y,n =



2. Thus, the clock referred to @sn Div{a,n} is x after the instantiation. At the
entry nodeen, of Div{y, 2}, no time is spent due to the invariant= 0; we have
a=y=0,b=2x=a,z=0.Resetting = z, we are at the call port ofi5 : D.

Ajs is called, passing, z by value. A nondeterministic timeis spent at the entry
nodeens of D. Thus, at the return port s, wehaven =y = 5, b= =1,z =

0. The return port ofd; is a node belongining to Tortoise; for Achilles to reach
Z, t must beg. Tortoise has two choices to make at the return pord gifhe can
continue the simulation, by resetting= y and going to the call portofl; : D, or

he can verify ift is indeed2, by going to the call port ofi,.

— Assume Tortoise goes to the call port 4f : C?7, (recall, that by the in-
stantiation,b = z, a = y andn = 2). z is passed by value. At the entry
nodeens of 0572 no time elapses due to the invariant 0. Thus, we have
x=b=ta=y=p,2z=0atens. The componentl; : M, is invoked,
passinge, z by value. At the entry nodeng of M, atimel —¢ is spent, giving
a=y=p+1—tb=2x=tandz =0 atthereturn port ofi;. Sincen = 2,
one more invocation ofl; : M, is made, obtaining = y = 8+ 2(1 — t),

b =x = tandz = 0 at the return port ofd; after the second invocation. To
reach the exit noders of C 75 a must be exactly 2, since no time can be spent
at the return port ofi7; this is so since the invariant= 0 at the exit nodexs;

of C77, is satisfied only when no time is spent at the return porgfif a is
exactly 2, we haves = 2t. In this case, from the return port dfy, -~ can be
reached.

— Now consider the case that Tortoise moves ahead from thenrptut of A3,
resettingea = y to the call port ofA5 : D. The values are = y = 0,b =
x=1t= g andz = 0. A5 : D is invoked passing = x andz by value. A
non-deterministic amount of timéis spent at the entry node; of D, giving
a=y=t,b=x= % andz = 0 at the return port ofd5. Again, the return
port of A5 is a node belonging to Tortoise. Here Tortoise, thus has heices:
he can continue with the simulation goingde,, or can verify that’ = § by
going to the call port ofd¢ : C¥=. C¥= is a component that checksgfhas
“caught up” withz; that is, whethet’ =t = g. At the entry noden, of C¥=,

a andb can simultaneeously reach 1ift= ¢/; thatis,t’ = g Then, from the
return port ofdg, we can reack™.

— Thus, we reactezs with z = y = %,z = 0. At the return port of4; :
Div{y, 2}, we thus have: = a,y = g, z=0.

2. From the return port ofl; : Div{y, 2}, we reach the call port o, : Div{x, 12}.
y, z are passed by value. The functioning4fis similar to that ofA; : at the return
port of A;, we obtainz = 2,y = 5 andz = 0.

Time takenNow we discuss the total time to reach“anode or the exit nodex; of
the componeninc ¢ while simulating the increment instruction. At the entrydeen,
clock values are = g7,y = 5 andz = 0. Leta = i and = - The
invaraintz = 0 at the entry and the exit nodes; andex; ensures that no time elapses
in these nodes and also in the return portsigfand A;. From the analysis above, it
follows that at the return port od; : Div{y,2}, 2 = o,y = % andz = 0. Similarly
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Fig. 8. Games on RTA with 3 clocks : Increment

at the return port ofl, : Div{z, 12}, the clock values are = 5,y = % andz = 0.
Thus, counter: has been incremented and the end of instructidras been recorded
in  andy. The time spent along the path fram; to ex; is the sum of times spent in
Ay : Div{y,2} andAs : Div{z,12}.

— Time spentind; : Div{y, 2}. The time spentiM; : D, as well as4; : D is both
%. Recall that Tortoise can verify that the time¢’ spent inAs, A5 are both%. If
Tortoise entersi, to verify t = g then the time taken (1 — ¢). In this case, the

time taken to reach- from the return portofl, ist+2(1—t) =2— g Likewise,
if Tortoise continued fromd; to As, and goes on to verify that the timespent in
As is alsog, then the total time spent before reaching thdrom the return port
of Agist+t' +(1—-t)=1+t=1+ %. Thus, if we are back at the return port
of A1, the time spentim; ist +t = .

— Time spentind, : Div{x, 12}. Here, the time spentids : D as well asd; : D
is 15. In case Tortoise verifies that the timepent inAs : D is indeed;, then he
invokesA,. The time elapsed i(i';’/zl2 is12(1 —t) = 12(1 — §5) < 12. Likewise,
if Tortoise continued fromd; to As, and goes on to verify that the timespent in
As is also<s, then the total time spent before reaching thédrom the return port
of Agist +t' + (1 —t') =1+t =1+ {%. Thus, if we are back at the return port
of Az, the time spentim, ist + ¢’ = 22.

— In general, the componentiv{a, n} divides the value in clock by n. If a = { on

enteringDiv{a, n}, then upon exit, its value is = % The time taken to reach the



exit exy is 2 * (%). The time taken to reach the nodein Div{a,n} is < n (due
to n calls to M, component).

— Total time spent ifnc c. Thus, if we come back to the return port.4$, the total
time spentis3 + 21—3 < 24, on entering withy = . Recall thatr = o = W

andy = 3 = & and thusy < 3 always.
From the analysis above, the following propositions arg éasee.

Proposition 10. For any context € (B x V)*, any box» € B, andz,y € [0, 1], there
exists a unique strategy of Achilles such that

~—

(<H>v (bv 6712), (Ia Yy = Bv O)) Diu—ifz} (<I€>, (b, 6172), (I, %, O)

or (k). (b,ena), (2.9.0) 5 ((x, (v (2,9,0)), = (5.5,0), (3

Div{y,2}
or (k). (b, ens), (2,,0)) — (s, (b, (2,3, 0)), =, (£, 4,0).

Div{y,2}

@

Proposition 11. For any contexk € (B x V)*, any boxb € B, andz,y € [0,1], we
have that ;
<2

(<’€>7 (ba enl)v (x,y, O)) — (<’€>7 (ba 61'1), (196_2’ %7 O))

Incc

The proof essentially relies on the argument given abovandJsummary edges,
we can easily obtain the result.
Simulate Zero check instruction: Let us now simulate the instructidp if (d > 0)
then gota/y, else gotd;. Figure9 describes this. The component for this instruction is
componentZero Check : d = 0?. Starting withz = sz = a,y = 3r = f and
z = 0 at the entry noden,, we want to reach the node correspondingtdf d > 0,
With = = s = 2.y = 52+ = 4 andz = 0, and to the node corresponding
to /; if d = 0, with the same clock values. The nodks- 0 andd > 0 are respectively
the exit nodes of the componefitro Check : d = 07. In the following, we analyse

the zero check component in detail.

