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Abstract

The main focus of this paper is on bisimulation-invariant ™S
and more particularly on giving a novel model-theoreticrapgh

to it. In model theory, a model companion of a theory is a first-
order description of the class of models in which all potahti
solvable systems of equations and non-equations havaoswut
We show that bisimulation-invariant MS O on trees gives tloeleh
companion for a new temporal logic, “fair CTL”, an enrichrhen
of CTL with local fairness constraints. To achieve this, viieg
completeness proof for the logic fair CTL which combinedealbix
and Stone duality, and a fair CTL encoding of the automatéhier
modal p-calculus. Moreover, we also show that MSO on binary
trees is the model companion of binary deterministic failCT

Keywords modal and temporal logic, monadic second order logic,
tree automata, model companions

1. Introduction

Our main aim in this paper is to introduce the mathematicatept
of model-completeness into the study of MSO, which is funeiam
tal to computer science, and to connect it to temporal trgie lén
a slogan, our main thesis is that monadic second order lgjite
model companiownf temporal logic.

While model-completeness, as many topics in computer sci-
ence, has its origins in mathematical logic, since the e20§0’s
this concept has become relevant for computer science. Tis¢ m
important application of model-completeness concernenaated
reasoning in first-order logic, in particular, for combigifirst-
order decision procedures in the case of non-disjoint sigaal(Ghilardi
2004). We plan further applications to conservativity ofaogy
extensions (Ghilardi et al. 2006).

In this introductory section, we give some background and mo
tivation for model companions and we then describe our main ¢
tributions in this paper.

Solving equations and model companions.Finding solutions
to equations is a challenge at the heart of both mathematids a
computer science. Model-theoretic algebra, originatirith ihe
ground-breaking work of (Robinson 1951, 1963), cast thiblam
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of solving equations in a logical form, and used this settingplve
algebraic problems via model theory.

The central notion is that of axistentially closed modekhich
we explain now. Call a quantifier-free form@lavith parameters
in a modelM solvableif there is an extensiod/’ of M where
the formula is satisfied. A modél/ is existentially closedf any
solvable quantifier-free formula already has a solutiofviritself.

For example, the field of real numbers is not existentialtyset,
but the field of complex numbers is.

Although this definition is formally clear, it has a main draw
back: it is not first-order definable in general. However, orntd-
nate and important cases, the class of existentially closedels
of T are exactly the models of another first-order thebry In this
case, the theor™™ can be characterized abstractly as thedel
companiorof T' (cf. Definition[4.]).

Thus, the model companion of a theory identifies the class of
those models wheral satisfiable existential statements can be sat-
isfied For example, the theory of algebraically closed fields & th
model companion of the theory of fields, and dense linearrerde
without endpoints give the model companion of linear orders

Logic and algebra. The well-known Lindenbaum-Tarski con-
struction shows that classical propositional logic cquoggls to

the class of Boolean algebras. In the same way, intuitierisgic
corresponds to Heyting algebras, and many modal and tempora
logics correspond to classes of Boolean algebras enrichibdpr
erators, cf., e.g.. (Rasiowa and Sikaorski 1970). In thistextn an
existentially closed algebra corresponds to a proposititireory
where ‘all solvable logic equations actually have a sohiti@ut

do model companions exist in algebraic logic?

Model companions in algebraic logic. Boolean algebras have a
model companion: the theory of atomless Boolean algebrias. T
first results on model companions in modal logic were negativ
the class of existentially closed modal algebras for théchmsdal
logic K is not elementary_(Lipparini 1982). This initially disceur
aged further investigations in this direction, until thepsising re-
sult (Pitts 1992) that second order intuitionistic progiosial cal-
culus can be interpreted in ordinary propositional intuitstic cal-
culus. As pointed out ir (Ghilardi and Zawadow/ski 1997)s tta-
sult precisely says that the theory of Heyting algebras hasdel
companion. We refer to the boadk (Ghilardi and ZawadowskiZz200
for a more complete picture of the subsequent literature odein
companions for modal and intuitionistic logics.

