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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,Shanghai201210,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]]l@ 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

have different strategy abilities to fulfill different subformulas, which results in inconsistent. On the other hand, in practice, agents’
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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, in this paper,
we propose a new formal model, called typed interpreted systems which are able to define agent’s strategy abilities at syntax level. Typed
interpreted systemsextend 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. We investigate the semantics of ATL on this new model and propose 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

LK 75 (model-checking) A —F [ 3tk R GL36E 5 1%, © 32 B T B8 B8 A R 4k 56 et e ] LK
FEA S BRI UE R G ALy BUE AR R A E 3 4 15 561 1 i) B R Dy R e 24, 0 B O A R R A
KL B R G I 2 7535 RGN Z) AR T AS B A SO W), 32 2 FE A P SN R Bi(closed system). X T 1X Fh R4t
& BT A TR AT AT A8 M % R G G EDIRS YO SRR RE AT H AKX RS H KA
Kripke 25 4 A%, F 26 YL 25 8 48 LTL A E A I 2518 58 CTL 5578 s 15 5 #7538 R GuR 2, 0] B 1) A5 B 4G £
SR B A 4R R R AL

SR, 180 ) 35F P 2 2R G AR B A 25 T VAN IE T IR I8l R S (open system) R 38 1IF. 5 35 P 20 R AN [, FF 7%
KAEG AT NIRRT R0 2 BRES, F R B ARH8T RS 5S FREE 028 11 R G A i ik 41
T 3R 85.1996 4E, Kupferman F1 Vardi K 1 7 5 1 X R 4 R BAG 25 07vE 9 R 31 T P R 400, 1% 07 10k
R Yk & (module-checking). £ B HuAG A HE B2 v JF X HR iR F — Fh 2500 Kripke 2544 A FRARES R 40 @44,
FRABLEL (module), HOR S B RGUIRS MM EOIRES, 20 AR RAE A G FRESHAE RS — N IFBA RS
W — ALY BACH R B A%, RARIAT AT 2 L.

I U ARG A N T % B RS AR R St (multi-agents system, B F8 MAS)HIIRIE. MAS J& —Fh #7112 6
RE R FIIF R, 2 A B 28 e, H 2 R E R MR Ak o N2 AR A B/ ek, 1Fik
HREAS AU R SR SE R G ThRE. MAS O 2 M T E R R A BT RIE R, 0 A 0 S8 R g A
MAS H AN REARES A 5 5B IR A (local state), H AN ff e 1 38 ik 2 B8 44 1) 3R s ok 52, 42 JR IR 45 (global state)
T 4 B AR 1) JR) SRS 20 e, FEAT D9 U Bl P R B AR L A e 1997 4R, Alur 55 N T T 1) MAS (R RUAG A
7792, H R FH I R 18 4% 45 H (concurrent game structure, i 7 CGS)HEAT A5, 32 H T 22 % i #5312 4 (alternating-time
temporal logic, {8 #k ATL Fl ATL*) ] Tk R G5 ML, BT 7 MR (R0 6 75 S0P ATL R ATL* 2 4 i 753
4 CTL A1 CTL*HIY JE, 51N T B SRS 1E (coalition modalities): ((AYyo F1 [[Alle i A & —MNE R iAE 4.
(AN NEM ALY A FIE ARG — AN BLA TS, J0 18 H A 8 Bk an el i 5, B A5 A 3K o #RL;  [[Ale M)
& (A WIRTHETE AL ZANESE b Jr A 8 Be AR ET nT & 31 AR e 4k BT 72 1) R BIR S, [R] IE mT BLid s B stk
#.CGS tha] LIS f# B¢ R St (interpreted system, [ 7 IS)F ik, H i &N F fe i /& — > Kripke £514,CGS A1 ]
PLiE 3T Mealy B 8% Moore B 7] 25 4H & 1M 3k 4500,

TESEPR A H MAS TR — Mo KRS, AR Be A BE 22 2 H B & 197 S0IR 2, T J6 2 A HoAth
B R BT AE 1 JR AR R A B AN 58 4 15 B (imperfect information); 5% FH - 7% Y8 A &, & g AR o VA e S BT A T BOIRAS,
B 58 451847 (imperfect recall). N RIX /N i @,Schobbens FF CGS #EAL f3E X %I T & ek i RE 77, LH
HA L [ S S RO Jf X ATL A1 ATL*AE R A 2 (o) BEAT T WF 70 AEAS 52 A2 3 30 N A B BB AR 1 e ALK
T RGEPHICRES, R AR T P SRS H R AR TEA B2 B 5T, 88 8RR 7E A HAR ] X 73 1) 4
JRAS BT S ARAS RS AR I 5 0% 55— FE RIS DU FRATA R R 58 21812, v Ron A 58 4nic 42 28 i, 3%
M TRREAE R, i BARA5E 415 K. Schobbens fif H7E iR 3% 5 N, ATL AR K 5 i [0 AS Al 4 5 £, 1 B L7,
TEH AR 5 N BB ATL FI ATL 45 YRS £ v 7502 ] 0 58 (1, Bt ATL A ATL AR BY A A5 7F ir 3% 50 T 49 3l o7 LATE
P™ 1 PSPACE I (8] ) 2 , 7 W.1%) Jamroga %5 NAIF ] ATL BER K 45 1) BR7E ir 37 5% F 2 PNP-sg & 1, 3R it se il 7
— N R BRSO BARTE SE A B R A e AR AL ATL ARG 75 S50 AT A i (H R IE A sE 4 {5 B &t
T I ATL*Z 3,02 7 52 1012 80 B B A5 2] ik b 2 40,08 7 1538 5 £ B R 8E M4, Chatterjee 25 A2 H
T LTL B —kr &id 3 @8 4 (Strategy Logic, B FK SL)U'12L A ATL. ATL*E{ AMC 5] N iR E &
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[13,14,15,16,17]