1. The first component invoked on entryds: Div{y,2} that records thé + 1th
instruction by dividingy by 2. Clocksz, z are passed by value. This component
is the same as seen in tliec ¢ component. As seen there, at the return port of
A : Div{y, 2}, we obtaine = a,y = g, z = 0. Atime of 8 is spent in the process.
Similarly, at the return port oB : Div{x,6}, we obtainr = &,y = g andz = 0.
Atotal time of%a is elapsediB : Div{z,6}. Thus, the total time spent on coming
to the return port oB3 : Div{z,6} is 5 + 2 < 28.

2. Atthe return port of3, we goto the node, elapsing no time. This is needed since
the exit nodes of the zero check component have the invariam. At m, Achilles
guesses whethér= 0 or not, and goes to one oi,, m2. Both these nodes belong
to Tortoise. At bothmy, mo, Tortoise has two choices: he can go to an exit node
of the zero check component, or choose to verify the coresstiof the guess of
Achilles. TheZ node is reachable from the upper componént ZC<,, if d = 0,
while = node is reachable from the lower componat: ZC%, if d > 0. Lets
now look at the compone#C4,,.



3. Atthe entry nodeny, we haver = ¢,y = g andz = 0. To checkifd = 0, we first
eliminate thek from z, y, obtaininge = 65719 = Lo andy = 28! L = 1.
The componenB; multipliesy by 2 once, and invokeB,, which multipliesz by
6; this is repeated unti] becomes 1Bj is invoked passing, z by value, whileB,
is invoked passing, z by value. Lets examine the functioning dful{y, 2}, the
functioning of Mul{x, 6} is similar.

4. At the entry nodeng of Mul{a,n}, with a = y,n = 2 andb = x, we have
z=0,z=g,y= %. Resetting = x, we goto the call portoBs : D. D is called
passingy, z by value. A non-deterministic timeis spent at the entry node:; of
D; thus, at the return port dBg, we haveh = =z = t,a = y = g, z = 0. The time
t must bes; Tortoise can verify this by invoking; : C57 . C37, invokesM,, two
times, passing, = by value. Each time, id/,, a time ofl — g is spent. After the
two invoctions, we obtaih = z =t + 2(1 — g), a=y= § andz = 0. This
b must be exactly 2 to reach the exit nade, of C5; this is possible ifft = 3.
In this case, Tortoise will allow Achilles to goto thé node from the return port
of Bg : D. If Tortoise skips the verification and goes directly8g : D, then at
the call port of Bs : D, we haveb = =z = 8,a = y = 0 andz = 0. D is called
by passingg = =z, z by value. A timet’ is elapsed inD, obtainingb = =z = 3,
a =y =t andz = 0. Thist# must be exactly3; Tortoise can verify this by
invoking By : C¥=, at the return port oBg. C¥= checks ify has “caught up” with
x; that is, ify is alsos. Clearly, the exit nodexs is reached iffa = b; that is,
t' = 3. Atthe return port ofBg, we thus have = b = 3, = = 0. Back at the return
port of B3, we thus obtain = &,y = 3,2 = 0.

5. In a similar way,Mul{z, 6} multipliesz by 6. This, at the return port dBy, y is
mutiplied by 2 andr by 6, once. The process repeats until we obtaia 1 at the
return port ofBy. At this time, we know that the loop has happered 1 times,
thatis,y = 1 andz = 51.

6. Now we can check if is zero or not, by multiplying: by 2 c+1 times. Ifx becomes
exactly 2 at sometime, then cleatys zero; otherwise; will never become exactly
2. Then the only option is to goto the exit node> 0 of ZC<,,. If Achilles had
guessed corerctly that = 0 and gone to node:, in the zero check component,
thenZ 4, will reach the upper exit nodé = 0; From this return port of3;, = is
reachable. Similar is the case when Achilles guesses dlyrteatd > 0 atm.

Time taken

— The total time taken to reach the return portidt Div{z,6}is 3+ § < 2/, on
enteringen; withy = 8,2 = a, z = 0.

— The total time taken to reach the return portRy, having entered the call port of
B3 withy = § is28 = 4%. Likewise, the total time taken to reach the return port
of By, having entered the call port d¥4 with z = & is 2a = 12%. Thus, the
total time to reach the return port &f, after one round of multiplication of, y is
4§ + 12§ < 48+ 123 = 163. The second timé3s, By loop is invoked is with
y = B,z = «, the times taken respectively will kies and12.«, and so on. Thus,
the total time taken untij becomes 1 is< 16(8 + 28 + 228 + --- + 1) < 16.
Recall thatr = o = s andy = 8 = 5 and thusy < 3 always.
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Fig. 9. Games on RTA with 3 clocks : Zero check= 07.



— Oncey becomes 1, thds : Mul{x,2} loop is taken untik reaches 2 or beyond.
Bs is entered withe = ﬁ = ~, and Bj is invokedc + 1 times. The first time
Mul{x,2} is invoked withz = ~, the time elapsed &y; the next timeM ul{x, 2}

is invoked withz = 2+, the time elapsed idy and so on. Thus, the total time
elapsed inBs loop is2y + 2%y + - -+ 4 271y < 2, where2t1y = ;. If d = 0,

then afterc + 1 steps, the exit nodé = 0 of ZC,, is reached; ifZ > 0, then the

loop is takend 4+ 2 more times; in this case also, the total time elapsed to reach

the exit nodel > 0 is < 2. Thus the total time taken i#C<, component is< 16
from the B; — B, loop and< 2 from Bs loop. Thus time to reach either exit of this
componentis< 18.

— In general, the componefful{a,n} multiplies the value in clock by n. If a = ¢
on enteringM ul{a,n}, then upon exit, its value i = n * ¢. The functioning of
this component is very similar to that @biv{a,n} described earlier. The time
taken to reach the exitx; is 2 x (n x ). The time taken to reach the node in
Mul{a,n} is < n (due ton calls toM, componentirC2:,).

— Total time taken inZero Check : d = 07. Time taken to come to the return port
of B is < 28. No time is spent at the return port &f, at nodem, m, ms. No
time is thus spent on reaching the exit nodes 0 or d > 0 from the return port
of B. Thus, total time taken to reach an exit nodeafro Check : d = 07 is
< 28, on entering withy = 3. The time taken to reachi- node in this component
is < 18 + 23 where< 18 t.u is the time elapsed in component?,,.

Other instructions: The main component to simulate other instructions are l&syfs.

— Decrement: : In main componeninc ¢ of Figurell, the second calDiv{x, 12}
is replaced byDiv{z,3} thus updating: from s—srr7 t0 =gz to record
end ofk instruction.

— Incrementd : Div{x, 12} is replaced byDiv{z, 18} to updater t0 grr—rsrrars-

— Decrementd : Div{xz,2} is used to update t0 sz recording end of;
instruction.

— Zero checke = 07 : Call B : Mul{z,2} is replaced byB;5 : Mul{x,3} and the
time taken to reach the exits remains the same.

In all these cases, the time taken to redelvould be< 18 time units(inDiv{z, 18}).
Also, on entering any of the main components wjte= 3, an exit node is reached in
< 2 units of time.

