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Abstract: Bisimilarity plays an important role in the analysis and verification of concurrent systems. In this paper, an optimization of
the quasi-local algorithm of Du and Deng is proposed to make it applicable for general labeled transition systems. Both the optimized
algorithm and the local algorithm of Fernandez and Mounier are implemented in Java, and experiment using the VLTS benchmark suite
shows the former outperforms the latter in most cases. The algorithms are also modified to check similarity. Finally, a procedure for
transforming labeled transition systems is implemented to facilitate checking weak bisimilarity.
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£ 79 AR 252 75 TR, ] B A, 285 3 7 AR 25 AT A B 5 SR 25 94T 2 5% & . Fernandez A1 Mounier®™H42 1y 745 1
ol J53 30 B9 A AT 1) SRVl 1ok 3 7 19 7 SR Bh A MU IE AR S B A BB AN A T EE U R EN LR
— SN SR A .Du A1 DengUME T — v SR I VA R U0 AT TR T e R BRI R R4
(LTS), Bt fiif 5015 LTS FAf o B4 LTS, Uk J) 8 55000 B A S0 U (1) 6T ) 52 % B8 AR T 71 22 SEBmag FH o JRATTE 30 1)
AN 2 TR7 B0 LTS, BRI S5 4 1 74 )= 38 B9 S AN i T

ASCHE T — PP SR 30 SL i R S AU AR IS B+ — B 1) LTS FAT14E Java HsE L T 9 R Sk,
5 SR AT H B BRATTLA VLTS g 3o 8 v 4 35 4% Bl KN AR TR ) LTS RSN EMIL 1 21 JL+HJ7

LS, RATHEL T 20 AN R AR MK B 1 AT 56008 38 Ik W I8 47 1K I e) ok LE R A Ik A K 2
BRI 0 Y SR R VR A 52 B R S A T A T Kb BE A B LK) LTS I v SR A L R P A W R AR
PN TR AFARRLOC R FRATIEAE B T X PR R AT S R TR IR —— R Z G L T R
AL T R k.

T AE LI A Nz N L R AT A T AE R LTS 15 vE, R BT ORI Fiarce 165 lId TINA,
CADP %5 T H/E R LTS, LA & CADP £241L 1) LOTOS i 5 4% 4t 2 LTS. B Ji5 v LA BAT TSI B9 B AT B0 0E. 73 41,
FAVR 35 FASEEL 0 58 SO6F LTS BEAT VR0 4cb 2, 7 FH AT S B A SRR IR AIE, Al K =F s T 80925 1 vl 3@ FH 1

ARSCEE L et S HE A SR B 2 7 R R ERSLURE SR 3 AR R MR R R 4
A B IR B ISR S R AL R AT LB 5 TN R 55 ESTHRL I A 1o, S e E S 4B AT S B v
SASATIN )56 6 715 R AR SC I TR 5 AN A2, I i) B 5 2 11— L8 AR Uy 1n)

1 EEHR

TR [0 5 A4 20 () — e AR 52 SCUA K T RSN 2 R M 2 A T SRR 27 o X B R 4 3 i 1 i ik R
GAT A B EEAERE AL, AT TR — g ) B o T s ARERRAS A i ARR T R

EX 1 —AFRidiTH KRG R — N UTTA(S,s0,A,—) o1,

o SEIRHMWIPREES;

o soeS KARWIUHIRE;

o AR MRMIFRICEE S (IR A B 1E);

o CSxAxS KRt B R AR,

— M (s1,a,5) e Bl s, —2>s, . — A LTS & X—MNIFHAER XS RRAFE MBI HIRASES
L RRRGET LPATHISIEE S A BRRETBHIEES.

EX 2. —ANWEFRILIER RY(DLTS) A2 H—A TG AL 418 (S,50,L,A,—), HH (S,50,A,—) & — A LTS, I H.
L:S—{0,1} & — x5 s

TR AFRAC T R LR R A T IR A s, s Fh5 5 ab, W s—2 55 3 H s—2 s’ WFT a=h.— 4
WE A LTS Ronln B s—2>s Jf H s—2s, B4 sy=so. W, — RS R G M — L B e a8k 5 —4
KA FATE X Init(s) - {ae Al FteS: s>t} HEIRE s R ATHAT I — MRS E S

FE X 3. ZIGKFR RSSxS B HAFSK R, WXL R IR S (5,8), 29 s Rt L i 2 LU R 41

o His—to8 NMEEHEA v t—ot JFHRY;

o ittt MAERA L s—2os JFH s RY.

