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Model-Checking for Heterogeneous Multi-Agent Systems

ZHANG Ye-Di, SONG Fu

(School of Information Science and Technology, Shanghai Tech University, Shanghai 201210, China)

Abstract: Model-checking, an automatic verification methodology, has been applied to verify multi-agent systems. Alternating-time
temporal logic (ATL), a property specification language for multi-agent systems was also investigated. According to whether agents are
able to observe the whole information of the system and whether agents are able to record the history information, agents’ strategies are
divided into four types. These strategy abilities are defined in semantic level of ATL, as well as other logics. However, under perfect
information and perfect recall setting, all agents have the same strategy ability. Under imperfect information and/or imperfect recall
setting, only agents appeared in coalition modalities ((A))¢ and [[A]] @ have imperfect information and/or imperfect recall strategies, while
other agents not in A still have perfect information and perfect recall strategies. When coalition modalities are nested, same agents may
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have different strategy abilities to fulfill different sub formulas, which results in inconsistency. On the other hand, in practice, agents’
strategy abilities are usually decided by the multi-agent systems rather than the specifications, and different agents may own different
strategy abilities. This kind of multi-agent systems is called heterogeneous mutli-agent systems. To overcome these problems, this paper
proposes a new formal model, called typed interpreted systems which are able to define agent’s strategy abilities at syntax level. Typed
interpreted systems extend interpreted systems by associating each agent with a strategy type denoting the agent’s strategy ability,
therefore are able to model heterogeneous mutli-agent systems. The paper investigates the semantics of ATL on this new model and
proposes an EXPTIME model-checking algorithm. The model-checking algorithm is implemented in a prototype tool ShTMC.

Key words: model-checking; multi-agent system; alternating-time temporal logic; strategy abilities

BT K 75 (model-checking) 7E h —F [ 24k R Ge 30 i 75 122, 0 V2 I ) TPl B A R 46 1 3 e T T L
FHEA S o 56 TR0 G A A B AR AL ) P T AN 75 0 15 50 TIE 1 ) 0 4 R G824, B I T I A R Y B
KAE B R G A 20 2 15 R AL AR B RS B ) A, 2 B pE A X R i (closed system). i FiX Bl R 4
ST T BE 04T A BLRE AN 2 M 1% R 40 S AR YU AN R B AN R S (04T 0 5 P R 4 R T
Kripke &5 14 A5, SR H 2 Pk I 2538 48 LTL Aok S I 2532 %8 CTL(computation tree logic) % JE A AGIE & #ilik R R
LA 68 IS [R5 TR0 A 8 5 30t 8 440 e o R o 122,

SR, THD ) 3 P 5 R G AR R A A 7 VAR IE T IR R 4 (open system) [ 56 0E . 5 3 1 X R G A [, TF
KR GAT AR T F e (10 2 HOIRAS, [R]I RAR T R 40 5 BR B AS B, T i o R 4 b (R A i e M Bt
PR P T 34955.1996 4, Kupferman A1 Vardi K7 [fi 7] 3 P 28 28 45 (KA R0AS: 75 59 R 31 7 JF s R 46 % )y vk
S BEERLS 7F (module-checking). ZEASEBRAS 20 AE 4L i TR IR R 40 R A —Fh 24Ul Kripke S5 MIRTH BUIR S R,
BB (module), HoR A EHE RGO A R BUIRAS, 20 IR R G A G RS TR FPRE. — DN IF G R 4%
W — ALY BAC Y TR IR B 5 A B8, R G HIAT o A8 B 2 .

3T JUAE RS O N JH T2 %5 A4k 2 45 (multi-agents system, i Fk MAS)FRIE&E. MAS & — 7l L ) 25 fig
RV R RG2S B E R R, I H IR K0 5 2% R Z R4 2 A1 3 3 8 e i Al itk |
HEE A5 A0 B U K 58 IR R S T iE.MAS T 2 N T 2 2 R BETE RUJT &, i A S g el R e
MAS 1 AN BE AR AT R 38 KR A& (local - state), HGAS 1 72 1 38 o 28 S A5 1) S g8 v 78 45 JR IR 25 (global - state) H
JIT A e AR 1) JR) SR A 2 A, SR AT O W) e A R e A S ) YR . 1997 4F Allur S5 AR HE T T 1] MAS [R5 24 6 ¥
O ¥, H R I R 45 45 4 (concurrent game structure, T Fx CGS)HEAT @A, 41 H T 28 5 i 2% 12 1 (alternating-time
temporal logic, {ij i}k ATL 1 ATL*) T4l ik 2 48 M2, BT 7 MR R 0 Ay 5 S VR L AT L A ATL* 2 40 g i 2538
] CTL A CTL*MIF &, 5IN T BEA B 1E (coalition modalities):((A)) pFI[[Al]l @, e A R ANE AL L
(AR HALY A IR RERTT — NP SIS, G 18 HA A 8 AR AT B¢, H bi 2 2 o 17 1 [[A]] ) 2
(A @IS TE 2 A AZMESL T, Jr A5 48 e AR #8 m] A 21 LA 8 B 44 BT £ 1) Jd IR TR B 1) LA s 7 7 sk R
CGS tha] DL i) il B R 4t (interpreted  system, {8 R 1S)32 1A, Ho i & /N4 i 4 2 — ™ Kripke 45 K),CGS A= AT LA
ik Mealy 71 5% Moore %4 [ 35 41 & i 35455,