Complete RTA : We obtain the full RTA simulating the two counter machinedmyn-
necting the entry and exit of main components of instrugiancording to the ma-
chine’s sequence of instructions. If the machine halts) the RTA has an exit node
corresponding tdf ALT. Anytime Tortoise embarks on a check;“ais reachable if
Achilles has simulated the instruction correctly. As okbedrabove, on entering any
component corresponding to an instruction wjth= 3, the exit node of that compo-
nent can be reached in time 23, and a~ node can be reached in time 18. Now
the time to reach the exit nodé ALT is the time taken for the entire simulation of
the machine. As Tortoise can enter any of the check compsn&ahilles is bound to
choose the correct delays to update the counters accuMlsonclude by calculating
the total time elapsed during the entire simulation. We restablished so far that for



the (k)th instruction, the time elapsed is no more thah for 3 = 5. For the first
instruction, the time elapsed is at m@sfor the second instruction it % for the third
itis Z and so on.

DO
—~

_|_

I+3+i+4+L+-9)
2(1
4

(< 1) (4)

_|_ N[

Total time duration=

Al

We now show that the two counter machine halts iff Achilles &atrategy to reach
HALT or-Z. Suppose the machine halts. Then the strategy for Achilés choose
the appropriate delays to update the counters in each maipawent. Now if Tortoise
does not verify (by entering check components) in any of tnneomponents, then
the exitex; of the main component is reached. If Tortoise decides tdywénen the
node-Z (follows from Propositionl0 and11) is reached. Thus, if Achilles simulates
the machine correctly then either theA LT exit or-Z is reached if the machine halts.

Conversely, assume that the two counter machine does rniotThedn we show
that Achilles has no strategy to reach eitfé A LT or -=. Consider a strategy of
Achilles which correctly simulates all the instructionfi€eh-Z is reached only if Tor-
toise chooses to verify. But if Tortoise does not choose tifywéen -~ can not be
reached. The simulation continues and as the machine dddsatipthe exit node
HALT is never reached. Now, consider any other strategy of Aehilfhich does an
error in simulation (in a hope to readhALT). Tortoise could verify this, and in this
case, the nod€  will not be reached as the delays are incorrect. Thus Achdé not
ensure reachingl ALT or -2 with a simulation error.

5.2 Time bounded reachability games in RSA

Lemma 7. The time bounded reachability game problem is undecidainlglitchfree
recursive stopwatch automata with at least 4 stopwatches.

Proof. We outline quickly the changes as compared to Lengnihe proof proceeds
by the simulation of a two counter machine. Figafegives the component for incre-
menting counter. There are 4 stopwatchesy, z, u. The encoding of the counters in
the variables is similar to Lemnfa at the entry node of each main component simulat-
ing thekth instruction, we have = 557 = a, y = 3¢ = 8 andz = 0, wherec, d
are the current values of the counters. We use the extra atopwfor rough work and
hence we do not ensure that= 0 when a component is entered.
Simulate increment instruction: As was the case in Lemna simulation of thek +
1)th instruction, incrementing amounts to dividingy by 2 andx by 12. In Lemma
6, it was possible to pass some clocks by value, and some brenefe, but here, all
variables must be either passed by value or by reference.
The Div{a,n} module here is similar to that in Lemngathe boxAs : D in Figure

8is replaced by the node, where onlyu ticks and accumulates a time(Recall that:
is the stopwatch used for rough work and has no bearing omit@ding.) In nodé,,
only z ticks. [ is a node belonging to Tortoise. The timepent at; must be exactly

= g, wheres = 2% is the value of: = y on enteringDiv{y, 2}. In this case, Tortoise,
even if he enters the check modm’g/j, will reach-Z.



Again, note that the modu[é;j:2 is similar to the one in Figurgé. We use = x for
rough work in this component. Due to this the earlier value of lost. However, this
does not affect the machine simulation as o#ilyof Div{y, 2} is reached and not the
exit node and the simulation does not continueeA§ (of M,), we haveb = x = 0,
u = tanda = y = S.a,b,utick atens. A time 1 — t is spent aiens, obtaining
b=1—t,u=0,a= L0+ (1-1t)atl. Atl, onlybd, v tick obtainingb = 0,u = t,a =
B+ (1—t) atexs. A second invocation of’}'7; givesb = 0,u =t,a = 8+ 2(1 — t).
Fora = 2, to reachezs, we thus need = g The time elapsed in one invocation/af,
is 1 time unit; thus a total of 2+t time units is elapsed befe@ching~ (via module
Cyjin Div{a, n}).

If Tortoise skips the check & and proceeds tf; resettinge = y, we have ats,
z=0,u=t= g anda = 0. Only a ticks atls, a is supposed to “catch up” with atls,
by elapsing = g in [3. Again, atly, only z ticks. Tortoise can verify whethere= u
by going toCi=. The componenf’= is exactly same as that in Figuge A time of
1—tis elapsedirC?=. Thus, the time taken to reach from C?= ist+t+1—t = 1+¢.
Thus,exs is reached in tim@t = 2§ = . As was the case in Lemn@athe time taken
to reach the exit node dfnc ¢, starting withy = 8,7 = o,z = 0is 8 + 275 < 20.
Also, the time taken by)iv{a,n} on entering witha = ¢ is 2%.

To summarize, the time taken to reach the exit node of the: componentis< 2,
on entering withy = 3. Also, the componeniv{a, n} divides the value in clock by
n. If a = ¢ on enteringDiv{a, n}, then upon exit, its value is = % The time taken
to reach the exitzs is 2 = (£). The time taken to reach the nodein Div{a,n} is

< n + 1 (due ton calls toM: component).

Simulate Zero check instruction: Here again, we illustrate the changes as compared
to the zero check done in LemngaFigurell describes the zero check module. As in
the case of Figur, on enteringen; with z = o,y = 3,z = 0, we dividey by 2 and

x by 6, to record thék + 1)th instruction inz, y. These modules are already discussed
in the increment instruction above. We only discuss the fediful{a,n} here. This

is similar to theDiv{a,n} module seen above. If we entdéful{a,n} with a = ¢, at
locationiy, a timet = (.n should be spent. This makas= (.n, the values ofs, z

are unchanged. Tortoise can verify that (.n usingC}',. It can be seen that the
Mul{a,n} module here is similar to th&/ul{a, n} module in Figure.

Complete RSA:As in the case of Lemm@, the complete RSA is constructed by con-
necting components according to the machine instructidhs. time elapses in the
components are exactly the same as those in Le@nfdus the total time duration
for machine simulation is< 4. Along the same lines, we can also prove that Achilles
has a strategy to reach HALT é¥ iff the machine halts.

Lemma 8. The time bounded reachability game problem is undecidablefrestricted
recursive stopwatch automata with at least 3 stopwatches.

This follows from Lemméb.

5.3 Reachability games on RSA

Reachability problem in recursive stopwatch automata witlingle player is studied
in Sectiord. The problem is undecidable for unrestricted recursivewstdch automata
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Fig. 10. Games on Glitchfree-RSA with 4 stopwatches : Incremenrtiote that the

variables that tick in a location are indicated above it. Bugemantics of RHA, no time
elapses in the call ports and exit nodes and hence no vasitdhéng is not mentioned
for these locations.
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Fig. 11.Games on Glitchfree-RSA with 4 stopwatches : Zero cheek0?. Note that
the variables that tick in a location are indicated aboveit.ticking in all return ports
of boxesB; : ZCiO and B, : ZCiO but not indicated above all of them, to avoid
clutter. Due to semantics of RHA, no time elapses in the aatlgpand exit nodes and
hence no variables ticking is not mentioned for these looati



with atleast two stopwatches. Further, it is undecidabtahe glitchfree variant with
atleast 3 stopwatches. The details of these results inddsetil and2. Due to these,
following results in two player games on RSA are easy to see.