— AN H T EASTRRLR AR 0 2 B 1) B K I SR S A G R BB RSN O R

2 ERMEEEE

YiE A LTS MIASRE s 15 6, A FAR I ) 1) s 15 ¢ 75 FLSEL. Paige A1 Tarjan®™ it 17— 4341
W A A s R RS I T AT LR A AN S R 28 DT LA SR s R ¢ ) 1A ] (0 A5 A 8 I8 A Al AT LD O
AN A2 RN, AN TE AR R GRS B SIS 8 T0 O AR A Al A6 £ B A7 FRPIR A& BLRC e AT R R 3
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ST R — AN AN b SRR T HBR AS 42 5 R 45 Fernandez 1 Mounier®® 42 Ht 7 —F42 %4 on the fly FI5E: X
SR TR ZIRUF A D¢ s A t HIFEREAT N I BE SR A AR N AR @RS R, s A0t 32 S LTS W1 Ly A0
Lo BRI AR A B R R BEAR S0 34 2R (DFS) it [J) 15 LTS IFRAN, R8Ny Ly||Ly. eid it g, 40 52 AR A ||tk b il
EIE A o0 A B ATV BE s Rt FL AU - 4K 823047 DFS 38 7. 0 SR P AN IR 25 3 1) 2 J M W S AR AR, ) Ji
S MR BEAS B AL, AR T EAT 75—k DFS 3 [y . 0t YR (9 3 )7 3L BT B A A PR A AN 2 RS A LA RRE IR s 2
KL — IRk DFS HAEIRAIE — 6HR A A TR, N 2 PR 2 F 2 1% 0. T e 3X AN 1) 8, Du A1 Deng!™
P T — R HE )R &R (quasi-local) & i,

YA Jed P8 G925 1) 2 JEARUAN R 45 S8 A LTS 0 Ly A1 LM, i 56 AT 1 on the fly (38 g JELARL 1) FH 5 AN 3T
2 G0 (A I e — A8 AT 17 T, G SR s R0 AT AN IR A 4R B A B ATTRE Lol Iy 5 RS st dric 2 0; ) 2 bw
WA LEAR IR S|t #ARid A O s Rt — @ A2 ERSRLI i SR AR 0 oA 1 3RATT R IR AN B IR A s Rt
0 HBRL TR, T2 AR L 0 3 BB — AN 2 BRI RPR AT A BOd R FIRAT R

Bl R s || t—2 s ||t FEAEME— BT B0 1E a 3T A s|It 2 s'|It 893T8, 10 H o'|it C & gibric ok 0,384 3.
THEFRIE O M s/t Y B2 st 2L AR I SR U —AS a g s(@i R s —2os' (B4 t—25t)H
& SRR VT BRI s Rt AN BASRLN. — A B R S|t A7 AE — A2 AT R SIAE, I LR T IS Y
TN 2% H AR B, 3t 75 B 0T 5 A3 HO B GRS AR O HEAT L IS BRin i B L B A LR R
(i) FUEPIGRIRAS sollto; (1) AT BIEWILARA A W ATEE 0] L bR ic 0 B RTARRA 28 1 B0 Bt P sollto ¢
FRid ok 0,38 7R so F to AN A2 FBERLN 3 2 Fif B0 o sollto PRIFFIER AR L 1,387 so A to A2 FLASEHELI1.