One way to interpret the already cited result thatdoes not
have a model companion is that the basic modal language is too

1 In some contexts, including the ones in this paper, quanfife formulas
reduce to systems of equations; the notion is then alsaodcaligbraically
closed
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poor. In order to obtain a first-order setting where ‘all sdile
equations can be solved’, we need to enrich the languagéiso t
end, we will add certaifixpointsto the modal language.

Infinite words and LTL. As a first step, in our forthcoming pa-
per (Ghilardi and van Gdol 2017?), we showed that a class ¢édoo
algebras corresponding to linear temporal logic LTL (PHL@Y7)

has a model companion. Moreover, this model companion is the
theory axiomatized by the sentences which are true in the spe
cial LTL-algebra given by the power set of the natural nuraber
In more intuitive terms, LTL has a model companion, and ‘it is
monadic second order logic’, viewed here as the first-oreory

of a powerset Boolean algebra with operators. An importagts-
dient for the proof of this result is the fact (Biichi 1962athhe
Buchi acceptance condition for automata on infinite worals loe
converted into an existential formula in linear temporajito

Main contributions of this paper: infinite trees and fair CTL.
In this paper, we exhibit model companions for the much more
challenging ‘branching time’ case.

The most obvious candidate replacement for LTL is compu-
tational tree logic CTL|(Clarke et El. 1986). This logic, rewer,
turns out not to be sufficiently expressive. Tiirst contribution
of this paper is therefore the design of an extension of CTL (c
Sectior2). The choice for this extension, that we call ‘fairL,
is dictated by the fact that we want a logic such that bisitiorta
invariant MSO is its model companion. For this purpose welnee
a temporal logic that can express, in a quantifier-free weaeycon-
cept of “successful run” of a tree automaton. The logic faliLC
seems a ‘minimal’ extension of CTL which is sufficient forghi
purpose.

The main change in moving from CTL to fair CTL is that
we replace the unary CTL operatBlG by a binary operator. A
formulaEG(, v), when interpreted in an infinite tree, will mean
‘there exists ayp-fair branch (i.e. an infinite path on which is
true infinitely often) wherep always holdsf] This operator can be
characterized as a greatest post-fixpoint of a CTL-formusiag!
the ‘until’ connectiveEU. The natural candidate axiomatization
for fair CTL therefore consists of suitable fixpoint axiomsda
rules for these operations. In Sect{dn 3 we prove (Thedrélh 3.
that this candidate axiomatization is in fact complete wébpect
to the intended models. This result is obtained via a nofmatri
tableaux procedure, adapting ideas already introducedve &
partial proof of completeness for the mogakalculus inl(Kozen
1983), combined with some basic notions and techniques from
modal logic and Stone duality.

Using this result, as owecond contributionwe prove (Theo-
rem[4.9) that the class of algebras corresponding to the fagi
CTL has a model companion. Moreover, this model companion
can be axiomatized using the conversion of monadic secatet or
logic into the modaj:-calculus and back to bisimulation invariant
monadic second order logic (Janin and Walukielvicz 1996)inAs
the case of linear temporal logic sketched above, a maiedignt
is that the acceptance condition of the appropriate clagstoimata
(in this caseu-automata) is expressible as an existential formula,
using the new operators in fair CTL.

For ourthird contribution , we considebinary fair CTL, i.e.,
the logic obtained from fair CTL by adding two deterministic
modalities and an axiom saying that the ‘next’ operatois the
union of these two. We prove (Theor€ém 4.15) that the modelcom

2 Although similar in spirit, our ‘fair CTL’ is not the same a€TL with
fairness constraints’ (called FCTL in (Emerson and|Lei )p86ecause in
the latter fairness constraints are fixed once and for alll@sag external
constraints, and do not recursively change inside a formula

panion for the class of binary fair CTL-algebras ‘is’ the radit
second order logic S2S; more precisely, it is the first-otdeory
of the powerset Boolean algebra of the full infinite binaletr

Paper outline. The paper is organized as follows: in Secfidn 2, we
introduce fair CTL, its syntax, its semantics and some wsicSec-
tion[3 proves completeness theorems by means of suitabl&atab
constructions, relying on definable contextual connestive Sec-
tion[4, we show our results about existence of model companio
and their relationships with monadic second order logictiSe[d
concludes. For space reasons, most proofs are omittedsd=ta

be found in the appendix to this paper.