EARIX L TAEHRE [ T & fed AN [F) B 77 (B3R AR AE Wl T 1] R 25 08 ((A)Y FIAE SLPE IR 35 LA i
BEEARFURLE A I B AR (H A 22048 B A MR A8 ) (B2 AE TniR B ir 3 50, L TAE R AU E R T A
R BEAR ST A IniR K ir B 7,10 A FH AR BEAREUR ) IR SIS XA MU — ME AL A AR MR 5 R,
(DY) $I AT X BB ATL/ATL*H [T A B A 18 v |, [[D]] % B BIAEE a3 0T 0, A A1 A B RE R
ANFHTRE ST B MR A RS B A DU BN, B A 50 (Ao BE — DT AR (A)e' , H A = A I FELEH G
R TR A (A T AN @' B2 EAG AR 58 0 28 AL 5 B0 B8 AR SRS 28 B I A — BovE ax Aol 3 g 4
HI6E J1Ba T A N i 7 EBEA R T 3 A, A F] T B A

NFRPGXAS )R E PR T R —FORTE MAS R R BT AR D0 0 — R R R R A R
R AT B & HIRE 1 A SCR I —Fh o5 2, R T T U P9 5 T A DR BRT. 1) 9 e 4R 1) SR R B AR A B T MAS
K5 HAFEERAMAER — MAS = & A [F i S 06 KB X 28 RGN 7 1 2 8 RE 4K & 4 (heterogeneous
mutli-agent system). [FIT— MAS V& G844 1) 0 BE 77— M A 2 B A 50 1E AR 240 AN [R) T e 38 . 2) 58 — P i R 7%
IR L) BRHZE AT R B R A, ELTE i BB A SR E P A 5 U B4R SR R B AT J5 1 — 2L

FETHE PR ARSI T —F R RGP &, R MR R S (typed interpreted system, f&i R TIS),H:
RN R T T IR, IniR B ir A — SR R B AR B B ARAE R G0 I SRS g 0 7R — A TIS B Re
AT LA A AN [F] SR 0 B8 77, IR AT UK 5744 22 55 R A R Gk AT A A, A 4 % B A S I S T 1) R — B0 ) R AR ST
FRAE TIS B, 52 L7 ATL (35 S0 50 HAR A b 25 1) /. 24 TIS R4+ B8 Re R4 T iR A2 J7, 1 T ATL 4%
R B/ iR B 5t R A ) 5 il 0ol BB SO i i ATL 76 TIS b AR AL S £ 1] & A5 1] 340 3 1. 24 TIS
R BEAR B T InIR B ir B8 77,37 H ATL 230 H IR B BEAR# A2 IR SR Mg R BY B ATL 435 A% % ) 8502
AR E B IR T M E &N EXPTIME &k, Wit sEBl 173 T 7 — X ¥ 38 B (ordered binary decision
diagram, 4% OBDD)HIFF 5 A4 2 T H ShTMC, 35256 45 RAE#H T ShTMC =] F 4.

AT W E N B TAE S 2 WA S AR RSN ATL Z 4 58 3 A — A7l
ING BT XA B B 4 TR R R R R G AL 1 ATL (G S IR H T AR AT B BV 56 S W RS 45 5
6 T ML,

1 HHxIfE

I JUEE, ATL/ATLAE SCE X B4 51 T N AN SE EL 1 ATL/ATLHE R 3 F AR (AYe , 2 A
BREARILE SR T A RGN B AR o HEAT IR UE BT, 40 558 B HARBC GBS ERAE, 10 (Ao B [[AT]e' A & R 44
TS0 W B ) SRS AR i EERT G A5 1 SR 5 A2 o, BRIV AT BV MK (revocable  strategies). IX FiE X8 T
NG IR HE A — B A, Agotnes 25 AN H T AR AT U O35 X (irrevocable strategies)!'™LBI A v % B {4
BT RIS SN T, B A B A R A S ERAE, A T R BRI S 06 AT I 2RI B A S M HE AT AR AR I A
8 X, Agotnes Z A5 T ATL 7€ TR A Ir 375 N (A R4S 25 B0k,

N T REAE L E X SR B 3E4T 20 3 Pinchinat F Dp 3845 i 51 N 7 He S AU {45 AT DA JIL 240 Hh 8 37 1 1)
FHET e R SRS 18] I IC R, %02 S R IE B8 J1 AT T AL

7£ Agotnes % A T.1EREAl 2 EI'® Brihaye 25 A#E ATL/ATL* /1 5] N T %0g _E F W (strategy contexts) i {Z
#) 3 (memory constraints)!"*?**' S bR SCAT DU AF R il AR 34 45 1) SR W, AT A2 e 28 HLATE: SR (10 SR AS T Y
P 1] R, [ B 34 e G S TR R B 11 SR W o T AR 1D T 1 A2 20 SR BR ) T R BE AR BEARAE IS B B AR IXPPE X
F,Brihaye & A% Ir Al IR 3735 T (458 B A 25 1) RURH @ 48 308 713647 T 0 4.

Goranko %5 APt 7 £ T2 1) ATL TR 3115 5 2 3U0E U IRTE b2 al B4R I T —Ffofin i)
B RS 25 SR B IR TAE 2 40,0 7 T3 48 30k R ) ARG 2 VR R B Wang 5 A H T Strategy
Logic [ f 725 BSIL 1B 45 27VRT TCL 38 4512, I %o 13 195 b 322 288 1) T s AL e A 284 Ay 2 ) AR AT T 1R .