S ARV A T S AN B0 S5 .

o /MR StAFREITAT O bR BRAS, HUEE St R A AR IR RS AR TR 0 38 AR B iR — Fe AN R 11

0 bricy HOS L A KA 2 — N0 0 R IR, IR S AR St H;

o EN—ANTYEHA Arg[k,i 5 T B s, —2o s AFAEZ AT VS A % %k 4 B8 (candidate transition)
t,—2>t; A FRATIF AR W LA Ik, 7 BT N SRR Ay RAFICY ot IR IR
JEUEEVETYRT P A g B B0 LTS, DRA 6T 2 AR s BT s die e AT — B b a (688,
8, —2>s, LAl = i B AL e s T

3 HEREBEENT R

T AR B A ST S TR 800 LTS, BN R BPIR S, TTBEAEAE A L — AN IR 6 &R, 311
= A Ary B9 4, R DY AE R SR vH 8 58 DU 4E 0T AL S AR 0 25 ik 25 450 4 A [k, a] A A5 B2 T A s
B s IEN1EA a T AETEM b R I ILIT A% (1 AN B0 Ar, WABCAEBLY 52 & AR T 3T KB LTS fil 5 A7 7
T RS A 22 e AL K 5 S AR e B IAT, O B ORI 22 0] AL AT SR 2 5 5 th I
AR RIS R 2, AT TS B B0 Ary FVECAH A, 7RI RIS D0 N 2 Mg ¥, i LA RT DAFE SE 308095 1) e 40, ) H
W A R AU e e Ay R A VA PAT R SRR T AN AE.

PR I AE Ja) P AL WS 1

&% 1. The optimized quasi-local algorithm.

1: construct the DLTS L:=§||rT and initialize Ar, and Ar,

2: if L(So|[to)=0 then return FALSE

3: endif

4: initialize St:=Z and L'=L

5: perform a width first traversal of L and push a pair (i,j) into St whenever
L(sillt)=0

6: while St:=& do

T (.j):=pop(St)
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for all (sy|t;)) e Pred(sil|t;) with L'(s/|t;)=1 do
: decrease both Arq[k,i,l,a] and Ar,[l.,j,k,a] by 1
10: if Ari[k,i,1,a]=0 or Ar,[l,j,k,a]=0 then

11: set L'(sy/|t))=0

12: if (k,1)=(0,0) then

13: return FALSE
14: end if

15: push (k,I) into St

16: end if

17: end for

18: end while

19: return TRUE

16 T M B 9 5 5 F R SO [T 1, 32 2 <30 T I TRT A 2 A0 9 A D0 4 00 201 R0 S5 o S B B vk et o A
JWG A 2 Ary BT 2 TER 5, ——s BHIR R s, (|t —2— s, ||t B IR ECAr, BT R 105 5000 ah fe.
LMK VLR LTS HAFAEITH s (It —2> s, It JUAFAE— DT | ot B 4 BT s, —>s, AEXS 0 45
LI R sl BbRac A 0,000 Arg[ki, La] AR SR 2 10X AR OGHRERE I OR s 5 IR AN LB I £ ot IF
AR NEIEWEAT s, —2os; TG, 7T UL KRBT s, —2os; MIRET B A BoR 2 LR, R
s, ——>s N THATER t, ——t; W Arg[lj kal il LATR Arg[k,i L, a] Al Ara[ljk,al#872 2% 0,34 Tl il LA
W st FRad S 0 FH XA AR i 0 ACIRES sillty 7 BURIRE st FE DA I 35 5 47, BT H 98 BEAR S 44 2R 3t [
AL BN FATIIARIC A O MPIRAS. 92 b FRAT TR w] DUR R B S48 Rl I ok B 4 5 SO 1 ol 45 AN R
T 3 9 L A

P AR T W 2R G0IE W L2540 18 77 % Du A1 Deng 44 T IE M TEE 9. LT 248 2R 1 883541 1
B, TS UG M EE, /T ABUE — AR IR R G, T2 4 ARGk — RIWIER R (W B 1 PR).