2. CTL with fairness constraints

In this section, we introduce the logic ‘fair CTL', CTLfor short,
which is a variant of the computation tree logic CTL with fess
constraints built in.

—The logic CTLY —

We introduce syntax (Def—2.1), semantics ([Jef] 2.2), andvan
iomatization (DeflZ) for the temporal logic CTL

Definition 2.1. (Syntax of CTLf.) The basic operation symbols
of CTLY are0-ary symbol_L, unary symbols- and<, and binary
symbolsv, EU andEG. We define the followinglerived opera-
tions

e aAb:=—(-aV-b),

e (g := ~<Ca,

¢ AR(a,b) := =EU(—a, —b), and
¢ AF(a,b) := =EG(—a, ).

Letp = {p1,...,pn} be afinite set of propositional variables. By
a CTL -formula with variables irp we mean a term built up in-
ductively by applying operation symbols of Cflto propositional
variablesp € 5. We denote by CTL(7) the set of CT -formulas
with variables inp. <

CTL’-formulas can be interpreted fransition systemsas fol-
lows.

Definition 2.2. (Semantics of CTL.) A transition systenis a pair
(S, R), whereS is a set and? is a binary relation or$. An R-path
is a (finite or infinite) sequence of nodese S such thats; Rs;+1
for all .. WheneverR is clear from the context, we omit it and refer
to the transition system &s, and toR-paths as paths. F@ra set
of variables, gp-colouring of a transition systens$' is a function
o:8 = P(D).

Let (S, R,o) be ap-coloured transition system. THercing
relation, I, between nodes € S and formulasy € CTLf(ﬁ)
is inductively defined as follows:

sl L,

sl piff p € o(s),

sk = iff s 1)t 4,

sk p1 Vg iff s -4y or s IF hg,

s I O iff there existss’ € S such that Rs” ands’ I- v,
s Ik EU(%1,2) iff there existn > 0 and anR-path s
S0, ... ,Sn Such thats, I- 12 for all t < n ands,, I+ 1.

e s I EG(31,12) iff there exists an infiniteR-path s
S0, 81, - .. such thats; I+« for all ¢ and there exist infinitely
manyt with s; IF 1. <

Remark 2.3. For the derived operationsl, AR andAF, we have,

e s |- Oy iff for all s' € S suchthatRs’, s’ IF 1,
e s IF AR(¢1,%2) iff for all n > 0 and all R-paths s
80, - - - , Sn, €ithers; Ik i for somet < n, or s, I ;.



e s |- AF(¢n,12) iff for all infinite R-pathss = so, s1,...
such that there exist infinitely manywith s, ¥ 1», there exists
t such thats; I- 1)1. <

Convention 2.4. We henceforth assume ttedt transition systems
are serial i.e., for everys € S, there exists’ € S such thatsRs';
equivalently,&T is forced in all nodes.

In order to axiomatize our logic, we now introduce the quasi-
equational theory CTL

Definition 2.5. Thequasi-equational theor€TL? is axiomatized
by the following finite set of quasi-equatiéhs

(i) Boolean algebra axioms far, -, v,

(i) (Axioms K) OL = 1, Va,b: &(aVb) = Oa Vv Ob,

(i) (Axiom D) OT =T,

(iv) (Fixpoint axioms)Va, b, ¢ :
aV (bACOEU(a,b)) < EU(a,b), (EUsx)
[aVvV(bAOe)<c — [EU(a,b) <, (EUmin)
EG(a,b) < a AOEU(b A EG(a,b),a), (EGsix)
[c<aACEUMDBAca)] — [c<EG(a,b)]. (EGmax)

<

The models of the quasi-equational theory Gl be called
CTL?-algebras; we explicitly record the definition here.