ASCHE TS R 3R TARERA ), 3R TAE AR B 7E — > MAS 8 B8 7R 1) SR i 2R 0 2 — B I BN TE AR
AEAE P HBUE SRR AR IR SREBS 28R T A SCHE H IS XD fo VR AE [H]— MAS H %8 B A4 AN [8] 1 5R
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W S, TR b 2 T P A TR A, A SRV YY) o T AR SCRF IR L. 5 A0 AR ST 8 e AR SR SR AL R Sl T i R AE VB %
JEREAT 5 ST AR DU AR e L.
2 BHRER
AR f6] LB Kripke 2514, 3 % T 95 25 400 AR B R AN 20 & I A5 18 4 ATL.
2.1 Kripke&ith
X 18 AP NIES 57y fi 48 & Kripke 45 #J(Kripke structure) & — /NP Jo4.:

K 2(Q.Q,8L)

=

e QRAMREES.

e Q,CcQRWIBREHESL.

o 3:Qo 2 REITB KL

o L:AP > 2° B ARG IR R TR ARA q MR T8 p,q e L(p) Fon p M BTEIRA q BN E.

K ¥ 4% (path) & — N T IRRE T n=gog,g, - FPIMERE 120 32 g, €5(g,) . Paths(g) FmFTH M
RE g WEMBBEES.
22 HEREHLN

IR M5 41 (concurrent game structure, & #X CGS)il I 51 N B BEA4AT A7 IX — & X Kripke A4 4T T
PR T CGS, BN RGUIRS LR T RGP G &R AR 103 RAT M.

%S 2MB5E AP AR 7E IR T fin R 45 ,CGS & — A% i

G 2 (Qa Qo ,Agt, AC, (~i )igAgt 5 7\@ SsL)

=

o QREAMKREES.

e Q,CcQRWIBIREHESL.

o Agt={l..k} NERIETSHREES.

. Ac A MRIELES.

o ~cQxQREREMEMKR, g~ ¢ RARE g M g TR B i RAF XA,

o A:QxAgt—> 2% R RERIIENIE R, X T AR IR ¢, Med) TR R i 1R ¢ M FTE AT
ERERBIESE, B 2 Me, ) =Mghi) 3 g~ g 0L

o 5:QxAC™ > Q EIRA TR B EOH E o TAE IR g B (a.a,) A1 8(g.(ay...a,)) B 5E XL,
M a, e Mg,i) .

o L:AP 20 RGHIHRA E M TAERORA o MR T @ p,q e L(p) %75 p A BLAEIR 5 q 1A 2L

G Iy 1 % (path) 7 — 4> T B AR 25 7 91 = gogg,ee o H 1 X AR 5 120, 47 76 3 15 4 o, e Ac™ | i A2

g.,=0(g,,0,) SRR — R BRIE = gy g, BRI — MR RRAT AR 7 IR B £

23 BREY

fif# B¢ 7 Gi(interpreted system, {fFK 1S)/& Kripke 45 #1575 —Fh o JELSLMI BT CGS #3&E il T MAS (5.
R 1S B4 R iR A 2t 3L o 5B BT A 4 e R 19 R IR S 1), T 7E CGS W, R4 R A & RIRES X — &, R
CGS " ToiE H M8 AN Be A 1) R IR 1042 00 R .23 R G I L) I, 10 T8 s 48] b Bk o i 2 5
N B FEBORL A AL G IEA & RPRES B R EIR S RIS R LT IS X — 4P A SO LA IS AT
YR EAREEEFREEH T B CGS.
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BN 3MHE Agt ={1,...k} NERERES AP NIEFT R T fEEE IS & — 1% 04

A= ((Qi?Aci’}“i’6i?Q?>ieAgt’L)

=

o QRFEREKIMEMREESG TAHRENENREEGHAQ x..xQ, NRLEMERIREES,
A QERARZNERREES XN THER—NERRE geQ, g() RFERIRE ¢ P EEME
i RIS,

o Ac, RE R i R AET A IRIMEE A B RIEIMERE G I Ac = Ac, x...x Ac, BEFR A R S I B
GENVEE A BIER a=(a,,...a,) € Ac, x...x Ac, T7~, ai) TR B BEMR 1 HIBN1E.

o A:Q o 2% SRR i MIBNEIE, A E R ERAE q, A(q) BB R i ERERAE q T ATk
BN ER,E L 1 (2= (g(1) X B BEAR AT A 72 32 BRI, P A 5 H 41T B ik 1) R EIRS A
K F—MEENERRE g bl Mg) BARES A, (@) x...x 1 (8) .

o 5,:Q,xAc— Q, A i WIREHEH R AL A E R HRES q MECEENME o 2 al) e i(q) , 8,(q,0)
i T — B2 mEARES 8 8 N2 IR IR 58 2,02 8((q)s--»9,), o) = (8,(q), )50, 8y (Qy ) -

o Q) cQ REEM MVIMIREES A Q, R B RVIMHIREES Q) x...xQy .

o LAP-2° RAGZMIRZ RN TAEBI 2 RRE g MR T p, geL(p) on p @ BIE AR
g NAER.

MIEREZRGE T AT LS CGS R4 (Q,Qp, Agt, Ac', (~)icag- 158, L) it Q,Qy, Agt, SFIL I1sE XL 3 firik,
Ac'=Ac, U...UAc, , A" 5 SUA A(g, i) = A, (g(i)) , ~, & SUHN: g~ ' 2 HALY g()=¢'() .