D G s

(@) (b) (c)
Fig.1 DLTS example
K1 DLTS Kfl+

1(a)« E 1(b)y S A T HIPAARICITRE R GE XA RG> DLTS RZEK 1(c).H N s, v LLEAT
2 e 1ty ANFT LA BT BURRAR S (Sallta) B i 4 O, BRIty AVBEIEL 4. TR 25 (52 1t2) A2 R 25 (sl ta) WE — 10— AN 219 s, 15 0
RYE S hs,— s, {ERGE T A t,—t, BEUE VLI, T LA Ary[s,54,t, CIFIME R 1,54 ty A RERLILL 50, WK
Ar[S2,54,t2,C19k 1 5 Ary[s;,54,t2,C14 O, HIMR A (solltz) i A 0. AR RE A T7 2005 0 BEAT 4 5, Ara[so,82,to,C1 1 T to i€
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e SRR AT —A BT LME R 1Ar[So,52,t0, bIFIME AR A 1518 A (s, [to) B2 2 0,37 LA tp AN REREHL s, 7 LA Ary[so,S2,
t0,C15 Ar1[So,S2,to, b 1 24 O, WILAARZS (Sollto) B b5 i by O.JUAIsE R&E T ANRERHU R ZE S,

R MERGE S ZEERBRLG T,LL LR FIFEK 78 8 DLTS, AHeIRES s 5 t A7 & BT, LLR AR 1 7 X
Frit 0,35 Mdr B, 65 TR S (Sollto) A FeE 0 1,000 S BB THTLLARLE S 5 T RAEH B,

PR MEL S R E VLR T n] UREAR IR R G AP IEHIIN T R GE I ) 0 L AT 4 RS
YRS R Java BEAT SEB,AH SE IR B2 AT 30 01E 1R R S de K IE R 1R 10 000,91 H UM T 4 415256030 4 415256
G FLARBE Fh R, JE T OS2 30 1) IE A Ve R 1 ST 4 0 40 T T30 LA S B 5 ) 1) R A B, T AR AIE ¥
TR B (AR S WA 4 35); 1R i, 256 %8s CADP RS & A OB, BT — & 1wl Sg ik

4 BIERIKIMS LR

A Ly Al Ly o2 A LTS, A URIRZS 3 A S0 1 to. Ja) P8 G5 VA A o 38 S35 05 T ASRHAIE s & 15 15 to L3440
AR RS Li(B L)FPRESAEC ny(B ng), I mo(E mp) R IR T AN S S5 R R 0, o 30 4509 1) e )
KL% K O(ngng) MEJ F L IR I IR) B2 A% 2k O(mamy) & T Wi LTS, m, < n? Horfri=1, 2.9 R i VA A AR
B PR I ) 52 2% JBE AL X T — i) LTS JFAN-—JE J2 itk

BT BIR o AT, RAT LA P R B R L B AR . RAT DR AE Java S0 BEV SEB B 5 40 R :Windows 7
professioal;Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-4790 CPU 3.60GHz;RAM: 8.00GB.

BT 5250 K3 L VLTS by FEUES B — AR c TR RG4S VLTS I FEUESKEUZ K A A 08 A5 Hh
BURIIE R R G0, 45  of I F 05 T R GE e (1 3 T 26 1 g F B0 A0 7, 34T 56 L CADPIOH R 4%
BCG #x\f¥ LTS, 8853z CADP |4 1943 BRE Ak 75 125, A 1) 5 dee /M, AT A 21— AN de AL 1) LTS 5 k1K
LTS & HFAUK.CADP 24 A28 F K 2 Ge e vt i — MR 75 19 TR, e AiTia F LB AN S0 R B i IX P A
LTS, % 1 45 205 KB (1 %81 51847 1) Ik (1]