Definition 2.6. A CTL?-algebrais a tuple
A= (A, LV, 0 EU EG)
such that

(i) the reduct(A, L, v, ) is a Boolean algebra;
(i) © : A — Ais a unary operation that preserves finite joins,
including the empty join,L;
(iiy OT =T;
(iv) EU and EG are binary operations orl such that, for any
a,be A,
e EU(a,b) is the least pre-fixpoint of the functiom —
V (bA<z), and
* EG(a,b) is the greatest post-fixpoint of the functign—
aANCEU(Mb Ay, a). <

This quasi-equational theory Cfland its associated class of
CTL/-algebras can be used to define a modal logic, in the following
standard way.

Definition 2.7. Letp = {p1,...,pn} be a finite set of proposi-
tional variables. Avaluationof 7 in a CTLf-algebraA is a func-
tionV : 5 — A. For any CTV -formulap(5) and valuatior?/ in a
CTL-algebrad, we write” (V' (p)) for theinterpretationof ¢ in
the CTL  -algebraA under the valuatiof.

An equationp(p) = o (p) of CTLf-formulas is calledvalid
if, and only if, it interprets to a true statement under aniaion
of the propositional variablesin any CTL -algebra. Two CTE -
formulas areequivalentif the equationy = 1 is valid. A CTL?-
formulay is called atautologyif ¢ = T is a valid equation, and
consistenif ¢ = L is not a valid equation; a CTi-formulay is
said toentail a formulay (writtenp F 1) or ¢ < 1) iff the formula
—p V 1 is a tautology. <

Notice that, for the derived operatiodsR and AF (Def.[2.1),
we have

® AR(a,b) =max{ce A|c<aA (bVDOc)},

3Here, and in what follows, we use the usual notation that< &
abbreviatesd Vb = b'.

e AF(a,b) =min{c € A|aVOAR(bV ¢,a) < ¢},
i.e., the following fixpoint rules hold foAR andAF:

AR(a,b) <a A (bV OAR(a,b)) (ARsx)
[c<an(bVvOc)] — [c<AR(a,b)] (ARmax)
aV OAR(bV AF(a,b),a) < AF(a,b) (AFsx)
[aVOAR(bVe,a) <c — [AF(a,b) <c]. (AFmin)

Remark 2.8. A modal algebrais a tuple(A, L, Vv, A, -, <) for
which (i) and (ii) in Definition 2.6 hold. The requirement iref)-
nition[2.8(iii) thatOT = T says that is in fact an algebra for the
modal logicKD. The operation&U andEG of a CTL-algebra

A are uniquely determined by its modal algebra reduct. Howeve
the operation¥U andEG do not exist in every modal algebrag

— Semantics via CTL -algebras—

The following example and proposition connect the semartfc
CTL? introduced in DefZ]2 with the definition of CTLalgebras
in Def.[2.8.

Example 2.9. The complex algebraf a transition systeniS, R)
is the tuple

P(S) (,P(S)vwvuvs\(_)7<>R7EUR7EGR):
where(P(S),0,U, S \ (—)) is the Boolean power set algebra of
the setS,

Or(a) := R '[a] = {s € S| there exists € a such thatRt},

andEUr andEGr are the unique binary operations makiP@S)
into a CTL -algebra. (Indeed, such operations exist becat(ss)
is a complete lattice.) <

Notice thatp-colouringse : S — P(p) correspond bijectively
to valuationsV' : p — P(S): giveno, we defineV, (p) := {s €
S |p € o(s)} for eachp in p, and conversely, givelr, we define
ov(v):=={peplveV(p}

Proposition 2.10. Let (S, R, o) be ap-coloured transition system.
For any CTL/ (p)-formulay ands € S, we have

slkp < se @F(S)(Vg(ﬁ)).
— Adding roots and binary determinism —

For later use, we define two expansions of the systeme(I:[l'Lf

and CTL ;. For CTL/, we add one basic constaiifwhose in-
tended interpretation is to be true in exactly one ‘root’ @dnlthe
transition system. For C'I’}(L0 1» We add two additional basic oper-
ations,X, and X1, whose intended interpretations are a determin-
istic ‘step left’ and ‘step right’ in the transition system.