Lemma 9. The reachability game problem is undecidable for glitchfrecursive stop-
watch automata with at least 3 stopwatches.

Lemma 10. The reachability game problem is undecidable for unretgdaecursive
stopwatch automata with at least 2 stopwatches.

6 Decidability with one player : Bounded Context RHA using only
pass-by-reference

We mainly discuss the results of Theorérhere;

6.1 Hybrid automata : Time bounded reachability [10]

Time bounded reachability was shown to be decidable foritdydmtomata with no
negative rates and no diagonal constraintgd.[The main idea here is that if there is
a runp between two configuration(g;, v1) and(qg2, v2) in a hybrid automatd such
thatduration (p) < T (calledT'—time bounded run), then there existsantractedrun

p' between the same configurations, such #hation (p’) < T, length ofp’ is atmost
C, a constant exponential iff and linear inT’, and is dependent onnaxz (maximal
rate in H) andcmax (largest constant in the constraintsij. The construction of’
from p relies on acontractionoperator. This operator identifies positions< j in p,
such that all locations betwegrnd; are visited beforein p and locations; = [; and
ei+1 = e;41 the outgoing edges from andi; respectively. The operator then deletes
all the locations + 1,..., 5 and adds their time to the other occurrences befohe
then connects; EAY l;4+1 with sum of time delays accompanying,; ande;;,. This
operator is used as many times as required until a fixpoirgdstred. Care should be
taken to ensure that thentracted runs a valid run : it should satisfy the constraints.
To ensure this, the rumis first carefully partitioned into exponentially many pésc so
that contracting the pieces and concatenating them yieldicarun.

Firstly, to help track whether the valuations resultingiiroontraction satisfy con-
straints, the region information is stored in the locatitmnf®rm another hybrid automa-
ton R(H). Givencmaz, the set of regions i$(a — 1,a), [a,a]la € {1,---cmaz}} U
{0=,07, (cmax, +00)}. It differs from the classical region notion due to lack afd¥
tional part ordering (no diagonal constraints) and spealtment of valuations which
are 0.R(H) checks whether a variablenever changes from 0 before the next transi-
tion, or if it becomes> 0 before the next transition. This helps bound the number of
sub-runs that are constructed later, and prevents theamtiotn operator from merging
locations where x remains 0 with those where x becomésThe construction ensures
that H admits a run between two states of duration TR{fH ) admits a run between
the same states and for the same tifhe

As the rest of the automaton is untouched, the equivalentrop in R(H) is a run
same a9, but having region information along with locations. Letasntinue to call



the run inR(H) asp. p is called atype-0 run p is chopped into fragments of duration
< miw, each of which is called ype-1run. There will be atmost.rmax + 1 type-1
runs. Additionally, asg'max is the maximal rate of growth of any variable, a variable
changes its region atmost 3 times such that, when startifig 8+ 1) region, growing
through[b + 1,b + 1], (b + 1,b + 2), gets reset and stays i, 1). Each type-1 run
is further split into type-2 runs based on region change<hvig atmost 3 times per
variable. Thus each type-1 run is split into atm&$#’| type-2 runs. Respecting region
changes ensures that constraints continue to be satisfeédqutraction. Type-2 runs
are again split into type-3 runs based on the first and last tdsa variable. This is to
enable concatenation of consecutive contracted fragrbgréasuring the valuationsin
the start configuration and end configuration of each frag@encompatible with their
neighbors. Each type-2 run is split into atm®sf’| 4 1 type-3 runs. The contraction is
applied to type-3 runs, removing second occurrences oflddpnce, each contracted
type-3 run will be atmostLoc’|? + 1 long (Lemma 7 of { (]), whereLoc' is the set of
locations ofR(H). Note that Loc’| = | Loc|.(2.cmaz+1)!* whereLoc is the set of lo-
cations ofH . After concatenating these contracted type-3 runs, weaygtacted type-2
runs with the same start and end states. These contrace@ tyms are then concate-
nated to obtain a rup’ of that has the same start and end states daration (p') =
duration (p) and|p'| < C = 24.(T.rmax + 1).|X|?.|Loc|?.(2.cmaz + 1)*¥]. To
solve time-bounded reachability, we nondeterministycgilless a run of length at most
C, and solve an LP to check if there are time delays and valsfior each step to
make the run feasible.

6.2 Bounded-Context RHA with pass-by-reference only mechasm : Time
bounded reachability

Along the lines of contraction operator, we definecatext-sensitiveontraction oper-
atorcnt for a run in the bounded context RHA. As seen in Secfidi we convert the
bounded context RHAY into R(H ), where we remember the respective regions along
with the vertices of . In the rest of this discussion, when we ddywe meanR(H ).

The contraction operator in.{] matches locations in the run while we match the
(context, location) pairs of the configurations in the ruheTontext matching ensures
that we do not alter the sequence of recursive calls madeeirtdhtracted run, thus
maintaining validity w.r.t recursion. The second occueeiscthen deleted and the time
delays are added to the first occurence of the loop. Let ustelém® (context, location)
pair to be used for matching a$ = ({x), ¢). Ignoring the valuations, we denote a
context asc € B* since all the variables are passed by reference and hendennee

be stored in the context. Henceforth, we shall denote a ryn-as((xo), o, Vo) g
t ’ tn; n . .
((k1),q1,01) 25 o ((Bne1)s Gno1,Vn1) 5" ((n), @, vn) Wheree; is the dis-

crete transition enabled after the time defain the vertexg; ;.

ti,e1

Definition 3 (Context-sensitive contractionent). Consider arurp = ((xo), g0, v0) —
ta,e2

(1), g, v1) "5 ((Bne1), o1, V1) 5" ((n), gn, vn). Assume there are two
positions) < i < j < nandafunctiomh: {i+1,---,5} = {0,---,i — 1} such that
(i) (ki) qi) = ((k5), q;) and (i) for all i <p < j: ((kp), p) = ((En(p)): Gh(p))-



t',e'
Thenent(p) = ((kp), a0, v9) =" ((81),q1,v1) =
Kon)s Q> V) Where

(

—~

.m=n—(j—1)

forall0 < p <, ({k,). 4) = ((Kp), ap)

Cforalll <p <i,e, = e, andt), = t, + Yycp—1(p—1)trs1
€ip1 = €jp1 andtiy =t + 1

foralli+1 <p <m, ((}), ) = (Kptj—i)s dp+j—i)

AWM P

Given a runp, ent®(p) = p, ent'(p) = ent(p), enti(p) = cnt(enti=1(p)). The
fixpoint ent*(p) = cnt™(p) such thatent™(p) = cnt™ 1(p). We shall prove in the
following lemmas that the length efit*(p) is independent op.