Table 1 The comparison of the quasi-local and local algorithms

1 UEJRESSL AN R L LU

Data Determinism n m n m Quasi-Local | Quasi-Local | Local Local
! ! : : (DFS) (s) | (WFS) (s) [(DES)(s)| (WFS) (s)
Vasy _386_1171 113 150 113 150 0.003 0.003 0.004 0.005
Vasy_1112_5290 D 265 1300 265 1300 0.006 0.008 0.017 0.013
Vasy 0_1 289 1224 9 20 0.015 0.014 0.020 0.027
Vasy 1 4 1183 4464 28 59 0.011 0.011 0.022 0.031
Cwi_1_2 1952 2 387 1132 1432 0.068 0.070 0.087 0.384
Vasy_720_390 D 3292 | 116910 | 3292 | 116 910 1.026 0.961 0.239 2.806
Vasy_574_13561 D 3577 16168 | 3577 | 16168 0.040 0.038 0.085 0.186
Cwi_3_14 3996 14 552 62 61 0.030 0.027 0.035 0.076
Vasy_5_9 5486 9676 145 284 0.035 0.037 0.047 0.087
Vasy_8_24 8879 24 411 416 1193 0.089 0.095 0.114 1.185
Vasy_8_38 D 8921 38424 219 838 0.064 0.065 0.085 0.219
Vasy_10_56 D 10849 | 56156 | 2112 | 11372 0.077 0.078 0.216 1.076
Vasy_18_73 18746 | 73043 | 4087 | 16444 1.390 1.866 6.907 82.446
Vasy_25_25 D 25217 | 25216 |25217| 25216 0.059 0.062 0.098 0.126
Cwi_2165_8723 31906 | 144475 31906 | 144 475 0.865 0.918 0.337 3.816
Vasy_40_60 D 40006 | 60007 |[40006| 60007 0.110 0.103 3.760 0.201
Vasy_66_1302 66 929 | 1302664 |66 929 | 1 302 664 6.944 6.722 2.420 213.088
Vasy_69_520 69 754 | 520633 |69 754 | 520633 1.248 1.268 0.656 185.364
Vasy_83_325 83436 | 325584 |83436| 325584 6.925 6.250 8.585 |3.51608e+03
Vasy_157_297 D 157 604 | 297000 | 4289 | 13642 1.819 1.841 0.719 256.684
Vasy_164_1619 164 865 |1 619204 | 1136 3952 5.843 5.644 8.425 |1.40526e+03
Vasy 166_651 166 464 | 651 168 |83 436 | 325584 15.942 16.473 25.613 |2.60108e+03

VR LR IR 1) AN L) LTS KRR AT B AT AN B P SR 0 s T

RETREAS TP A0, FATT AL T ¥R B S 4 4388 )75 (DFS) A 58 B AL 5 4 R i 73 (WRS) P i s ke 512 L. DFS
AT WFS B3 5 T B0 AE IR 25 I ARG, AN 23 S i SEVA IR IE A Pk 08 T ) B 530%, BT L DFS Lk WFS B nad A,
HARPIE (LU AR 1A s S b DS E4 [ 240 7 0 4 /AR 245 ) i S 4R 2 BATT L BT A T LA 1)
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IXPIANIRAS S 75 FLBERL I 45 L R0 WIFS JEANBE BL Rk Uy ) i 4k K00 28X, i A Uy ) 52, 26737 i b (RR A%,
DA G R 3 b 75 20 9 AN DR 25 75 B B 400 1) 4 AR St R S v ke UG, B 2R 0 g AN AN A R A
DLTS JAN 2 X6F 565 U 3 5 7= A 56 i, DR 0 o J0 30 B0 1) 0 P g 8 SR i [ b L P AR D R L s 7 810, 565 8
HIFTIR.

Fb4 DFS SEPLA AN 5L, R P 1SS 7 510, 55 9 B nl LAt 1R i S0 0 i AR 34 AE FRAT 1 AT 1 22
AT A 17 AT GER 5 AN FAER 1 rbbRac S A () Sl v S a8 AR L R S AR T I 2R O A 5 R
S T s B LTS(FER 1 38 2 Bibric hy D), i AL T R vk (L& 1 28 6 41, 56 8 1) 4TIk
BT AN TR B L o6 R B ARSI 7T 2 WL https://github.com/zhengxiaolin123/bisimulation.

5 S5E#E

S B I S8 T R T I A0 2 SR B B A ZR 0 0 AR A g B L SR PR 5 000, U 47 599 FL B0 T IR E
P FRATTOR 4 52 19 LTS b W A B, 6 7 V5t R 60 59 05 .

EX 4. 4(S,50A )l — MR IT B R L, reA B AT B EIE. 0% 5 RSAXA & — A3 B R,
SR FATRE R A (5,0),24 s Rt B Wl A BLF 46

o His—2s MAFAE UeS M t—— o2 50T >t I H (s t')eR, H 1 axr

o I s—Tss M t— >t I (s 1) eR.