Definition 2.11. (Syntax of CTIJ and CTLJ , ,.) Letp be a set of
proposition letters. We define the set q"l(ﬁ) of rooted CTL’-
formulas by adding one basic nullary operatidnto CTLS. We
define the set CTj_’O’l(p) of rooted binary CTL/-formulas by
adding two basic unary operatior’§y andX,, to CTL{ (@. <«

Definition 2.12. (Semantics of CT{. and CTL{ , ,.) A nodes in
a transition systenS, R) is called aroot if for every s € S there
is a path froms, to s, and there is no path ending g except for
the trivial path consisting of only,. A transition system is called
rootedif it has a (necessarily unique) root.

If (S,R) is a transition system with roots, we extend the
definition of the forcing relation of CTL(p) (Def.[2:2) to CTL’;(p)
by defining the additional base case

o s|FIiff s = sg.



A binary transition systenis a tuple(S, R, fo, f1) such that
(S, R) is a transition system, an¢b, f1 : S — S are unary
functions such thak = foU f1. If (S, R, fo, f1) is arooted binary
transition system, we extend the definition of the forcirigtien of
CTL{(p) to CTL{ , , (p) by defining, fori = 0,1,

o sl X;piff fi(s) IF . <

We now axiomatize the additional operatidnX, andX;, as
follows.

Definition 2.13. Theuniversal theory:TLf is obtained by adding
to the theory CTY (Def.[2.8) the sentences

(v) (Axioms forI)

o141,

e OEU(L, T) = 1L,

e Va:la 75 1] = I < EU(a, T)].
Models of CTL{ are calledrooted CTL/ -algebras concretely,
these are pairé\, T) whereA is a CTL' -algebra and € A satisfies
the axioms in (v).

The universal theoryCTLf,P’O’1 is obtained by adding to the

theory CTL/ the sentences

(vi) (Axioms for Xo, X1)
o Oa = Xpa V Xia,

and, fori = 0, 1:
e X, |l =1,Va,b: Xi(a V b) = X;a V X;b,
o X,—a = -X;a.

Models of CTL{ 0.1 are callecinary rootedCTL -algebras con-
cretely, these are tuples\, I, X, X1) where (A, I) is a rooted
CTL'-algebra an&, X; are unary operations ofi satisfying the
axioms in (vi). <
The complex algebraf a rooted transition systefit, R) with

root so is obtained by expanding the complex algelies) of
the transition system with the constant= {so}. The complex

algebraof a rooted binary transition system is obtained by further

expanding this algebra with unary operatidfg and X; defined,
fori=0,1anda € P(S), by

Xia:=f"'(a) ={s € S| f(s) € a}.

Note that the analogue of Propositibn 2.10 holds for ¢ Eind
CTLI ;.

Example 2.14. Let S be the set of finite sequencesd and1’s,
ie., S := 2". Fori € {0,1}, let f;(w) := wi, the sequence
obtained by appending the symbolto the end, and leR :=
foU f1 be the ‘child’ relation. TheliS, R, fo, f1) is arooted binary
transition system, called tHell binary treg with root the empty
sequence. <

3. Completeness

In this section we prove that our axiomatization of GTis com-
pletewith respect to tree-shaped transition systems. Algeaitgic
this will mean that complex algebras of such transition eyt
generate the whole quasi-variety of CFalgebras; a result that
will be used several times to establish our main results aiQe4.
The key theorem in this section, Thin.13.2 below, shows thetyev

consistent CTF-formula can be satisfied in a tree-shaped transi-

tion system.

This result, and its variants for rooted and binary éTL
algebras, require a rather technical and laborious talteastruc-
tion. Readers who are only interested in the bigger pictuag m
skip details in this section; the statements of Theoremd325
and3.26 are sufficient for continuing.

We first recall the definition and fix notation for trees.