Lemma 11. Given atype-3 rup in the bounded context RHA, |cnt* (p)| < (a.|Q|.(2.crnaz+
K
1)I*H241, wherea = 3 nf, K is the bound on the context length, anis the number

=1
of boxes inH.

Proof. Contraction of [L0], matches the locations in a type-3 run. Thus the size of a
contracted type-3 run if.oc|?>+1 (Lemma 7 of [.(]) whereLoc is the set of locations in
the region hybrid automata. However, we match (contextlon) pairs in our context-
sensitive contraction.

Suppose is atype-3run. Lep’ = ent*(p) haveM unique (context, location) pairs.
Highlighting the first occurrences of thesé unique pairs and ignoring the valuations,
we haveiry’, ((k1), q1)w1({k2), g2)wa ... ({(kar—1), qrmr—1)war—1({Kar), gar )war where
w; are strings over (context,location) pairs, which does awthany first occurrence of
a (context,location) pair. Clearly, there aké first occurences of (context, location)
pairs(({ki),q;) for 1 < i < M. Let aportion be a part ofy’ between two such first
occurenceg(k;—1),qi—1) and ({k;),¢), 2 < i < M + 1. In a portion, contraction
cannot be applied anymore. If it could be, thert*(p) is not a fixpoint. There could
be acl pair such that its first occurrence is at indeand second occurrence is at index
J. i < githatis,cl; = ((ki),q:) = ((k;),4q;) = cl;, and the indey is part of a later
portion (; is thus underlined, but/; is not). We cannot contract the pairs at indices
i, 7, sinceall pairs betweerrl; andcl; would not occur prior tad; (if they occur, then
P # cnt*(p)). Thus the number of unique pairs in a portion could be more fthand
can be atmosd/. Thus the maximum length of < M2 + 1.

K .
There are atmost = > n’ different contexts of size atmo&f with any sequence

of then boxes includingl albox being called more than once. We knotvthas the
number of unique (context, location) pairs. Cleally,< a.|Q|.(2.cmaz+1)I*!, where
Q =i, Q: is the union of the set of vertice3; of all then components of the RHA,
|Q|.(2.cmax + 1)!* is the number of vertices in the region RHA aRdis the context
bound. Thus, the length of a type-3 contracted rug igv.|Q|.(2.cmaz 4+ 1)1¥12 + 1.
Thus proved.

Let us illustrate with an example why a contracted type-3 |rum* (p)| could be
of length> «.|Q|.(2.cmax + 1)I*!. Let CL be a set of unique (context, location)



pairs (CL| < a.|Q|.(2.cmax + 1)1*1). AssumeCL = {a,b,c,d,e, f}. Let us abuse
notation of a run for a short while and depict it to be only ausstpe of pairs ignoring
the valuations. Now letnt*(p) = p' =a —>b—>c—+d —a— e — b— f.Herethe
portions are: (betweeru andb, betweerb andc, and between andd) anda (between

d ande) andb (betweere andf). Note that each of these portions themselves can not be
contracted any further. Additionally although there are wecurences of (position

0 and 4) itself, the pairs between the first and second occearefu (these pairs are
b, ¢,d) do not appear prior ta at position 0. Thus contraction can not be applied to
p'. Thus|cnt*(p)| could be> a.|Q|.(2.cmax + 1)I*!. However, each portion itself
could be atmostv.|Q|.(2.cmaz + 1)1 (number of unique pairs). Thysnt*(p)| <
(a.|Q|.(2.cmaz + 1)I¥1)2 41,

Lemma 12. Given a runp in the bounded context RHE, |cnt*(p)| < 24(T.rmax +
1)|X|2(Q|Q|)2.(2.Cmax + 1)2\X|_

Proof. Recall the splitting of a given run prior to contraction dieta in Section6.1
The given runp (type-0) yields(T.rmax + 1) type-1 runs each of which is further
splitinto (3.|X|) type-2 runs. Each type-2 run is split ired.X'| 4+ 1 type-3 runs. Each
contracted type-3 run is atmdst.|Q|.(2.cmax + 1)1*1)2 +- 1 long (Lemmal 1 above).
Thus length of each contracted type-2 run is

< [2.1&] 4+ 1).[(e.|Q].(2.cmaz + 1)I*¥N2 1]

< 2.(1&] + 1).((.|Q].(2.cmazx + 1)I*12 1)

< 2.(2.1&)]).(2.(a.|Q|.(2.cmaz + 1)1¥1)2) = 8.|X|.(a.|Q|.(2.cmaz + 1)1¥1)?
S'I"hlus the length ofnt*(p) < [(T.rmax + 1).(3.|X|)] . [8.|X].(e.]Q|.(2.cmax +
1)1%1)2)
| = 24(T.rmax + 1).|X[%.(a.|Q])%.(2.cmaz + 1)>I%,

Lemma 13. Given a runp in the bounded context RHA, cnt* (p) is a valid run inH.

Proof. To prove that the contracted run = cnt*(p) is valid in the given bounded
context RHAH, we need to ensure two conditions :

— the constraints appearing along the transitionsg' afre still satisfied and

— the sequence of boxes (and mapping of call, return, entityyestices) is valid w.r.t
recursive calls in the given RHA. This means call port andrappate entry node
should be consecutive in the contracted run, exit node+wetorts are matched and
the contexts in configurations @f should be valid successors of the preceeding
contexts.

The first condition is satisfied as we consider a variant of Rifere all the vari-
ables are always passed by reference. Thus the context haduadions but only a
sequence of boxes. The constraints are guaranteed to bfeshéis the run is same as
a hybrid automata run if the context is ignored. Thus theaurgons (in carefully split-
ting from type-0 to type-3 runs) taken in(] for hybrid automata suffice with regards
to constraints.

The second condition is satisfied due to context-sensitwraction where in the
contextis also matched in the loop detection. Due to thisydext in the contracted run
will be a valid successor of the preceeding context. We ginaille by contradiction that



there exists no invalid pair of consecutive configurationthe contracted rup’. There
are several ways in which a pair of configurations can be ithysedecessor/successor
w.r.t recursion:

— the call port and entry node are mismatched (either of themissing or matched
to another box’s entry node)

— the return node and exit port are mismatched

— the consecutive contexts are incorrect/invalid (the sege® of boxes in the two
contexts are such that it is not possible in the RHA sematudiget one sequence
from another via a valid RHA move.)

Let p denote a run in the RHA, and lgt be its contraction. For ease of explanation,
lets call the successor of a configuratian p assucc(c) and its predecessor pged(c).
Suppose there exists a pair of consecutive configuratiopSivhich are invalid w.r.t
recursive call. Abusing notation, we henceforth consitlerdontext as € B*, ignor-
ing valuations, as all variables are always passed by mderand hence need not be
stored in the context.