J 1% 4% (path) & — M ERERREFH n=ggg,  HHIMEE m>0 F7E — NG INE o, € Ac, i 2
Bt =08y Oy ) LA TE — SR HRAT = gog g, M j2 0, UL n(j) Ron A & j ALK 4 RpIRES gy JF I proj, (m) AR
REAd i 7E o I i, B R EDIRES P51 g, (g, (g, () -

BREE =gz, g, EHAE t=ggg, WITHHTERER t=g,g g, MO<m<n,Lh y(m) Xn)F5
FE m AR RIRE g, , Ist(t) & © B EE — AR, proj(v) R B i 78 « i 2, B0 3RS 7 )
8, (g (i), ().

N3CH UL Paths KR T AT BRI BE AR 5, UL Trks Ron T A W REA BRER AR IEX T — M E e RiRE g,
LA Paths(g) FI Trks(g) R/~ A M g K I A FIA IR ARG
2.4 RE

(E—/ IS B REAR i AR5 — RS T AT BRAEAE 2 A 7T UL BRI B, IX R AN 5 M SR F 5K W% (strategy) 6, K
TRE T SRS AR 8 R B8 A2 75 AT DAL 5 31 LAt 8 A AR PR IR 25 A 75 O T 3 SRS AN 7] 1 5 U7 30 A TR
FHSCHERIO s S5 2, 58 SCPU R AN 7] S0 S AL IR In iR A i, HAA € SR
o IR.0;:Trks — Ac, X TAEMT — DR BEAR | DURAE R — S BRE&AZ « 3062 0,(7) e A, (Ist(r)) , BV SR M iR 4
0, AR BE AR 1 58 LT A PR 5 45 B W 3k 3 40 1) B S o 5

o Ir.0;:Trks > Ac, : X P 2 A R 12 1, B ©, 3 2 Ist(t,) = Ist(t,) , FB 4 B BE A& i K 3%k 5 40 [B) 1) 3 4, B
0,(t)) =0,(t,) KL, B RE A4 i LR B0 FUR R 48 A AT KPR AR T P s A BRI A2

e iR.0;:Trks > Ac, :KfLF IR RIS, A [F 25 T W4 A FBRBAE o M1, 00 3 proj,(t,) = proj,(t,) , U
0.(1,) = 0,(t,) . EL WL HL R, iR WS /R B BB § FEAT AR 5 25 T0 % X 40 (1 BR B 42 L B £ [/ — AN s 4.

o ir0;Trks — Ac, :ir & T iR F Ir BIFTA 55 2L 7E ir 5, 02R Ist(t)(0) = Ist(t,)([) )0 0, (1) = 0,(x,) .BI A
REfA 1 (BRI 2 T 1 B 1) R IR A SR Wk £ — D 3 A

MR ES A A FRRHANEA MBS o- KIS A P HTA B A1 o- HEHE K R 10 4 4 BT
0, =1{0,|ic A}, HH ce{IRILiR,ir} AT 0, ()RR aek i 75 0, H I HHE.

Y B REREE A2 RIS g ARIKA o- 5% 0, ,LL Out_(g,0,) K7~ A HKI BT B RS ™ 4% 4% ISR I 0,
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WEFEE, NHTHUIRAS g JFU6, R T E 7T R A2 AR &, Bl X TAE & e Out,(g,0,) #H n(0) =g, LA RAT & i %)
J2 0 fAAEBRE ZNE a e Mn())) it 2 n(j+)=8(n(j), o) FIXF T A & Bk ie A, a(i) =0, ()(n(0)...n(j)) AL
2.5 RBMSIZEEATL

22 B I %5 1% 4 (alternating-time temporal logic, i #% ATL)/2 CTL ) — ™ P AE 42 BR A2 5 3A) 3 B 4 o ik
GEAERAE (A) HA A N —DERIERES.
5 X 4.ATL BRI T :

@:=p|=0[ ¢ v 0, [((A)Xe | ((ANGO (AN U,

Hp AcAgt.

RS S EMRER G I=((Q, A, 1,8, Q) Yags L) ERPIRAS g 1 ATL A3 o AN R 1 g =, o 18
T prR a8 E X

o Jgl=,p HHMHgelp);

o gl e HAM AL, 0

o gl o ve, HHMA g, 0B gl=, 9,;

o gl (ANXe X HAUHAFE NS o- 5 0, 4T BT 4% n e Out (g,0,) #H La() =, ¢ ;

o Lgl=, (ANGe B AN HAFIE— NS o- KM 0, T 1A %48 neOut (g,0,) JEEMEZ] j20,

WA 1,1 =, 9
o Jgl= (ANoUe, 4 HAUHIEE— NS o- HKEE 0, X T BT 8842 n e Out (g,0,) ,EBAFELE— IS %1
J20 613 1, n(j) |=, @, ML IF BT FrA I 2 0 <i<g #A 1, n() |=, ¢, L.

fERERA THREAR o UHMU U T M4 BYIIEIRAHH L o ZBEUY, AT BUE X ATL £ CGS R4 I
138 S, v P

B — MA@ JEFIE ST, BT B A8 AR FH R — AN SR 2810 BIFR N 2 6 4 (1 SRS SRR — 3, R 2N
A= % B A (L3P UK{L,2))Xe) 7F IR 1 S — 0.1 78 F Al SO, B T4 R fd 3 1) g 2
BT 2 p UK{L.2}0) Xo Fl @ B A B 2 AN [A], 8] 1k 2 A — 2 ).

1+ HH 2 #5 (computation tree logic, fij FX CTL)A& ATL 2 #1— P45k 725, H R AT (Ao AT A 4
it 5 @ B (DY) RnFT A 4% 818 .CTL /£ Kripke 451 (1915 X L.