LESZ BRI o MAS TR — AN oA R G AR R A O RE L S B I 18 B 00 JR1 RS T G N 1 I A
B REAR BT AE 1 SR AR A B AN 58 42 £ R (imperfect information); s Hy -1~ %5 Y5t 1n) 8, 3 56 A4 G230 s BT I SRS,
RIS 58429047 (imperfect recall). y fi# ¥R 3X A 7] L, Schobbens F1 1] CGS BLR (1)1 X %I mi 7 & Ge A (1 g g, 2 X H:
N [ 55 % S R 08D S ATL R ATL*BER G 75 ] UHEAT T BP0 A6 AN 58 2423 5 AEANE e R IR Y S ALK
BT RGN A HPRES, R AR T S RS R AT B A S8 215 B 5 N AR A8 A T LR w1 43 1 4
SR HR S PR B AR I AU B — FE M S DL R BRATTH R R gz, r R s aicdz 2, &
T 1 R A B, R TEAA(E . Schobbens 35 Hi: A iR 3% 5% R ATL A5 RURT 7 i) 2 AN v 4 5 119 30F 1 AL
SCHR[7].AE oAt 3 50 T A8 ATL R AT LR AR 787 il fB0AE A 340 5 110, Bl ATL B ATL*BERLRS 24T ir 3550 T 4%
BT LLZE PN AT PSPACE I 1] 34 5, 1 WL SCHik[6].Jamroga %5 AAIE B, ATL B G 7 1) J A ir 375 B2 PVP-52 4%
9, B SEBL T — A i A SR B BUARAE 58 A BN 2 15 Se Anin A2t ATL A5 75 ¥ A7 AT 4o S i H S 1
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Rog el g R at ATL*Z 5, 2 15 58 202 80 HAT B i %m0 B b 2 46,0 7 3R 3 2 (1 R 44,
Chatterjee 25 A$2 H T LTL 1848 19— K 8 2 18 4 (strategy logic, @i #x SL)M2 7 ATL,ATL*E{ AMC H15| A
SR g A1),
HARIX L T ARG & T R R R AN [\ 8 ) AR IR AL a0 T 3] 825 FE(AY o138 S 7E IR 350 LA IR
BEARRIANLE A 2 BE AR (T A 22 7) #5 ELA AR IR I 7 AELZ A2 1R 8 ir 3 5o, LA TAE P AU H & T A R
MR BERE AT & IniR Bk ir BEJS, T A AR REAREIRTT IR SEmE X AR — N Ak S AN AT i 5 T,
(DY) ¥ AN B ATLIATL> ) BT AT % 4% B i) v, [ B B0 A7 A0 B 42 B 3. 0] LA R A I ARSI AR TR
(IRE 73 AR I A LA R AT B ES I, 1 0 28 SAD ot 35— A (A ¢ He A=A JESS R REAR Y T 1
JEA AN oFIAYY @ 1 23 AT AS TR R SR s S, 5 S303 BB AR S 8 AR I A — B0k o ol 4 BB (W e D R
T2 b 1 J7 K BEASR T AR, B AR TR
hFE XA ) LA PP T 202 LR TE MAS TR B R Be AR BT A& RE T 50— Rl 7R AR A b R
BEAR BT L4 (e ) A SCR IS 1 ROy %, 220 T LUK 95 T 1 J5L AT
1) BRI SN AR B T MAS R B, HASRN R BEAAZE [ — MAS H HL 4 S (7] f Sf s 28 8 I R
GiFR b M 2 4K £ 45 (heterogeneous mutli-agent system). [/ I, —~ MAS 147 fig 44 1) S & 8 ) —
AN 25 8 5 06 T M 24 A () T e

2) G 2 PhOTRTEALEML T B os M BTA  Re, ELAE RS AR AE P A S DL i A SR 2
A JE A 3K

FEFI VR v AR SO T — MR R AR i R AR R 5 (typed interpreted system, i BR TIS), H:
AR BAPIRT T IRIGIR B ir i) — P sk ms 288 AR RRARTE R R P ISR RE ) 75— A TIS 2 g fhk
A DAL 25 AN [R] S £, DR Lk T DA S5 40 2 8 e A AR AT R th 2 O A SR SIS AR (Y AR — S0 ) AL A S
FR G TIS B8 e LT ATL [R5 ST 50 RS B AS 25 In) f. 4 TIS R 40 I8 e 4 T iR B, F T ATL
TR B /E iR I B AT (1 508 4 S S s 0 T ATL AE TIS _E BB R 25 il 1002 AN T30 52 1924 TIS
HE REAR IR T In IR B ir g 77, 9F HL ATL 220 rb B 8 B AR 0 AN 2 IR SRR IS AR Iy AT L R A, 4% ) A1 S
AR E I, R T — A AR EXPTIME 83 B E s T 2 T4 /% — X ¥ s € (ordered binary decision
diagram, fij /% OBDD)I1 155 4L AL 2 T..H ShTMC, 5530 25 JAF B 7 ShTMC (1] i 4.

AILHE LT EHENAERTAES 2 RN E AR BERRERSER ATL #5563 vild—
INGE AR XA A B 4 T s R AR R A ST ATL IR0 S 3 H AR RS A 600 58 5 T Al s &
REPSR )

=

TN

REE6

1 tHXIME

LA, ATLIATL*E SCE L E 25 T F N AMR - AL 2 Mt ATLIATL*iE SR 3 T A (A o, 2 A T
REME B T HE 64 SR X H AR @l EAT 50 UE I, 2 SR8 3 LA A LA AR (A Y @ BRTA ] o T 1 e A s
T 2 T 5 1) S, AR i T T 35 43 B 1 SRS 253l AL o, BRI W] LAY W (revocable  strategies). X B E X X F R
2R i U — 30 1t Agotnes 26 A3 HY T AN AT 3 193 S (irrevocable strategies)™ HlI A w1 8 RE AR 52 T
Tl SR S A8 ) LA I A AR AR A A TR A RIS 2 0 ZT I B 2 TR PR 1D SRS AT AR AR X B X
Agotnes 25 \#5 T ATL 75 IR Al Ir 37 50 F BRI R 25 5030,

T REAEIRZ b0t s E AT 493K Pinchinat 76 D48 5| N T g S48 411200 i 45 7T LUAE ML) Hp 2t 7 38 3
0 B A SRS T VT IBR R O X B R 1) SR TK R 1 EAT T AR