Let us assume that the contracted pirhas a pair of consecutive configurations

¢ 5 & which are invalid as the call port configuratiehis not succeeded by the
appropriate entry node configuration in the contracted reici = ((k), (b, en),v’)
andd # ((k,b),en,v’) (t = 0 by RHA semantics). Consider configurations=
({k), (b,en),v) and succ(c) = ((k,b),en,v) in the given runp such thatc’ corre-
sponds toc. As d’ # ({k,b),en, V'), the configurationsucc(c) was deleted during
contraction. Thus it must be the case thapjre was at positiont while the repeated
(context,location) pairs were from positioa- 1 to j andd (corresponding ta’ in p’)
was at positior + 1. But, the configuration at-1 is succ(c) and this was matched with
a configuration, say occuring prior toc in p : recall the contraction operator deletes
repeating occurrences of (location, context) pairs; tet@al.cc(c) at positioni + 1, we
have to match the (location, context) pairsafcc(c) at position: + 1 with that of some
e, occurring at a positiom < i. Due to the semantics of RHAyed(e) has (context,
location) pair({«), (b, en)) which is the same as Thus even: would be matched to
pred(e) and deleted. This contradicts our assumption thé&quivalent ofc) exists in
P

In essence, the call port-entry node configurations alwgyear consecutive to
each other in a given rum Thus, matching a call-port configuration to a configuration
cwillinvariably match the corresponding entry-node confagion to thesucc(c) which
will also be the same entry-node configuration. Similarkt-aode and corresponding
return-port configurations always appear consecutivech ether.

Now, lets consider another pair of invalid consecutive gpnfitionsc) b ch in
p' such that) = ((b1),q1,v1) andch, = ({(b1ba2b3), g2, %). Clearly, such a sequence
is invalid under the RHA semantics (evenyifis a call port). During context-sensitive
contraction, we match the (context,location) pairs and aloatter the contexts. Now
consider two configurations andcs in p which correspond te] andc), respectively.
Hencec; = ((b1),q1,v1) andes = ((b1b2bs), g2, v2) (valuations would differ in the
two paths due to contraction). Obviouslyis not successor @f; in p, asp is the given
run (hence valid) and hence cant have such a pair of congeadnfigurations. For



ch b ch in p’, it must be the case that m ¢; is theith configuration and the repeated
(context,location) pairs are froin-1to j ande, is thej+ 1 configuration. Lepred(cs)
be the predecessor of in p, i.e; the configuration appearing at positiprContraction
deletes the configurations frois- 1 to j, after matching the (location, context) pairs of
positionsi, j, and hence’, ends up as successorqf By definition3 of contraction,
since we verify(l;, context;) = (I;, context;), we know that the (context, location)
pair of ¢; is the same as that gired(c2) (recall co occurs at positiory + 1, hence
pred(cz) is at positionj). But then the context gfred(cz2) is (b1) which can not be
followed by (b1 b2bs3) of o in p. This contradicts our assumption thgtsucceeds] in
.

Similar proof by contradiction can be given for any pair ofifigurations invalid
w.r.t recursion.

Theorem 5. Time bounded reachability is decidable for bounded corfRA using
only pass-by-reference mechanism.

Proof. Contraction of a given rup yields a smaller rup’ whose length is independent

of p. From Lemmal.2, we know thaty’| < C' = 24(T.rmaz+1)|X|*(«|Q])?(2.cmaz+
1)21%*1, Additionally, from Lemmal 3, o’ is a valid run in the RHA. Thus a non-deterministic
algorithm (as in the case of Hybrid automata]) can be used to guess a run of length
atmostC' and then solve an LP to check if there are time values and tiahssfor each

step that make such a run feasible.

6.3 Unbounded context RHA with pass-by-reference only megmism

We show that our adaptation of contraction does not work o\Rttith unbounded
context, as in figurd2. We can not apply context-sensitive contraction as theestnt
might grow unboundedly and matching pairs may not be fourtdiwa type-3 run.

B

as:B1 T2

Fig. 12.RHA with unbounded context

Consider the rup = ((e), eny,0) 2 ((e), (a1, ens),0.1) > ({(a1), eny, 0.1) L3

(a1), (a2, en1),0.2) 2 ({a1a2),en1,0.2) &5 ({a1a2), (a1,en2),0.3) 2

(ayaza1), eng,0.3) ol ({a1aza1), (az,eny),0.4) o ({a1azaia2),eny,0.4) o4
(ar1a2a1a2), (a1,enz),0.5) 5 ({ar1aza1a2a1), eng, 0.5) %9 ({ar1aza1a2a1), exa,1) N
(

0 0 0
a1aga1a2), (a1, exs),1) = ({ar1a2a1a2), ex1,1) = ({a1aza1), (az,ex1),1) =

—~ A~~~



({a1asa1), ez, 1) > ((a1a2), (a1, ex2),1) > ((araz), ex1,1) > ((a1), (az, ex1),1) >
1.

({ay), ex2,1) 2 ((), (a1, ex2),1) > ((€), e, 1). duration (p) =
Now consider another run

P = ({g),eny,0) % ({e), (a1,enz),0.1) > ({a1), enz,0.1)

({e), (a1,enz),1) 2 ({e), ex1,1).

Note that the start and end configurations of both the runtharsame and

duration (p') = 1. However, we can not apply context-sensitive contractichis case.

There can be several other runs ljk&hich can have unbounded contexts but have the

same effect ag’. To be able to obtaip’ from p, we would need to apply contraction to

the contexts too and shorten them in a sensible manner. Qtgxtesensitive contrac-

tion studied earlier does not alter the contexts and henes dot readily extend to this

class of RHA. We conjecture this to be decidable with a doldlered contraction -

one altering the contexts and the other altering the valnatjas seen in.[]).

2 ((a1),exs,1) 2

7 Decidability with one player : Glitch-free RHA with 2
stopwatches

7.1 Region Abstraction of Hybrid Automata with 2 Stopwatch Variables

We first show that the reachability problem is decidable fopgatch automata (hybrid
automata with only stopwatches) with 2 stopwatch variables

Definition 4 (Singular Hybrid Automata). A Singular Hybrid automaton is a tuple
H=(Q,Qo, X, X, A I, F)where

— @ is a finite set of contromodesincluding a distinguished initial set of control
modes), C @,

— Yis afinite set ofactions

— Vis an (ordered) set ofariables

- ACQxrect(V) x X x 2% x @Q is thetransition relation

— I:@Q — rect(V) is the mode-invariant function, and

— F: Q — Q!Vlis the mode-dependeitdw functioncharacterizing the rate of each
variable in each mode.

Recollect that, re¢t) is the set of rectangular constraints oVer

Let H be a singular hybrid automata with two stopwatch variables= {z,y}
and as both variables are stopwatchgés, @ — {0, 1}2. Let ¢,00 be the maximum
constant used in any of the guardsi@f For simplicity, we assume that the hybrid
automata does not have location invariants.