SEH 1L4E IS RYEI=((Q, Aci, A,,8,Q ) ag - L) R A g Al ATL A ¢, BL T 4518 AL

(1) Jgl=p @ W RAATH & 1.

() Leglg ¢ M Igl=, @ FHBE PTIME-5E % ()12,

(3) Jglr e BHAMA T g, o

4 Jgl=, o AEEPNP5E % O8]

E#:Dima and Tiplea iF ¥ 7 ATL /£ CGSs I ({5 UG 25 0] fUAE iR 3757 N A& A ] 30 (U ok B R AL
B i) AR 2 31— AMUAL B AR RE IR CGS R4 G il 2 ATL A3 (({1,2}1)G ok 1 1A] . Ktk R 7% T4 1% CGS
RAFHNE—A IS KRG LAE 1gl=, ({1,21)G ok M HAY G FIRE g 78 iR 353 2 (({1,21))G ok .

%18 CGS R% G=(Q,Qp, At AC, (=) ag» M8, L) X TAF B BB 1,1 Q = 1Q),...QN} WK A& ~ £ Q LI
SR RAE L gl R IRES g 12 Q ISR 2K T A (({1,21))G ok 11 5, & HEMA 3 HISEAN 2 Q4 A RE M L 7T i
JEE R~ AT LB O N E R K R g ~, gt M EAY g=g" AU ~, NERANEM KR,

g IRE g MEEA a=(a,,a,,a;) ,Bh o, RIRENEH a=(o,,0,,(05,8)) -
FE SIS RS I=((Q,, Ac;, Ay, 8, Q) )iags L) Forih:
o Ac, =Ac, =Ac,Ac; =AcxQ;
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o WTAEEM LS g0, 2 ALY 8(g,)=¢';

o M(g'h=loJae(gi)gdg'l};

o Q'={lgllgeqQ};

XFF AR ({1,210)G ok , RA B Aefk 1 F1 2 FF S FEELE iR-FE, T A fA 3 & KA IR-H0E M4 ATL
B, T, g =0 ({1,230G ok M HAY G FIRAE ¢ 78 iR 50 2 ({1,21))G ok .

(J.'17 bl (a1,b1) (az,b1]
(az,b2) (l] b2) (as, b1 (az,b1) (a1,b1)
G,g bl tart (327 bz)
star (a1, ba)
start —>
(a‘l!bl)
(a2, 02) (az,by)

Fig.1 Local transition graphs of A and B
B 1R EEIR A R B IR IR A H R

2.6 =fl

R ARG J=((Q;, Ac;, 4,8, Q) )i cag, L) Fh

o Agt={A,B};

° Qi =1{A;,A,},Qp ={B,,B,,B3};

° Ac,={a,a,},Acy={b,,b,} ;

o 5, M B 1 PR, R FRR REVIRES LR ORES TR K R IL B RARR 2 B B AR A 3 1
° Ma={A{aa, A {8, A ={B:{b,}.B,:{b;,b,}.By:{b } } ;

® QOA:{Al}ng:{BI};

e L(eva)={(A,,B,)};

A A IR R G R LK 2.

start —

Fig.2Transitionrelation of system
K 2 2 RRESTH KR
%18 ATL 2~ 3K =(({B}))True U eva AR I B HEMR A IR (AL B L FZNME a), RGUHHENIRES
(A1LB)FEARZS (A BN WK B L ZNE by, A BN a; WK B LN E by, A IWFEBNE ay, RGUKHENIRES
(ALB3)s & A BRI FEENTE a), RAEEVRES(ALB). WL R B, R G KA 2 FIIRIRES (ALB,). K X T =
H o e {IR,Ir,iR,ir},J,(A,,B,))|=,0 #BA KT
B AR S B S T o, BB T 2 A% [ W0 2% oh B 5 e — B R AR, A i BV AR A PR RV O T B
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I REAE, A 7T I 221 SR HL At B8 RE A O F2 388 15 SR SR IBCHL A ) R4 14 )= B0 IR S TR 7E 3R 9] 7 v A ROKE A SR
RAPRGN in IR (ALB)I A REEEFFEIAE a WK B I FEBNE by, RGN FIIK(AL,B). R UL, B REAA (1
SR SRS 2 2RI AL 128 1A 45 SR AT B4 (1 52 WL T A 22 ML PR SO, T8 i o0t SR 24 HEAT i A BGALE, [ CGS
AN IS RTINS IR 2 574 22 8 BB A AR G A A X A 1) L, AR SRS A AR R 8 51 N A SRS DX 20 i R 4
TR BE A P SR SRR, N T S80I 1 R SRR (L)

3 ETREEAXBNBERS

W BTSSR LR R 2 B
FEH T RS R R R R, AN
3.1 TIS#RA

X 6.3 T HME S K i B¢ R Fi(typed interpreted system, fij FX TIS)#& —4~ - 04

2R G2 I IR AE ZRAE T8 SRR T7 AT SR A7 A A A2 IR AR 3K — 19, A 30K
REVR SI N J 1 g 28 7

T2(.A)

Horp:

o ‘I=(<Qi’ACi’>"i>6i’Qi0>iEAgpL) %gﬁﬁg%%/%éﬁ,

o A:Agt— {IR,Ir,iR,ir} 52 — AW bR K, Dy BN R BE AR SC IR — e SR SR TR

TIS K IF WS F A% GE iR 2 495 rhons B AR AN A IR B A 1 2 S MR 5 B0 8 SORmE . 5 B AR 15 3Ok
SE SR BEAAR (0 SRS AN [F), 78 TIS AR rb B RE A4 (0 SRS 2878 ey TIS B4t o AG) o B e 1 HAER M AG)-
M.