7 Agotnes £ N TEEERI . 11 Brihaye 28 AfE ATL/ATL*H 5| N T 50% | R 3C(strategy contexts)Flic 12
2y (memory constraints)?% 22 S [T SCAT LA AR i VA3 1 10 SR DA T JR e 20 ML SCVT ) SR AR T Y
) R, [+ B 3 3 g O A1 284 i A 1 S 2 m SRS 10 T 002 24 S U B s 1 284 e A i AR A7 1O £ R B A I i S
“~,Brihaye 25 AT Ir R IR 355 (KA LA £ (] 2R 40 08 13T T 700
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Goranko 25 AR T 3 FHZRE I ATL IS 3L, 1%38 5 4 iE U JEAE L ERE B3R T —FRisHi i
BT A5 5028 B R TAE 2 4h, kT P38 2 1k B IR TR A 4 00 52 2 B Wang 25 A4 T Strategy
Logic M7 25:BSIL 32482V TCL 348251 I ot 3 19 Foft 20 8 1) T 3 A2 e IR 7R Ay 4 il B3R AT T WF 9.

ARG R 3R TAEEA ], A TAEER B — A~ MAS H 2 B8 AR 1K) 5% i R AL — FF 1K BlAS 2R A
BEAE P B IR REER KA IR BB 2R 7 A SCHE H A5 N SR AE [R]— MAS &8 BEAR I AN TR 5k
Mg 2 7R TR bt 2 T PR ASE 2R G A BV 38 A 38 T A SO 9 TR0 U SL. 27 A AN ST TR 0 A S s 288 20 gt 3 ol A8 700 o 1
WRZ AT M AR U TR X X
2 BEMR

A T8 R B Kripke 2546, 0F KSR S5 0 iR B R R A S B I S 1858 ATL.

2.1 Kripke&#y

EX 1. e AP JyIE7 IR 7y AL 4 Kripke 4544 (Kripke structure) & —A4PU 7t 41:K=(Q,Qq, oL). 2,

o QEHMIREES QcQ;

o Quc=Q EVIHIREES;

o SQ2°RAITRE KL

o L:AP—29 L A G kR bR K 0 TAE R AS g M 1 p,gel(p)n p fir iR A g I 2L

K 42 (path) & — N T AR & P 41 72900102 HH TR 20,35 /2 gis1 € &(03). Paths(9) % 7s BT MRS g
AR

22 FEEREN

I o T 2R 5 K T 3 5N B AR AT IR — WS Kripke BERPEAT T4 BN T CGS, & B R ZEIR A8 48 HL
T RGP AR BRI RAT A

EX 2. i AP RS R AR &, CGS J&— 2 T041:G2(Q,Qo, A0t AC, (~i)icagn 4, o,L). 2o 1,

o Q RAMREHES;

o QucQ RAWIIHIREHES;

o Agt={1,... K} NH RIS R AL A,

o Ac BHMIMIEES;

o ~cQxQ EREMTHM KR, g~ig' R/nRA g Bl gbf TR REMR | AT X 51

o LQxAgt—2" B REVRI BTG 0 T — AN R 9,0, 1) RN Bk | EIRA g I FTAT ATk

BIELE, B R A(g,1) =AY 1), 25 g~ig /AL
o FQxACN'5Q JEARAIT R bR XL W X TAERORZS 9,80 1E 4l ay, ... a0, W &g.(ay, .. a0) A i X,
aie A(g,i).

o LAP—2° R G IhRZ b6 K0 TAERCIRAS q A1 p,qel(p)&En p v AR A q I 4 2L

G %425 (path) 4 — N6 AR S B 51 72909105 .., Ho 1 ST 2 i =042 7E SIE A o e ACY 36 2 0in1= (g1, o). 25
S 4 B AR 72000102 - R 10— AT R I SROPR O A PR B 15
23 BMBRARES%

R R4 Kripke Z5 10 5 —Fh 4 RS M LG T CGS Fi&E H T MAS HIZERL K 4 1S (4 RPRA 2 It
T BRI R R A AR, 1T 4E CGS H, R G 1T & AR IX — &, K It CGS H Lk B 88 A3
REAR IR SR R TR 5% R 2 RGN 2 IR B, AR 072 AN S 81 m LA 2 T 2 15 AN 48 e A S BUR I AN BT, Bk
R AR R BRRAS LR X R T 1S X —HEM, AR SCH LU IS 9B AT R (0 A3 H 1) S AR )
R T9 & CGS.
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FENX 3. BE Agt={1,... K} AR REMR S & AP A R R & ,1S e —ANZ nd:
J2 (<Qi’ACi’/l|’5i’Qi0>ieAgt'L)'
o,

o QBT HRTMIRSEES T AHRERRMIRESEENHQxQANRANEIRESEE H QK
IRBRG A RPIREEE S TAAE A EIRE 9eQ,9()F/n1E 4 R A g & RER | IR IR,

o Aci R AEAM 1 IIE M AR IRBIE S T B e R SRR G IR Ac=Acyx.. xAc EFR A R R A 3)
Y45 BB a4 a=(ay, ... a) e ACix... xAC, 7R, ar(i) 6 7~ B BE Ak | ISR,

o J:Q 2% A T B ERIE, 4 IR o, ()RR AR | A REOIRA o BT AR
HIBIAE SR, 8 L Ai(9)=Ai(g(i)). 3% 2 WA BEAA (AT Dy A 52 BRI, T Rk B4 5 Y i i Ak 1) e IR & K.
BT E 2 RARE 9, LAQ) R R & & Au(9)x...x 4(9);

o SQixAc—Qi AR HeE | RS R B ALL 45 € REIRES o RS AIME it /2 a(i) e 4i(), S(0, @) & 1 £ T
— I 2 1 JR) R A 8 SR A SRR AT O 2R 2 S((ds -+, k), @)=(61(01, @), ... (G @));

o Q' QBN I MIMUIREES A QBRI WIHIREES Q) x..xQf;

o L:AP—29 S RGE KR oA 3N FAR R A IR A& g R 7 i p,geL(p) /i p iy ALAE 4 JaiR & g I
B

MARRE R EE I, 0] LAHE S H CGS HR4E(Q,Q0,AgtAC, (~)icagn A, 6,L), H,

o Q,QouAgt,oF L e X 3 frik;

o Ac'=AciU...UAC;

o AESCHA(Q.0)=4(());

o ~iE X Hig~ig  HAX M g(i)=g'(i).