Regions and Region AutomatonWe consider a finite partitioning of R2. For each
valuationr = (v(z),v(y)) € R?, the unique element &R that containg is called a
region, denotedv]. We define the successors of a regidpSucc,, »,)(R) € R, in

the following natural way: For,, r, € {0, 1},

R’ € Succy, ,y(R) if 3v € R,3t € Rsuchtha{v + (r,,7,)t] = R’



Denote by + (r,, ry)t, the valuatiolv (z) +r; ¢, v(y) +ryt). We say that such afinite
partition is aset of regionsvhenever the following condition holds:

R’ € Succqy, »,)(R) iff Vv € R,3t € R such thafy + (r,,7,)t] = R’

The only kind of updates we consider are those where we resithles to 0. A
resetres maps a regiorR to the regionres(R) obtained fromR by assigning value 0
to all variables which were reset to 0. The set of regins compatible with resets
res if whenever a valuation’ € R’ is reachable from a valuation€ R after a reset,
thenR’ is reachable from any € R by the same reset. Formally, we have

R’ € res(R) — Vv € R,/ € R suchthat' € res(v)

The guards considered irf{ are boolean combinations ofi<x ¢ wherer € V and
¢ € Nande {<,>, <, >, =}. AregionR is compatible withy iff for all valuations
v € R, eitherv = p orv = —o.

We first construct a set of regions for 2 stopwatch automaitizette compatible with
resets and guards. Fere {z,y}, we define the set of intervals

. ={l |0 < c < emaz } U{(c,c+ 1) | 0 < ¢ < emaz } U{(Cmaz, )}

Definea = ((I;,1y), <), where< is a total preorder oy, = {z € V | I, is an
interval of the form(c, ¢ + 1)}. The region associated with denotedR,, is the set of
valuations

{veR? | v(x) € I,,v(y) € I, and[(z,y € Vo, < y) < (frac(v(z)) < frac(v(y))]}
The finite setR of all such regionsk,, forms a partition ofR?.
Lemma 14. R as defined above, is a set of regions.

Proof. In the sequel, we show th@ is a set of regions. Consider = ((1,, I), <).

If I, = ((¢maz, ), (Cmaz,00)), then for allv € R,, forallt € R, v + (ry,ry)t €
R, for r,,r, € {0,1}. HenceSucc,, ) (Ra) = Ra. If Succ(, r,)(Ra) # Ra,
then there is atleast one another regio&rcc(%ry)(Ra) different fromR,. LetC,
denote the region that is closest to regionRg. Such a closest region is such that
Co € Succ(, ) (Ra), and for allv € R,, forallt € R, if v+ (ry,7y)t ¢ Ra,
then3t’ < ¢ such thatv + (r,,r,)t" € C,. Such a regiorC, = ((I,1,),<') is
characterized as follows: Let = {z € V' | I is of the form|c|}.

1. If Z # 0 andr, =r, = 1. Then

I, if 2¢ Z,
I =< (¢,c+1) if z€ Zand0 < ¢ < ¢ax
(Cmaz,00) If z € Z andI, = [cmax]

— o < yif I, = [c] with 0 < ¢ < ¢nqeq @ndly, is of the form(d, d + 1).
2. If Z # () and atleast one of,,r, is 0. Then



I, if r, =0,

[c+1] if z¢ Zandr, =1

(c,c+1) ifze Zr,=1and0 < ¢ < ¢nax
(tmaz, ) If z € Z,r, =1andl, = [cmax]

I =

-z =< yifrp,=1landx € Z,y ¢ Z.If (r, =0andz € Z)or (r, = 1 and
x ¢ Z)orifz,y € Z, thenVy = 0.
3. If Z =0 andr, = r, = 1. Let M denote the set of variables with the maximum
fractional part, whose interval is of the forfa ¢ + 1) for 0 < ¢ < ¢jnaz- Then

[ I, if 2¢ M,
27\ [e+1]if ze Mandl, = (c,c+ 1) with 0 < ¢ < Caa
— One variable moves to an integer value, or both variablesmate,, ., ).
HenceV[ = 0.
4. If Z = () and atleast one of;, -, is 0. Then

I, if r, =0,
I =< [c+1]if z€ M,r, =1andl, = (¢,c+ 1) with 0 < ¢ < ¢z
[c+1]if z¢ Mandr, =1andl, = (¢,c+ 1) with0 < ¢ < ¢pax

— x <’ yis same ag < y whenr, = r, = 0. Otherwise, one of the variables
gets an integer value, and herige= 0.

We now claim that
Vv € a,3t € Rsuchthat +t € C,

Let v be a valuation inv. Then letfrac(v(z)) denote the fractional part of x). Sim-
ilarly for v(y).

1. If Z # ¢ andr, = ry, = 1. LetT = min{l — frac(v(z)) | L. is of the form
(c,c+1)}. Thenv + (1,1)7 is in the regiorC,.
2. If Z # 0 and atleast one of,, r, is 0.
- Ifz e Zy¢ Zandr, = 1, then pickr = frac(v(y)). Thenv 4+ (1,0)Z isin
the regionC,,.
— If r, = 0andz € Z, then pickr = 1 — frac(v(y)). Thenv + (0,1)7 is in the
regionC,,.
—If r, = 1andx ¢ Z, then pickr = 1 — frac(v(x)). v + (1,0)7 is in the
regionC,,.
— If z,y € Z, andr,, = 1, then pickr = 0.5. Thenv + (1,0)7 is in the region
Cha.
3. fZ=0andr, =r, =1.
— Pick the variable: € M. LetT = 1 — frac(v(z)). Thenv + (1,1)7 is in the
regionC,,.
4. If Z = () and atleast one of,, , is 0.
— If r, = 1andr, = 0. PickT = 1 — frac(v(x)). Thenv + (1,0)7 is in the
regionC,,.



Thus we obtain that’,, € Succ(mry)(Ra) is the closest successor &f,. Inducting
onC,, we get the closest successot®f, which is the successor &,,, 2 steps away,
and so on. We writd?, —, R if R is thenth closest successor &f, with respect
to some choice of rates,, r,,). This clearly means that there is a sequence of regions
RO, RL RZ%, ... R"suchthat?? = R,, andR:! is the closest successor Bf, for
alll <i<n.

In this way, we can find all successdi§ of R, such thatR;, € Succ(,, r,)(Ra)
iff for all v € R, there exists somee R such thav + (r,,r,)t € R.,. Hence,R is
indeed a set of regions partitionifiy . a

Given two valuations, 5 € R, for some regionk,, we say that;, andv, are
equivalent if they lie in the same region, i[e;] = [v2].

Lemma 15. R is compatible with the guards and with the resetses.

Proof. 1. LetR’ € res(R). Considen,,v; € R, i.e,[v1] = [v2]. Clearly,v; (z) and
vo(z) lie in the same interval; same with(y) andwvs (y). If the operation-es resets
x, thenres(vy) = (0,v1(y)) andres(vz) = (0, v2(y)). Sincer; (y) andvs(y) are
in the same interval, we haJees(v1)] = [res(v2)]. Similar results are obtained
wheny is reset, or when both, y are reset.

2. Let[r1] = [v2] be valuations in the same regidh Let ¢ be a guard. The result
can be proved by structural induction gp|. If ¢ is atomic of the forme ~ ¢,
clearly,iy, = ¢ iff 1o | ¢, sincer; andv, are equivalent. Assume for guards of
size< n — 1. It can be seen that the inductive hypothesis can be easéynéad to
guards of size.