YHE MR BRRE A AA BOIRE SRS A T B R AR I SRS AL B R 2 A B

0, =10, |ieA,0/EAG)-TRME} .

A 0,(0) TR EEIE 1 7E 0, HITREE,LLS, Fn A BTl AT RERIECG SRR AE & DN Re R dE & A FIYD
UIRAS g P BRA Sl 0, F1 05 ME—HhAfE T — % 4642 Path(0,,05) £ n i & n(0) = g , DA ATE — I Z1 j,#
7B A s E aek@() , i B nG+)=8(n(j),a) , H H % F 1 & icA,a)=0,30)n(0)..x3) ; 1F =
ieA,a() =05 ({)(n(0)..n(j)) .4 & B AEAE S AVIERE g — MEAHIE 0, 78 X

Out(g,0,) 2 UGKESK Path(6,,0,) .

BSE 1.4 5% TIS T=(J,A) MIE GE1KE & AN THEE o e (IR iR, ir} M FTH i e AAG)=c N LL T 458 ko

D 0,2 HF ARN—NEE o- WU HAN 0, /2 TH A KBS TR,

2) XWTFTH AKEE—ANBARO,,Out(g,0,)cOut_(g,0,);

3) P ieA WL AG=IR B FAER A T H A IS 5K 0, , Out(g,0,) = Out_(g,0,) .

UEB ARIE B A o- SRNE A& SR 1Y) 08 S, D 2T 5 .

Out(g,0,) c Out_(g,0,) : Xt T 4T & % 12 neOut(g,0,) ,if B neOut (g,0,) MBI v R &% — 4% % £
n=g,g,.... 3t 1 g = g BN T B REARE A SRAAFAERE S G 0,={0]ic A} eS; MM %I m>0,g,.,=8(g,,0,)
FRALL A o, AEFTE B RER B A SIE RIST TR R i e A, B a, () =0,3)(gy..g,) L0 THEAERicA, A
0, (1) = 05 (1)(8o--.8) AL AR IE T VA L 77 4R B ) B 42, — EAFAE T Out, (g,0,) H1. K It 2) BT,

Out(g,0,) 2 Out _(g,0,) :iF X T1L B 12 n e Out (g,0,) #iH neOut(g,0,) L. WA KR n=g,g,...,
Hipg =g HEEE m20, g,,,,=8(g,,,0,,) BIL RN T8k ic A, a, () =0;0)(g..-8n) BLILIN FEAE R
m>0, & Gk icA, AT A 050)(ggn)=0t, (1) . X T & B & icA, B T AG=IR , W FH 0; eS; , i 17
meOut(g,0,) MAL.LE b 3)or.

B 6.45 7 — A TIS T2 RA g M ATL A0 o U B T,g|= ¢ i 0 R IHgE X:
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e TglEpHHMHgelp);

e TglE—oHHHT,gk—0;

o Tglove, HHMNATg=¢ M T, gl=0,;

o T,gl=(ANXe Y HUHFE—ANIA HHE 0, 5 TAEE R neOut(g,0,) #HA T, |=9;

o Tgl=(ANGe 4 HALSAEAE — DR KK 0, 5 TF & B 4% e Out(g,0,) ,AEAEMTIN %] j>0 #i 47

T,m(j) = ¢;
o T,gl=(AYe,Up, X B B A —ANBLAKIE 0, X F Fr f B 12 neOut(g,0,) , #8775 — A %1
20 818 T,n(j) |= @, oL, B THIBENZ 0<i< j#E T,nd) =0, .

I 2.ATL 7E TIS b B BYAS £ i) f5 2 A v] 4158 1.

TE BT AR B 1 [ E W, A DA B R LI R L1 28) — A 1S T 2 562 (({1,23))G ok il & i A T
RERUA] ARG B — A TIS R G T=,A) ,H A 3 2 A() = AQ2) =ir, AB) = TR AT KE B R ALAS KL 17 3R 20 31
ATL 7E TIS #& B 25 ]

HTE® 2, HEEEIE TIS R4 T=(0,A) & A:Agt — {IR,Ir,ir} (¥ 1 B 45 25 1] 55 A& S0 B 50 9% 2
Az Agt — {IR,Ir,ir} ff) TIS 58S A5 ol (22 ATL A3 H B ek 4 402 Ir 8L ir 2884, BIFTH ATL A3
LR (A A2 IR i e A U AG) € {Ir,ir} ST — R 0, BRI E 32 8 B iR v 7 2,88 F5 R R R

32 BREREHX

Xt FATAR] — AN AR, U SR LSRG SRR Tr B8 i, A0 4 L S W K i A PR A4 TR Lk P DA ek A f i B R 0
A%%dﬂiﬁﬁ%ﬁ%,m:ﬁ%ﬁﬁm TIEW.4 € TIS R4 T M ATL A0 ¢ 7 H A ¢ FH IR B4 2 Ir 8¢
ir J0, H(pHT?@Tﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ/\iﬁqvEﬁ%&%é.ﬁéﬁhﬂﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬁu,%ﬁl)\ L VNS

Y EBERSIRAE S A FISRIE ST R B A Agt — (IR, Ir,ir} , A® FoRBEEMAES A T L ie AN 4 H
X2 AG) € {Ir,ir} . FL TR £: AN xQ > Ac EEESH R MERic AN [ERRE geQ,

D f,g)eh(g);

2) SR AG) =i UAHERRE g'e Q& g(i) = g'() AL, f(,g) =f(,g").