W R AVE R R FZ IR R 4 R L5 B R,

5 SCAT AU 8 51k B UE 95 F ARG R, BRATT AT BLSE S48 1 LTS fi— M (saturation) kb B 8% I i
T THT 1 49 1 L ASEADL K0 TIF G205 T U 4 R Ak B0, 40 S P8 5 5 (S,50,A —) B 1 37 10 5 45 (S 50,A, =), K o1
SN I

a * *
o W azrr, M4 s=s MHN Y s——o—230—F7;

o 50 WA s s

B3R A1 FE Java R P AN o] WAL A B0 1 b AT A0 FH TR A t— o2 5o T st HEH t—2 5t 34
S—T o8 BN s— s’ R IOFRCIT B R4 AT TS PL on the fly 75 H1 quasi-local 557%.

BT L SO SRECEI A LTS HEAT W R0 AL 3 Bt B0 33 T AN SV 2 Pl AT TS RUAGT I O T A AT
SISV B3 0 S (R E B ATT FH BRI 49 A B LTS JEAT 5080, 36 2 R & R W T &1 1 % B, L AK
N[ 2 CADP.IXLE5 il #R i CADP 42411 T BT A2, Az i LTS, 7 B BATTAR IR 55 EL B0l 52 SOGF2E jl ¥ LTS
HEAT W4 AR5 P T S B 1A B33 vh 0 ATE K Sl A2 B LTS (17 A AR 22 B, L 0 - Firace 15 5 B2 ¥ SEBR MR 48
R Ay Fiacre ¥ 5, IF HLAFH Tina 25 T B HEAT#: . CADP W24t T LOTOS 24y LTS 17 (92 i 4%
R SE R 2 1 LOTOS B34z ) W i 3 I LTS BEAT MO A0 AL 1 3t 7T i T M1 Fr se B vk 2 vh 3% 2
g5 T CADP Ab# I B4 IN (] 2% 2 ,CADP R 4 5 7 0 C 15 H, B H T Ab 31 55 T #5148 2 s A
1.

AT LA AR AZ 4 103 (alternating bit protocol, &Kk ABP) k4 11171 L i A e iU 78 it 4 1% )2 BB AT 0
— AN B0 R 2% B, B A A FIFO 1 SR 5 2R B IR 1R)7H 8. 20 # ABP 13 BNV 44 3L 4 LOTOS 8 5.
CADP 7i Demo_Example (1] demo2 B 445 H T ABP #i Bl VE 44 LOTOS iE 5,341 1A /i CADP T A
RELLOTOS 94 & A CAESAR /i LTS, Rl beg #28, F-4F beg 4% sUHR B H R4 txt ko8 FR AT F
A txt FEATURAR BE, 23 BN T DL (RPIR S 1R R FRAT T ARSI IK ABP 2 — /NS AN RES 1) LTS Ak 2
B LTS 1161 VIR, 456 MTBE. 10 MTBIIE.
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Table 2 \Verification of weak bisimilarity
e AN ATCERIR S E S

ny my n, m, Java (s) | CADP (s) HUE
Distributed leader election
Demo_17 13 17 14 24 0.301 0.27 algorithms specified in LOTOS
Demo_09 981 2552 23 40 0.312 0.28 INRES protocol
Philips’ bounded retransmission protocol
Demo_16 1313 1640 47 3 1.732 0.544 verifieg using ACTL temporal IogiEformuIas
Vasy _8_38 8921 38 424 219 838 0.919 1.137
Vasy 157 297 | 157 604 | 297000 | 4289 13 642 5.785 2.975
Vasy 8 24 8879 24 411 416 1193 10.575 6.306
Demo_01 1177 3904 6 10 12.527 6.351
Vasy _10_56 10 849 56 156 2112 11 372 9.368 6.757
Vasy 166_651 | 166 464 | 651168 | 83436 | 325584 | 92.296 56.383
Vasy 18 73 188 746 | 73043 219 838 95.302 90.66