Thus, R is a finite set of regions compatible with guards and reseijtioning
R2. O

Hence, we can use the region abstraction for the above seguafrns to obtain a
region automator{ capturing the untimed language Hf. The set of states of such
a region automaton is the sét x R, where( is the set of modes off. The initial
location of Hz is (qo, (0, 0)) whereq is the initial mode ofH. The transitions ofiz
are defined a§, R) —* (¢/, R) iff thereis a regionk and a transition frong to ¢’ on
(p,a,res) in H such that

-Re Suceqr, r,)(R). Herer,, 7, are the rates of variables y at the state of A,
— Forallv € R, v = ¢, and

—res(R) = R

The final states of the region automaton are the stgte) such thatf is a final state
of H. It can be seen that the language accepted by this regiomatdao is indeed the
untimed counterpart of (H ). We thus have, the following result.

Theorem 6. The reachability problem for hybrid automata with two stepeh vari-
ables is decidable.

The decidability result above extends when we consideritigutomata with location
invariants as well.



7.2 Region Abstraction for Glitchfree RHA with two stopwatch variables

Given anRH A ‘H with two stopwatch variables, y, we define the regional equiva-
lence relatiol’r C Sy x Sy in the following way: For configurations= ((x), ¢, v)

ands’ = ((x),q,v'), we have(s,s’) € T, or equivalently,[s] = [¢'] if ¢ =
¢, [v] = [V] and[k] = [K] such thats = (b1,v1)(ba,v2)...(bs,v,) andk’ =
(b1, v7) (b, vh) ... (b, v),) are such thali_b; and[v;] = [v]].

A relation B C Sy x Sy defined over the set of configurations of a recursive
stopwatch automaton is calledtime abstract bisimulationf for every pair of con-
figurationssy, so € Sy such that(s;, s2) € B, for every timed actior(t,a) € Ay
such thatXy(s1, (t,a)) = s}, there exists a timed actioft’,a) € Ay such that
Xy (s2,(t',a)) = sh, and(s], sb) € B.

Lemma 16. Regional equivalence relation for 2 stopwatch glitch-freeursive au-
tomata is a time abstract bisimulation.

We have to find gt’,a) such thatX (s, (t',a)) = s, =
[sa] = [s4]- There are three cases:

1. The state is a call port. Thatisg = (b, en) € Call. In this caset = 0, the context
(Ka) = (K, (b,v)), qo = en andy, = v. Since[s] = [¢'], we knowq’ = (b, en)
is also a call port. Fot' = 0, and(x.,) = (x’, (b,V")), ¢, = en andv, = v,. Itis
clear thafs,] = [s/].

2. The state is an exit node. That iy = ex € EX. Let (k) = (k«, (b, v.)) and let
(b,ex) € Ret. In this case; = 0, the context{k,) = (k.) andq, = (b, ex) and
v, = v[P(b) := v,]. Now let(x’) = (x., (b, v.)). Again, sinces] = [¢'], we have
q=q = ez, [k = [r.] and hence’ = 0, (x,) = (k) andv, = V'[P (b) := vV.].
We have to show thdt,] = [v/].

— P(b) = V.Inthus casey, = v, andv), = v. Since we know that.] = [v,],
we obtain[v,] = [V)].

— P(b) = 0. In this casey, = v andv/, = v/ and sincdv| = [V/], we obtain
val = V).

3. If stateq is of any other kind, then the result follows by the regionieaience of 2
stopwatch automata (Theorein

The proof is now complete. a

Lemmal6 allows us to extend the concept of regions abstraction tostepwatch
glitch free recursive automata.

Region Abstraction for 2 StopWatch Glitchfree RHA LetH = (V, (H1,...,H1))

be a glitch-free two stopwatch RHA, where ed¢his atuple(N;, EN;, EX;, B;,Y;, Ai, Xi, P, Inv;, E;, J;, F;).
The region abstraction 6{ is a finite RSMH ¢ = (HRC HEG . HES) where for

eachl < i < k, componenH{[i¢ = (NFG ENIY EXEC BRG yRG ARG XRG)

consists of:



— afinite set of NF¢ C (N; x R) of nodes such thdt, R) € NEY if R |= Inv(n).
Moreover,NiRG includes the set of entry nodes éﬁl C EN; x R and exit nodes
EXEC C EX; x R;

— afinite setBf*® = B; x R of boxes;

— boxes-to-components mappiig© : BFS — {1,2,...,k}issuchthat;?% (b, R)
Y;(b). To each(b, R) € B¢, we associate a set of call ports C4il(b, R) and a
set of return ports REE (b, R):

e Call"“(b,R) = {(((b, R),en), R') | R’ € R anden € ENy,}, and

e Ret™(b,R) = {(((b,R),ex), R') | R € R andex € EXy, (1)}
Let Call®“ and Ref be the set of call and return ports of compon®it®. We
write Q11¢ = NEG U Call®® U Ret“ for the vertices of the componeht’©.

— ARG C N x A; is the set of actions such that(it, a) € AFY, (h is the number
of region hops before taking), thenh < 4¢ma=, wherecwm is the maximum
constant appearing in the guards;

— atransition functionXF“ : QFY x ARS — QY with the natural condition that
call ports and exit nodes do not have any outgoing transtiéwso, forq, ¢’ €
QECG (h,a) € ARY, we have that’ = XF%(q, (h,a)) if one of the following is
true:

e g=(n,R) € NiRG, there is a regio®?,, such thatR —, R,, R, E E;(n,a),
and
x If ¢ = (n',R’), thenR’ = R,[J;(a) := 0] andX;(n,a) =n’.
« If ¢ = ((b,R),en),R"), thenR = R’ = R" = R,[Ji(a) := 0] and
Xi(n,a) = (b,en)

q = (((b, Rota), ex), Rnow) is areturn port oL 2. Let R = R4 if P;(b) =

V andR = R, otherwise. There exists a regi@) such thatR —, R, and

R, E E;((b,ex),a) and

x If ¢ = (n',R'), thenR’ = R,[J;(a) := 0] and X;(n,a) = n’
x If ¢ = (((b,R),en), R"), thenR’ = R" = R,[Ji(a) := 0]andX;(n,a) =
(b,en)

The following lemma is a direct consequence of Lemihand the region abstraction
for 2 stopwatch glitchfree RHAs.

Lemma 17. Reachability (termination) problems and games on glitgle-ftwo stop-
watch RHA can be reduced to solving reachability (termimaYiproblems and games,
respectively, on the corresponding region abstrac#ofC .

7.3 Computational Complexity

The complexity for 2 stopwatch glitch free RHAs is the saméhase of 2 clock glitch
free RTAs.

8 Conclusion

The main result of this paper is that time-bounded reacialpifoblem for recursive
timed automata is undecidable for automata with five or mtreks. We also showed



that for recursive hybrid automata the reachability probterns undecidable even for
glitch-free variant with three stopwatches, and the c@oasging time-bounded prob-
lem is undecidable for automata witli stopwatches. Using the similar proof tech-
niques we have also studied reachability games on recunsibad automata, and
showed that time-bounded reachability games are unddeidabr recursive timed au-
tomata with three clocks. Similarly, for glitch-free resive hybrid automata with three
stopwatches time-bounded reachability games are und#eida
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