J IR B 4% (path) & TG B 4 R IR 73S 7 91 72009195« Fo P X AE B m =0, A2 2R BE G B AE am e AC, T A2 Ot = (O, ).
48 — AR AR 7200019, F =0, LA 2() KR P A AR AR A JRARES 05, 0T proji( A AR A e | TE A I O i
B JR ER S A1 90(1)91(1)92(31) ...«

H R B1% 7=0001 . .. On & B 12 7=000192. .. I TT 4R 25 & A PR B 4% =000y ... g AT OSm=n, LA o(m) 3K -7 51 1 2 m
AETRI 4 SRR O ISt(2) 2 ol B8 Ji — AN RS proji( ) AR R e A | 76 ooh 19 20 &, BV R 3IRES P 41 9o(i)91(i).- . (i)

TICK B Paths KRBT AT REMIBRAT AR, L Trks R8T A Al Ge A BEBR AR I 8 0 T 45 8 2 R IRES g, B
Paths(g)F1 Trks(g) &7~ 1T M g t & (W B AR AT BR S R 4R 4
24 %k EE

TE 1S A REAAR | 7RI RS T AT REAFAE 2 A W] DUIE R 1, IX A1 78 1 2R T 5K 166 (strategy) 6 SR ¥ 5E
T 55 I A 91 84 8 R 2 5 T AW ¢ 38 JFE A 4 B AR IR0 IR S R0 2 5 RO T I3 s RS AR s 7 30 AR SR 3
BRI6]1 & 72X, 8 X 4 B A [F] SEmE S AR, I iR 0 ir, B S F.
o IR.G:Trks—>AC; %t TATAT — M Be A | DL RAT IS — 4 FREE 12 o3 2 6(2) e i(Ist(2)), B, S s iR 2 6 b 4
FefR i T T PR 42 3 ] 3 3l 1 1A SRS o 2
o Ir.G:Trks—>AC X & A REE IR 1 Fl o WAL ISt(z)=lst(m), HB4 5 A4 0 K3 BEAH 1R 0 304, B G (71)=
G(zo). R, BEAA | 35 B 1 B E LR 48 i1 RIR S AT D7 s A BR B 4%
o IR Trks—>AC:KBLT IR KM A BN THE&H RS Mo, W proji(z)=proji(z), M 6(z)=
O(z). B HLHE, IR SRBE R B BEAA | 7EATA0T R 4 JEVE X 40 1A BRER A2 L #E R — A3 1,
o ir.@:Trks—Aciir fl4a T iR Al Ir BIFTE HF 55,48 ir w3 Ist(n) ()=Ist(2) (i), ) 6( )= (). B, 5 BE 4K i
ACREAR I 21T 17 B 1) J i IR 3 SR A Wi 2 — AN B 1.
UrE RIS A ARRIAMEA IS o-HEIE S A BT R BRIV o- S K B K 22 45 B 0a={ 6]
ieA}, 1, oe{IRIn,iR,ir}, A SCH Op() R ™2 BE IR | 45 Op P I SN,
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WEBBEAREE AL IR g LLRIES o308 Oa, LL Out,(g, ) E 7 A HH IR BT A3 28 BEAR ™A% $22 8 S I 0 16
BNVE, NIVUIR A g TTUR, RGHTH ] A 1 I 4 A, W06 T4 5 me Out (g, Op) #45 2(0)=g, LA AT & 1 %1 j=0,
FEAEIEAT BN ae A(§)), 39 2 (i +1)= S (i), @) Fut T T 43 65 e A4 ie A, a(i)=60a(i) ((0).... 2(j)) i 37
25 REMSIBEATL

A I 4518 48 (alternating-time temporal logic, f&F% ATL) & CTL 1 —Fid i B b 1 76 B 4% 2 1 325 462 1
GRS EAECAN, T A — R R ARG

TEX 4. ATL AR 0i=pl= gl o (KA X (AN G al((A)y 1 U . S AcAgt.

EX 5. GEMRERT ) = QA 4,5,Q Y ioag: L) ~ EJRPIRA g Rl ATL A, 20 20135 2 1 J,9F il
s s A gl e X

o JgF.p HHANH gel(p);

o JgF, M HALY J,0¥,0;

o JgFopver M HALH 3,95 00 51 J,0F 002,

o JOF LANX @Y HAU M I7 4 — DA o= 5l Op, 0 T BT AT 45 me Out (g, On), #5173, (1)F 5,

o JOELANGoHY H AL LA — AN A o= 5K Op, 5T T BT 47 % 48 7eOut (g, Gn), 2E AR AT I %1 j=0, 484

3, 72(4)F o9
o JOFLAN @U@ 3 HAUHAELE — NS o HEE Op, 0 T T 11 B 4% 7e Out (9, 6a), HRAF A — NI %1 j=0,48
13 3, 72()E oo AL F HON T B A I 2 0<<i<j, #8463, 2(i)F 501 L.

MR RS IR Ao HAUY TG I A 4 JR A0 i R A #0005 2 o 88U, T LU X ATL £E CGS R4 111
V8 S P WL SCHER ).

o 8 A o, EHEAE SCN T 3 Re AR IRl — A S 28 780 RITFR O 280 B A 1) SR R R — BU) R 2 AR —
1.2 AKX {L,2,30)(p UKLL,230)X @), 7E IR T SCHT & — By ;i 78 oAt 15 SCHT, BT 35 Re 44 3 1 S S I 7
Wi p UL, 23)) X ol ot 7] fig 2 AN [, DR 1 A2 AN — 0.