Fiacre ;& —F@ H TS0 RGN = A TE 5 e R 7 e LTS, FATTAIH Fiacre 528 ABP,.S2% Fiacre
W Sl B2 L [ ABP S8y vk,
abp.fer

1: type seqno is bool

2:  type packet is seqno

3:  process buffer

4: [ii: in packet, 0o0: out packet]

5: is

6 states idle

7 var buff: queue 1 of packet:={||},

8 pkt: packet

9 from idle

10: select

11: ii? pkt;

12: on not (full buff);

13: buff:=enqueue(buff,pkt);
14: to idle

15: 0

16: on not (empty buff);
17: oo! first buff;

18: buff:=dequeue buff;
19: to idle

20: 0

21: wait [0,1];

22: on not (empty buff);
23: buff:=dequeue buff;
24: # lost;

25: to idle

26: end

27: process sender
28: [mbuff: out packet, abuff: in packet
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29:
30:
31:
32:
33:
34:
35:
36:
37:
38:
39:
40:
41:
42:
43:
44:
45:
46:
47:

48

65

is
states idle, send, waita
var ssn,n: seqno:=false
from idle
to waita
from send
mbuff! ssn;
to waita
from waita
select
abuff? n;
if n=ssn then
ssn:=not ssn
end;
to idle
{
wait [4,5];
to send
end

: process receiver
49:
50:
51:
52:
53:
54:
55:
56:
57:
58:
59:
60:
61:
62:
63:
64:

[mbuff: in packet,abuff: out packet]
is
states rcve, ack
var rsn: seqno:=false,
m: packet:=true
from rcve
mbuff? m;
if m=rsn then
rsn:=not rsn;
to ack
else
to ack
end

from ack

abuff! m;
to rcve

: component abp
66:
67:
68:
69:
70:

is

port minp: in out packet in [0,0],
mout: in out packet in [0,1],
ainp: in out packet in [0,2],
aout: in out packet in [0,1]
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71: par *in

72: sender[minp,aout]

73: |[buffer[minp,mout]

74: |[buffer[ainp,aout]

75: ||receiver[mout,ainp]

76: End

77: abp

TAT TR SR 1 PR ARRY 7E 2 22 €11 Fiacre, Tina #1455 v A A Fiacre 1R, 8 f 15 7 frac abp.fer abp.tts A= il —
A tts fU,IX A tts 4L BT £ 7 abp.c,abp.h,abp.ltl,abp.ndr,abp.det. 4R J5 , AR Tina T H. 48 HiE f):tina—a

abp.ndr abp.aut(abp.bcg) ¥ for ST aut SCHFECH beg SCHF, BRI H CADP ¥ Ho A% 30 LTS FATTLLRIFE R
U5 AT AL LTS S AL BT (1 S0 61 A IRAS . 283 ANITR & LU 10 MER3h1E.

BAVH UL IS A B LOTOS 5RIH Fiacre 155 AR Ui I MG S BLY) ABPH BRATT & s B IR S0 b
ATI&AIE, & PR Fiacre 7L i LTS BERCIL U I IYE LOTOS & 5 42 B LTS, I ) 2% 24 0.016s. 11 ABP it B ¥
1) LOTOS FEAREREIUFRATITSE I ABP,JIT LAE AN AN S AR OC 2 FA 1 S0 (¥ B AL S v 30 T 770X — 45
NI AT DAUE B FATTSE B0 4 Fh 5925 0T DU 56 UE P BRI 2 15 ) DU 5o BB A 56 UF S I RE R S 59 %
1 1E Hfa

AR LTS 384T —Fh LB R WL 5 VR B 45 LTSA T H B i, M FSP 8 5 445 Its T4k, AT Fil ABP 1%
g 5] ST e 4 T R CADP ZE RS SR K LTS s A LTSA AT B T4 4

JT UL A M R GEK R G 3 0 A S S B LG LTS, BT SE I 0 B9k 50 F 2 A5 EOR AL el
FRAL B SAIE 2 (14 5 SUAE T T AR S5 4 2%« 4 B 2S5 K IE APk Julio C.Peralta %5 A SIGNAL 54k
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6 RES5REE
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