HEWA KRB L), feFA R TIS R4 T, T(F,f) £ —4 Kripke 451 (Q,Q,,8. L), HH 8" % L N:
q'ed'(q) BHA Y q=(q-9 )9 = (q')>-rq") SAE—DEEEENE o € Ac Wil 2 U1~ 251

) 8(g,0)=q";

2)  AHEEicAgt Eie AN M £(,q)=al);WEie AN M fi,q)=al).
Bk LA A Bk

N ATL A3 @, TIS &5 T=(((Q;, Ac; 44,8,,Q0)ipg- L) A)

HE: (ol

MC(T, ¢)

1.begin

2.switch ¢ do

3. case @=p :returnL(p);
4 case 0= —¢' :returnQ/MC(T, ¢');

5 case 0=, v ¢, : returnMC(T, ¢,) UMC(T,9,);

6. case O=((A))op':

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=0¢;
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12.  for eachf € F} do
13. S:=SU (ﬂfgFKA MC(T(f, £), (D)) ;

14. end for
15. return S;
16. end switch
17. end
llolly VHEEITE WL 1 Fs, H i B T — AN 45 € 1 Kripke 858971 CTL A3 o, MC(K, ¢) 3& B 2 A 1
@ HPIRAS B 45, 1% I 8 n] LA7E 22 T3 1) pay g 2L AR SR BE BN — > ATL A3 o F1—AN TIS R4 Tl 2450
PIZEA T T B L T ARKPRSES B 21T~ SITEM S W ESEAR o=(AYe' . 1T ¢ T REA ik
BN d=((AN " 19T 2 3% T 1 B o, R FH 38 U3 o, 2 T R0 2 0 2 A sURPIR S 4 AR X 2 A B 4
R B 1 J T R R SR LBRALCER 7 AT~58 10 A7) AR BT R ie A, A(D) e {Ir,ir} BT, H Uk A AR
A (1 57 % 50 R R A PR 1, BT LI I A 38 VR BRI — 4% AT R (0 SRS X A Al A R R AR RIS (M SRR A £ e L LB
JEFTAT A (RIS T A SR 2800 Tr B ir 25 BE 4K, (R B0 AL 28 BT AT 7T B 1) SFS 2 45 T SR 28 780 TR (1 45 4
B JOBR (09, 0TI b A 26 0 A7 A B DR oK 1] R 8] CTL 7 Kripke S5 44 T 5 280 6 25 ) . 3 36 22 JAR
g el (AN |l; U BAUCHFFAE— AN A % 0, (I T3 12 471 ), /TR 645 neOut(g,0,) #H 2 ¢RI HAY
PR — A S 0, XTAERCA NS 0 (I T56 13 4710 ©)AE R B8 4% 7 e Out(g,0, @0, ) #FI 2 ¢, 3L
0, @0, L MB A N L TR § € Agt AEE ARG g€, ’
(0, ®0;,)(0)(8) =0, (D)(g)if ic A
(0, ©05,)(0)(8) = 05, ()(g)if i€ Al

W T(F, £) 58 AT W6 TR g, T(F, F) ) Paths(g) Z47 T Out(g,0, @ 0,) -

BB 345 —A TIST=(J,A) W & A: Agt — {IR, Ir,ir} B % T Frfg ATL 2 20, Ho bt B0 B BE Ak 1 155 I8 25
B A() e {Ir,ir} 3 /2 B B BYRS £5 in) @ AT 7E EXPTIME P 2 7.

UE B IE R ATL £5 89 U390 5 V08 9,53 F p,—¢' o, v o, 5518 T AR BT, IR AN 75 B 3% 2 ((A))¢' . H
T A R e AR BE R A ir B Ir SRS, DRk FY R BR B — — X R E S, R IR A RS 0, IR, B b R 2 —
— X LB Sy I A SRS 05 L 7E T(F,f) Hh Paths(g) 5 T HH{E4E 0, B0 N T M g R0
Out(g,0, ®0,,) .

ge ﬂ?gF£ MC(T(f, £), (D))" 24 HALS A nt e Out(g,0,, ) A2 2 20 ¢ . B 1k 15k Fl 7.

53 FE:CTL 1E Kripke 4544 b B8 BUAS 25 [ 8 A 7 22 IR 1) 4 A o, B0 1 P 6-14 AT R BB R AN i
VA, F AT ES PR B 2 0 | Ac [ IR 1 AT LYE EXPTIME Y&

£V 1ZAERR A FEFRFEE T ATL*2 %, R 552X MC(K, ) A CTL*7E Kripke 45 #4) 15 2 6 75 54
V2 RIAT AN G b 2 B TT DAAR 25 5 M i R AR Ko Ron R BE AR 1 ATE o A

4 ShTMC #E&EHET B XL

WA b I SR A SCE TR R MCMASPAP R 815280 7 45T OBDD 17 5 AL IR ALK 75
T.H ShTMC.MCMAS X H fft B R 4i 4 215 = (interpreted systems programming language, & #% ISPL) &k £ 4~ %
BRI B S R 2 P ALHS CTL. ATL 45T OBDD HIfF S54RI AT & R E T R G E B, MCMAS
A RAE SC— PR 1) 4 e A, MUY 34 45 (Environment). PR35 A1 58 SCIRARZS A5 8 AT LA 4 30 B0 3 48 A 2 R A4 WL 42
B IXRE AT LAY D 5 B8 A4 A 1) [R) 25 ROl A5 A SCTE ISPL 5 5+ 388 0 4 66 44 5% s R B 0 15 72 FH - TIS a4, (R i)
k7K T EER AR AR X — R