THEA IR ATL JZ4R 0 — Bl ik 128,350, BT A (A o2 ST ) A 2502 S 52 O, H, (D)) 32 7s BT A % A%
H1d.CTL £ Kripke 454 (135 X WL SCHR[L].

EE L 4E 1S BRI =((Q,AC, 4,6, Q)i ag: L) « BFPRE g Fl ATL 23, BL R 4518 0T

(1) J,gFireIn] BEAN AT A 5E 1,

(2) I, gFRrEFT J,gF @il HUE PTIME-5E % B,

(3) J.gFre HALY 3,95, @0

(4) gl B PNP-5E #1188,

i :Dima and Tiplea il W] T ATL 7 CGS _ {52 Rk 25 il FLAE iR 37 3 T 2 A8 a5 9 07, Hofg 6 R R4S L
] U2 B — A A 3 AN RERIY CGS R4t G 2 ATL A 3(({1,2})G ok i . [K it R 75 E % CGS
REHALT] 1S RS IAE1F 3,05¢({ 12306 ok 24 HALY G T HPRA g 78 iR 37 5l 2 (({1,2})G ok.

% 1% CGS %4t G=(Q,Q0,AGLAC, (~i)icagn A, L) K TAT R B I, Q ={Q/,....Q"} WK FR~ #£ Q L11%%
It Agli £k 2 g ££ Qi AR 280 T A ({1,2})G ok 1 & HEAR 3 ISR IR Qs AR LT &2
P, DR b~ T DU e die /NS AN SR 2R B g~3g" 24 HLAN Y g=g" A SR Be~3 h i NEN R AR

e kA g Mahfi 4l a=(ay,a,,83), Lhay Fon s 4l a=(ay,8,,(a3,9))-

EX IS R4 :((QilACi'ﬂ'l’é‘UQiO%eAgI’L) S,

o Ac;=Ac,=Ac,Acs=AcxQ;

o TR §,6(9li eg)=1g'li 1 HALH &g,0)=0";

o Aillg'l)={aglac A(g,1).9€lg'li};
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e Q’={lgllgeq}.

YT A{L2))G ok, AR REAR 1 M e fk 2 FEHIBIKG IR-5EM, A Ak 3 KM IR-SEME AR
ATL & X,J,0Fir({1,21)G ok 24 HAX Y G HARZS g 1 iR 3753 2 ({1,23))G ok.
26 T~

%Jﬁ%éﬁ*ﬁﬂ J= (<Qi’ACi’2’|'é‘i’Qi0>ieAgtl L) ‘;H\il:fﬂy

e Agt={AB};

e Qa={A1,A2},Qe={B1,B2,Bs};

o Aca={ay,a},Acs={bs,b,};

o SIS W 1 PR, AT R R RS, 1 R R AT R R 38 ROAR U B BE AR IS B A

o ={Ar{ana}.Ax{az}} Ae={B1:{b1},B2:{b1,b:}.B3:{b:}};

o Q={A}Q;={B};

o L(eva)={(A2B,)}.

{a1.01) (@r.by) (@z.b1)
(a2, b2) (a1.bs) (a2.b1) (az, b1} {ay,by)
{(!’g.l’J]) bt _../_\ (.‘I-_:.l‘."g)
. (g, ba)
start —= o
{a1,01)
{ﬁg.bg} {t!-z-_bl)

Fig.1 Local transition graphs of A and B
K1 ek A R RefR B (0 RFCIRSH R K

B AR R S H R R A 2 .
@D {r::. F}|.]

(as.by) aa. by

(as. by

[rf| 5 b] }
az, bs)

Fig.2 Transitionrelation of system

2 ZJRREITBRAR

18 ATL A3 o=(({B}))True U eva. Nk & B,

o R A TEIRAS (ALBY) L RSN E ag, REUIGHE IR (ALBY);

o EIRAS(ALB) I, W B EEPESNAE by A ERESNAE ag W IR B EFESNIE by A EFEBNIE ap, RGUKEHENRS
(A1,Ba); 47 A GREEIEFEENAE a, REEE MR (AL, By).

W 5, ZR G0k 7K A 23 BTR IR (Ag,Bo). IR L X FAT R I oe {IR, IR, ir},, (A1, Br)F o @B AN AT
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ELREAE S B I R B0 T 2 A s 9 296 P B A 10— AN BB A, LA A DR AR AT B TR I T
IR RERE, A 7T BE I 220 BR LAY BE 1A O F2 08 15 R SR IDCH A A8 REAA (14 IR 2 R e A B3 ) v o SRR A D SRS
FERIPR R ir FEAIRZS (A1, B) I A L RELE PEBN 1 ag; WK B XL FEBNAE by, R G £ 45 B35 (A2, B,) . A B, B e A4 1) 3
I S IR S0F 2 T AL (10 45 R AT LB (K0 58 W i £ 28 L (1 8 SO, S VR0 SRS 20 AT 38 R E; [R] i, CGS
A IS HTCHENS X7 22 48 BE 1A 2R 8 el AT B il A, A SCOREAE MRS AR 48 PP 5| N RE AR SO SR 2R g O At
TR BE AT SR SRR, AT 56 IE - 3R 7R g 24

3 ETHRBEIMMBERSE

T T Ve TR A G ) 22 5 REAA R G0 S0 IEAE S A T SR IR T TR AR A7 AE A A2 DR b 2t T S 2 7 11 £
BERGE, AN REMR T I (1 S A,

3.1 TIStEZR!

TEX 6. JLTHEmG IS () iR B¢ R 45 (typed interpreted system, {8 Fx TIS) & — JGLH:T2(J3,4), A,

e IJ= (<inACiJﬁr§irQi0>ieAgtr L) & MR RS

o AAGt{IR IR, ir}E — AW e K 2 R A R A DG IR — Fh SR w2 A,

TIS < IH#Y F A% Be A e 2 G0 rh x4 FAT PRI 422 1) s S, A s 55 B 00 o SSRGS E8 7 AR T 5 SOk
SE SCRREAR 1 SIS AN ], 76 TIS BEAL b 8 B A1) SR S ALty TIS BEAL s i G, AG) 2R & R A | JLRER T A(i)-
SR s