Definition 3.1. A treeis a rooted transition systeift, R) such
that for everys in S, there is auniquepath from the root ta. A
tree naturally comes withartial order <, which is defined as the
reflexive transitive closure aR, and has the property that< v’
iff v lies on the unique path from the rootta <

As with transition systems, we will often suppress the notat
of the transition relatior?, and simply speak of a tre€. We are
mostly concerned with infinite trees, and we will always sfyeit
explicitly if a tree is finite. As with transition systems\ife only
say ‘tree’, then the tree is assumed to be serial, hencetmfihie
will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. For every consisten€TL’ -formula o (7), there
exists gp-coloured tree with root, such thatsg I- .

In the rest of this section, we fix a consistent GHormula
©o(P). Sinceypy is consistent, we may also fix a CTlalgebraA
and an interpretatio®” :  — A of proposition letters such that
0o (V(P)) # L. We will use these data to construcpaoloured
treeS, for which we will prove thatp, holds in the root.

Convention 3.3. SinceA, p andV are fixed throughout the rest of
this section, we will usually omit reference to them. In martar,

if o(p) is a CTL-formula, then we will denote the interpretation
of ¢ in A underV by ¢ as well, where we should actually write
©*(V (p)) for that element.

The proof of Theoreni 312 will be structured as follows. In
Subsectiof _3]1, we introduce a crucial syntactic tool thatcall
contextual operationsin Subsectiol_3]2, we then recall several
other more standard preliminary notions that play a rolehia t
proof: negation normal form, representation of modal algeb
Fischer-Ladner closure, and types. The heart of the carigiru
of thep-coloured treeS is in Subsectioh 313, where we inductively
construct the tree as a union of partial tableaux.

In Subsectiori_3]4, we will state the analogous completeness
theorems for the variants C¥land CTL ;.

3.1 Contextual operations and rules

The following syntactic definition is crucial to the compmeess
proof. The meaning of these operations will be clarified m st
of this subsection.

Definition 3.4. We introduce the following ternary operatioR§/ .
(‘contextualEU’") and AF. (‘contextual AF’) as abbreviations of
term operations in CT{:

* EUc(p,q,7) :=pV (¢ ANOEU(pAT,qAT)),
® AF.(p,q,r) := AF(p,q) A (pV OAR(q V r,p)). <

In Proposition 36, we will show thafU. and AF. can be
characterized as least fixpoints of operators very sinolénase for
EU and AF (cf. Def[28 and further). The only difference is that,
in the contextual versions dfU and AF, the proposition in the
third coordinate is added conjunctively to the fixpoint aate. The
third coordinate may therefore be thought of as a ‘contdadhce
the name. This idea (although not under this name) origénattn
the partial completeness proof for the mogatalculus inl(Kozen
1983). The additional piece of information that we proveehisr
that the contextual versions ®U and AF are themselves still
expressible in CTL, which is of course only a fragment of the
full modal p-calculus.

Proposition 3.5. For any elementp, ¢, r of a CTL”-algebra A,
we have:

1. EUc(p, q,7) is the least pre-fixpoint of the monotone function
z—=pV(gNO(rAz)), and



2. AF.(p,q,r) is the least pre-fixpoint of the monotone function
z+—pVOAR(qV (r Az),p).

Remark and Convention 3.6. Note that, for any, ¢, we have
EUC(p7 q, T) = EU(p7 q) andAFC(p7 q, T) = AF(p7 q) .

Thus, in the syntax of CT{, we can replace the operatBiJ by
EU. and the operatoAF by AF., and obtain an equi-expressive
formalism. For this reason, and in this section om will drop
the subscripté’ and simply use the notatior’S8U and AF for both
the ternary and the binary version§these operators. Any ‘binary’
occurrenc&U (g, ¥) or AF (¢, ) should be read dU(p, ¢, T)

or AF(p,%, T), respectively. Formally, this is only a syntactic
convenience, but it turns out to be very useful in the conepless
proof. <

The reason for introducing the contextual operations ifdhe
lowing lemma that we refer to as a ‘context rule’. This is tleesion
of (Kozem 1983, Prop. 5.7(vi)) that we need here.