NYBGAIE A SC T 3R H U A RE, LI 44 13 ——DCP(Dining  Cryptographers Protocol) & 28 Fift 4 5], 7E
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Cygwin ‘P& FHEATSEE DCP A2 — /N T 523 A ] e Mk 1) B il 22 4 B 42 0808 30 0 3 T4 R il 4R L B
25 BRGS0 B B BRI R AR xR kAN L — R AR R SRR HE A ST, T R R
— AN DA B B R ARATT I R 3 AT D A 9l B R R ) R AR b S AN A 9 TR BRURA, L At AT A R i 2
AR FAT T A& W AR XA e AR T R AP AN N B — A 5 Hh X 5 1 B 1, DA 4G SR R
HAVRE#E B SRR AR B A BN EBE AR5 A N RIS R A S 50 BrE N, B B R 4 i Al ARFE B 2 78 U
N (4 B T IE e T 2 7 — S50 S SR AN % 5 DL 2 B 4 SAE TR At 45 0 PR B 7 O RO R — B
5 R AR SR IR A B ) 95 T2 A e (B AN BE I A T — B0 B R — B 1E TS — E08 R — B0,
BEHE, T S A AN N B <Al T O RO AN — 350, 384 X R R SR B L R — AN B R 01 S IR (EX A B A R
W, Ath 25 R 573 A2 N 48 15 R 2, 0 SR PR <R T T R AR R — B0 BN B AR B TR 4 TR ol 2 B ARATT 0 R 32
ST

FEIX AN b B S %5 5 AT DL RO — A R AR, K R EDIR S E B AR R Y 01 T 3 AT B
(B :paid,not-paid) Fl & 75 & I 4 1 1E S 1 — B(Bl :see-equal,see-different FIHIEH{E empty), HA2& 75 7 HF 2 M IE
S TH — 250 A 3 V8 Z) i (B :say-equal,say-different F1 4] 45 {H none). [K 1k, %515 7 1) R EIR S E N 6 . B INE —
AR B AR A T @A AN SR 53 R AR B IR R (BP0 A DS L H REBIRESEE N 8 N RS EN
8x 6" AHAEIX ARG AR FTE &R IRAE AT L, LI fE k=3 i, T iA M 4 Rk S 5 R 1A 96 4.

£ 5%F DCP B A SCIGAIE T ATL A 3X:<agent1>F(odd -> (agent1paid or agent2paid or agent3paid)).i% 2 342
Y M ShTMC T.E Pk e BE = A i 10, o b agent] fAF S R 1agentlpaid RoRFL R 1 T T8
%% agent2paid 1 agent3paid Z51LL.0dd F~A A HCS A 75 B <R i IE R IA — 20

THRERT ShTMC A & T HXT DCP R4 MSIESS R I 58— 545 7 259 580 m(n) £ — 3%
A m AN ER 5L AT n AN BRSO i ARSI AR R IR SRR ST PRI R AR AR OR A IR SRME KA 5 B4
7RG AR RSHCE S =41 /& BDD H A R AR B HG A VU S 45 1 AT I 1) ,--- 2R I ()R 40 23 58 1o
B4 T BDD Firfd H i) A /7. BDD A8 5 I 7 #2 i MCMAS BRILFHE.

Table 1Experimental Results
R 1SLgmai R

B RE R R AR A SR & kAR BDD 22 & ¥ AT I 1] (F) THFENAEOE)
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
33) 96 4096 35 1.511 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 1048576 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 1048576 65 2270.37 220.71
6(6) 1344 16777216 65 - -

M AT LAY SR DY m I W SR BT AT R B3 AR A i S (R n=m), B0 2 AT AR S R S m>n>0
I /b X R A A R RE AT i SR IR, BE MRS TE 1 [X 20 4 JR IR A Wi R EE £ [7] — AN ah R R8T &
P R RS AN A S — AN B DR RER AR i I AR U BE e 5 (7] — B F 1R Be A mT DL 3% 58 2 3 {F:,
AP 33K 2 AN R S FRPR A P35 — O THT, #E A [R]85 0 % O iy B SR i SRR IR R AR B I 2R FL &



12 Journal of Software ¥4+ 1R

AR EESBUE 1 HEEZ BT BRE m>6 N, RGN 0% (5 BDD #&EHH A K, W
ShTMC ] BLSG IE R 5K 1 2R 4.

5 HiEERE

BEXT DAL TAETE 2 8 Rk R 40 h 3 Be AR SR R JT 2B B AN &, AR SR Y T s SR IS R B MR RE R G
%2 B RE AR R GUBAY 1% RGBT SO VE 55 RE MR AT T (1) SR MG B8 7. LA ATL 3B 8 N 1, AR SCIF 9T T ATL B4R 1
T ARG ST R RE R8T (A5 SORVSE AL Aar 25 1] L. b TR B R 0K R 7 ik 5, ATL BB A 5 R0k 1) RAS W] 4 L 1A
AT B8 — PR R A SN SR R R R 40, Hoh 78 ATL A sRBRA B HR A b DL A B BEAR T LS T 8] ir
WS ST F AR e AR T LUZ IR,ir B Ir SRR EY 52 HH 7 — A EXPTIME & 44 5 BAR BY K A5 5500, 1 1k 9 5
W7 THJFEA ShTMC.

ASAAL AR B3 2 8 AR Ak R 40 Hh 5 B AR SR B 7 AR B 2 R B0 T AR, M A R 2 10 RA £ Ja 81K
AHFFE ) HAh 3k J1 5 38 1) ATL SB35 R, I ATL* Strategy Logic 15 SCRIAR A 2 1) 15, 2) HoAth ] g (1) 5%
W A TR, T R A T ok SR A B A
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