U N REARSE D AA NI SIS RIS A FPITAT Y B A 11 S5 s ) B I B 4 B

On2{ BlieA, 6 7 A(i)- s}

AR SCH Op(1) 7S BEAR | 75 Op IR SRS, LA Sa 7R A JITAT AT BE (G4 SIS 4645 AN REARSE & A RIS
R g, B IA SN Op R 05 ME— M f 5 T — 45 % 1% Path(6,,0;) 2 7 1 A& 2(0)=g, LA S AT 5 — NI j, #5474
B BAE ae A () A543 2+ 1) =8((j), @), Je P X TAT R TeA, a(i)=0a(1) (#(0)... 2(j)); % TAT R i € A, (i) = 0,(i)
((0)... 7(j)). 40 & B REARSE A AL WILRAIRAS g — ARG SN G, 02 X

out(g,6,) = Us;es; Path(6,,6;) .

BL 1 AE TIST=0, AR A S AN TALE o {IRInIR,ir}, R FTH ieA A®)=0, W LT &8 180T

1) G2 I A AN o= Y HA K Ga 2 T 0 A RGN

2) T T AR AN IBG SEIE 6y, 0ut(g, 6,)=Out (9, 6a);

3)  HPTHie ATERAG)=IR B FATE—A T o A HIEES HBK O, 0ut(g, Oa)=0ut (g, 6n).

TIE B R A B A o= SRS RV £5 SRS 1) 5 S, 4518 1) i 5y .

Out(g, 8)cOut (g, Oa): X T 1L B M 42 me Out(g, Gp), ik ] e Out (g, Gp) i 57 B AT AR e — 45 M5 72 =000 . .. . HL T,
go=0, B X T4 BE AR S A IR A7 LE IR A S 05 ={6, |i € Ay e S; ATREIZT M=0,0m1= NG, o) AT HHT, o A
FIT A %8 B AR O I S A B T4 B A 1 € AT ()= 0a (1) (Do ) B 0 T AR 1 € A AT,y (i) = 62 (1) (o
Om) AL AR 8T LA AR BN R AR, — EAEAE T Out,(g, 6a) 1. IR I, 45 18 2) B ar.

OUt(g, Ga) 20Ut (g, Ga): iIF B X T T 7 4 17 7€ OUt (g, Oa), 547 e OUL(Q, Op) 7. VAT 45 B 15 =Gy ..., 2o 11,
90=0, HLAEAT . M=0,0me1= NG, ) BT [T 5 TR AR i € A (i) = 05 (1)(Go--- Gy ) LRI FEAT 7 m=0,%
etk i e A BRATA 05()(9p--On) = o () JT TE eV i € AT AG)=IR,MIAT 65 € Sy 1§45 zeOut(g, Ga) 1K L. 45 L,
459 3)MAL.

EX T BEANTIST. RRAE g 71 ATL 2 3o, I A5 2 1Pk T,9F gl i fn R )44 5 X

o T,gFp M HALY gel(p);

o T,gFr—pY HALY T,0k—g;
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o TgF@ve, HHH T.gRe 8k T,0F ¢,

o TOECANX @ BACUAELEIN G SR 60, 5 T A1 R ER 12 7e Out(g, 6n), #R T T, 1(1)E¢;

o T,gr(ANG @Y HAUUATAERL A SR I Op N T B B 12 e Out(g, Gp), TEATAT IS %1 j= 0,3 T,2()F @;

o TOE(ANY @U@, 2 B A Y AF 7E B & SR K O, 0 T T % 17 zeOut(g, 6y), #AFETE — NI ZI j=0, 48 13

T, 2(3)E o T, I BT BT A B %1 0<i<j, #8F T,4(i)F oy

EIE 2. ATL 76 TIS b (A58 R0 AS 7% ) R AN A 344 5 1.

HE O AR FE 1 AR, vT LA RS AL R B L) B — A 1S 3 2 &2 ({1,.21))G ok (117 & F.ifi A J
RO ) LA i TIS RS T=(3,4), 3 7, AW 2 A(L)=A(2)=ir, A)=IR, 1T ¢ &l R AL B i) AR 29 3 ATL 75 TIS
TR IR G 2% ) O

BT EH 2 A E TIS R4 T=(0,A) 2 AAgt{IR, Ir,ir} IR RS 2 i) A SCHFFT 2 A:Agt—>{IR,
Ir,ir} i) TIS AF R4S 7 ) f, (H i ATL 23X Hp HE LA 48 8 A b 2002 I sl i K28 B i AT ATL A LAY @
AR R ieAWAG) e{Ir,iry 0 T — MO0, H AT/ER E %A il o7 28, 8 R AR g v
32 RAEMETEL

o FATATT — AN e e, 2 SR L SR 28 280 54 1 i 208 2 L S 00 2 2 A R 0 BRIt vy DS S AN e b s 0
AN BEAR B SR IG AR5 H B AE RS D2 & EAfAE TIS R4 T Al ATL Ao, 3F H A o B 2 e A2 Ir 3]
ir B2 | pllr R TR AR ol PIRA S A4S BB AR, 58 I N — S 5 A e 3L

Y E BB A A FISEE 2B R s B A Agt—{IR In,ir}, A KRB BE RS AT IR L i e A" B HAY
A e{Ir,ir}. F{ £oR £ A'xQ — Ac AU S I 2 TR T e A ATRURA geQ.

1) f(i,9)ei(9());

2)  WRAG)=IRUSHERRE g'eQ, 2 g(i)=g' ()7, 1(i,0)=F(i,0").

BEINRE feF FeFMRITISRAET, T(f, ) X —A Kripke 4i14(Q,Qo,8,L), J ., & X b q'e 5(q)
2 HALY g = (0, 0 ), O = (0o O) AFTE—DNEREENE acAc, il £ 11 F 414

1)  &9,9)=9"

2) XTI ieAgt B ie AN I (,q)=a(i); 10 5H i e AT T (i) = i) .

el T3 77 v L5922 1, A 1 13 T — A48 58 1 Krripke 2591 CTL A X o, MC(K, )il 8135 /& 2 2, off14R
ASARA %IRRT LAAE 22 0 2 ) A Ak T L AR B BN — A ATL AR —A TIS R4 T30 A U451
A S 2 T ARMREESH 2 77~ 5 7805 WS EAR =A@ tHT o o GET iR ETE A
=AY @ o3 2 0TI o, R 28 VAU P, 26 T8 S50 2 K 26 0 SR IR AR 4 AR JG ik 2 4 5 e oy — 4%
BRI 5B L BB 7 AT~ 10 A7) AR AT R ieAAG) e{Ir,irksor, Bk A w4 B 4 ¥ 5
I 00 AT P01, T A S AR 2 Y 0 I A 4% T R IR SR X A Bl A R REAR SR [ SRS 41 f e B BRI
A TSR T A SIS S e B e 2 REAAR, TR ERMCES AT AT B 10 S 24 T S 28 IR I SR B R T
R ), T 2 00 3o A 28 R AT Ak L BT b 1) R B CTL 75 Kripke &544) 1 (R R R 2 ) 8L O = B S ARy ge
KA B 24 BAL KA AE — A A S0 Oa (55N T 58 1247 1 ) AT 55 8% 12 me Out(g, On) BB 2 ¢ I 24 HAX U A7 4 —
AP HEME O, ST R O (B T2 13 47/ T ) TR 4% 7 e Out(g,6, @ 0,4) Wik g, Hrh o, @ O
JT—ANER A S L TR i AgL AT EOIRES geQ.

(0, ©6,)(1)(9) = 0,()(9), ifieA
(0, ©6,)(1)(9) = 0., (1)(9), ifi e At

Bk 1 BAK T EE.

BINATL A pTIS RAET = (((Q1, AC, 4,6, Q) icag: L), A);

(|l
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MC(T, ¢)

1 begin
2 switch ¢ do

3 case ¢=p: return L(p);

4 case p=—¢': return Q/MC(T,¢);

5. case p=@v @, return MC(T, o) UMC(T, ¢);

6 case g=((A))¢':

7 for each subformula ¢=((A"))¢" in ¢/ do

8 Replace ¢ by a fresh atomic proposition p,in ¢
9. Let L(p,)=MC(T,9);

10. end for

11. S:=;

12. foreach feF; do

13. S$=5S u[ﬂ MC(T(f, f),<<@>>¢')} :
st/{‘

14. end for

15. return S;

16. end switch

17. end

WS T(F, F) B XA Woxh TR g, T(f, F) H19 Paths(g) &4 T Out(g, 0, ® 0.).

EIE 3. 45T A TIS T=(3,A) 0 AL A:AQt—>{IR, Ir,ir} Iy 6f T Fr A7 ATL 2 3, JE v B A RE A i ) SR 218 23
A e{Ir,irkifli 2 B BB RS 77 i) B A] 45 EXPTIME Py .

HE A E MR I ATL 25 VA9 7 VE W3 T po— g Fl oy @0, 45 18 TR T, IR A TR ZE 5 S (AN g T A
IR R AR AT e B I SRS DRI, By IR R A X R B S I SRS O ) HEL, F R R A N
Sy HIMIL A S 0, AET(F, F) ' Paths(g)5 T HAEL T O 1 05 AT g HRIKH#E Out(g,0, ®0,,)

S

>

ge(\r,eaMC(T(f, ), (DY) 24 HAL Y FT AT me Out(g, Ga)i5i 2 28 20 o R I 1F A P R o

FARECTL 7 Kripke 4514 b RS £ il 85 AT 7 22 100 I R) P9 A e, 50025 1 b ()56 6 AT~20 14 AT N 7R 22
5 e AN VT F R 2 v o SR B e 2 g | A MY IR BEA 1 AT LLAE EXPTIME & E.

FiE L AR AR RS T ATL 28, N 25X MC(K, @) FH CTL*7E Kripke 45 i) B A4S 5 55
TR AT AN b S AR A T AR 7% S M R R AR K o AR B RE A T N o2k L

4 ShTMC #E6E T B KL

WG 5 1, A SCHE TF A MCMASPES 2L gl |- % iF SE Bl 7 56 T OBDD 45 5 1 B B Ky i T 2L
ShTMC.MCMAS X JT it B¢ 2 45 4 B2 18 = (interpreted systems programming language, fai #% ISPL)$ ik 22 AN 44
URAHA S 2 P A3 CTLATL 245 (935 T OBDD [ S AL ALK 75 4 {0 T R A A, MCMAS ] LU sE
SC—FPRERR 04 e 44, MY 21 5% (environment). BR 455 v 58 S RAS AR 0PI DL A 30 300 20 e L h 5 e 4 00 5% 1) X R
AT LY/ e AR 18] (1 ) 25 FGE A5 A SCHE ISPL 5 75 Hh 386 I 2 R A4 SR S B AR B VA T T TIS el A, [m] i 4k ik T
B Re X — e k.

R T B AIE A S AT AR HS U7 2k 1 1 B, BLTE 44 B il ——DCP(dining cryptographers protocol) & H: AR ok 4], 74E
Cygwin *F & | HE1T 5286 . DCP J& — AN T 024 AN fift i 1 10 2 it 22 4 Bt 44 388 4 0 180, HL 1 B2 sl o 4 ik



1592 Journal of Software #fF%4% Vol.29, No.6, June 2018

YA TS5 SAE e B LR R A PR AT kAN E DR R AR S b A SO T RE A
AN SR PR AR B, I AT (1 i AT PR B R B T R AR S A A B A e R (E R A AT A B T 2
AT R TEAT 1A RN R O AS ) AT E TR P B REAS AR — AT B A A A T, D R 4 R e

N PP Bl T IE B I 75 — B0 R A B R 53 A e 44 S R AR BT A A T IE ST TR — B XA
A5 JE TR R0 Ath 2% IR S 280 10 3 S 5 (RA PR AN 1T 1 J T — S0 22 3 JeAS — 3505 16 S T S — B0 22 e — 3.
BEEE, G SR A HAS A R R O S TR — B0, 4 3K IR W 4 e g R — AN B S A I (XA B 4 R B
At 25 R B A NI A 5 B i SR A A T I R A A — B0 BN B AR B TR 4 3K 0 Ol T ERARATT I e 32
AT

TEIX AN - b BN 5 AT DL — AN e Ak, H R IR S 15 R 45 1% 86 i 03 2 75 SAT 48 9% (H :paid,
not-paid) A& & & BIA# 5 11 [z i — 2 (RN :see-equal see-different A4 4A(E empty), H & 75 7 G B M E i —2
W) 1 Bh 41 20 1mi (R :say-equal,say-different A4 4448 none). B e, 2505 53 1) )5 3 IR A B0 o 6 AN 9 AN — AN IR 2
B A T A A A 5 B B3 A 10 80398 1 1 5 T (P O 1 1) FR5 00, LR IR A i o 8 AN 4 R IR A By 8x6  fHL7E
ARG ARG 4R R AT ik L e k=3 I, nl A 1) 4 ik & 5 L7 96 4

£ 5%F DCPHERY A S 36iF T ATL A R:(agent1)F(odd—(agentlpaid or agent2paid or agent3paid)).i% A =2 4
3 Hr ShTMC T [P B8 Bl i 44 3¢ 11, 2L 7 jagent1 AR 3R %5 15 I 1,agentlpaid K x %05 b1 1 3724 T 4 9% agent2paid
1 agent3paid Z5.0dd 7~ A5 B0 AR BBl i F s A —E

1 E/RT ShTMC BAAS # T H X DCP RAENIRIUE 45 B, Horh 5 1 ZIgh T 2500 0 £, m(n) /R — 3k
B m ARG G AT 0 ARG R i FENE A HA R IR SRENE A PR B AR oR A IR SRS A5 2 41 4
BT RGP ARIRS E R 28 3 512 BDD AT /KA G2 4 FI4S T AT I A], - R i (A 40 43 ;5 5
G4y 1T BDD Bl ) N 77.BDD 2% 5 i3 4% i MCMAS BRIAFE).

Table 1 Experimental results
F1 semgiR
BReA R WRRAHEE 45 HE BDD AAEY HUTHIME) AN CK)

3(0) 128 1 35 <0.01 10.20
3(1) 128 16 35 0.013 10.48
3(2) 128 256 35 0.076 11.22
3(3) 96 4096 35 1511 11.33
4(0) 320 1 45 <0.01 10.47
4(1) 320 16 45 0.022 11.17
4(2) 320 256 45 0.181 11.52
4(3) 320 4096 45 2.706 12.45
4 (4) 240 65536 45 73.133 13.53
5(0) 768 1 55 0.031 10.40
5(1) 768 16 55 0.037 10.55
5(2) 768 256 55 0.152 11.43
5(3) 768 4096 55 3.599 12.97
5 (4) 768 65536 55 103.88 15.43
5 (5) 576 1048 576 55 2016.15 130.85
6 (0) 1792 1 65 0.034 10.76
6 (1) 1792 16 65 0.041 10.80
6(2) 1792 256 65 0.155 11.73
6(3) 1792 4096 65 5.574 17.95
6 (4) 1792 65536 65 151.357 33.68
6 (5) 1792 1048 576 65 227037 220.71
6 (6) 1344 16 777 216 65 - -

M1 AT WL AR R BBy m IR SR BT AT R LR ir HEm (M n=m) A RIS R 22 B m>n>0
I /D SR A N 2 AT A RE AT RS e SREM IR, A REAAORS JC T X 20 4 R AR iy R BEIE R IRl — sl /R JF R 8T &
G I R LR A WA ST A AR BEAE AL i I A U B £5 7] — S0 F AR AR wT LLIE % 58 2 3 fE:,
SR IR 3 AN TG FRPIR AR K Tk 5 T T A () 5 ) B3 it It B SR T i SRS i 0 R A i 1 i B 5 R &
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AR EEHESBEE 1 FEE 2 IS AT . BARAE m>6 I, REIEITIN A £ (1 BDD 75850 H A K, i B
ShTMC W] DLSGIE B K T R 4.

5 HiESRE

BE 0 DA T AR A5 2 %5 R8s 22 45 o 40 BE AR SRS 66 )y A 0 AN B AR SO T s SRS R I B RS E N =
P2 B RGBT, 1% R G Ao v/ 45 3 B ARAT FLAT (¥ M B8 ). LU ATL 3B 58 0 91, A SO 9T T ATL B4R 4
5 RS AL (MR R R LT (W18 SCORVBE AL A 15 1n) 8L, T ABE 70 R 0 B8 ) Jok i AT L SR ARG 7 A5V ) RBUAS ] 1 5 L TR
B AR S BB — FhRR R (K717 SR R (R i B R 48, 2L b A8 ATL A SDEA MRS S vh B I 2 B R ] LU I 5 ir
TGS VT FLAR R REAA W] LU IR ir B Ir SRS R 32 H T — A EXPTIME 5 2% FE AR B 25 53005 50 vl 9 8¢
T T RJRE ShTMC.

A SCAXA S B 5 22 4 Re AR ZR 40 v 4 e AR SR R 00 B ) A2 ) 020 T AR M AR 2 1) R f S BRIR
AWFFE(L) HABZRIE Sy Sk ATL BT JE, a1 ATL* Strategy Logic [ SCRUB IS 7 ) 5 (2) A ] g
£ ST I IS 20 v Y AR T 5 R e 24 2 4
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