Proposition 3.7. For any elements, ¢, r, v of aCTL’ -algebraA,
we have

1. ify AEU(p,q,r) # L, theny AEU(p,q,7 A ) # L,
2. ifyANAF(p,q,7r) # L, theny A AF(p,q, 7 A —y) # L.

3.2 Other preliminary notions

We recall and fix notation for negation normal form, repréaen
tion of modal algebras via ultrafilters, types, and Fisdtexiner
closure.

—Negation normal form —

It will be convenient to put CT{-formulas innegation normal
form.

Definition 3.8. Letp be a finite set of propositional variables. The
set of CTLf -formulas in negation normal forris defined via the
following grammar:

pu= L|T|p|l-p[Cp|Op|eVelpAp
[ EU(p, 9, x) | AR(p, %) | EG(p, %) | AF (¢, 9, Xx)

Note that negation is only allowed to be applied to proposil
variables. We do not need ternary connectivesNBrandEG. <

Lemma 3.9. AnyCTL?-formula is equivalent to £TLf -formula
in negation normal form.

Throughout the rest of this section, we assume all ETL
formulas are in negation normal form.

— Representation of modal algebras-

We will make use of the following representation of the modal
algebra underlying a CTi-algebra.

Definition 3.10. Let A be a modal algebra. Ttoial frameof A is
the pairA. = (A, R.), where

e A, is the set of ultrafilters of the Boolean algebta
® R, is the binary relation oX defined byx R.y if, and only if,
for everya € A, if a € ythen<a € z. <

Theorem 3.11. (Jonsson and Tarski 1951) Any modal algebra em-
beds in the complex algebra of its dual frame.

By contrast, not every CTi-algebras embeds into a complex
CTL’-algebra. An important part of Theorém 3.11 is worth record-
ing separately.

Lemma 3.12. Let A be a modal algebra with dual framé&.. If
a € A, x € A, and<Ca € z, then there existg € A, such that
zR«y anda € y.

—Types and characteristic formulas—

The following equivalence relations on the pointsAaf, and char-
acterizing formulas for them, will also be useful. In theldaling

definition, recall that a point € A. is an ultrafilter ofA and so,
under Conventioh 313, it makes sense to say ¢hia¢longs tar.

Definition 3.13. Let p be a finite set of formulas. For any z’ €
A, define
:c~p:c' <~ :cﬂp::c'ﬂp.
We call the equivalence class of a paininder~, the p-type ofz.
For anyx € A., define thecharacteristic formula

i, p) = N{vIvepna} AN [veP\z} <

Lemma 3.14. For any set of formulag and pointsz, 2’ € A., we
have

z~, 2 = k(z,p) €.

We combine the above with Propositibn]3.7 to obtain the fol-
lowing useful fact, which will allow us, in the next subsectj to
make ‘jumps’ in the ultrafilter frame of.

Lemma 3.15. Letp be afinite set of formulas, 162 € {EU, AF},
and let ¢y, ¢, and x be formulas. For anyxr € A. such that
O(p, 9, x) € =z, there existsr’ € A. such thatr ~, =’ and

/

O, ¥, x A —k(z, p)) € 2.
— Fischer-Ladner closure—

A last standard concept that we need in our constructionds th
Fischer-Ladner closure of a finite set of formulas.

Definition 3.16. A set of CTL-formulasT is called (Fischer-
Ladner)closedif the following hold:

EU(T,T,T)eT,

if o € T, theny’ € T for any subformulay’ of ¢,

if EG(¢,v) € T, thenCEU (¢ A EG(p, ), ) € T.
if AR(¢,%) € T',thenOAR(p, ) € T.

if EU(g, 9, x) € T, thenO(x AEU(p, 9, x)) €T,
if AF(,9,x) €T, thenOAR(¢Y V x,¢) €T

The closureof a set of CTLf -formulas is the smallest closed set
containing it. <

Lemma 3.17. The closure of a finite set &TL/ -formulas is finite.

3.3 Model construction

Now that we have all the preliminaries in place, we will const a
tree for the consistent formula, (p) that we fixed above, based on
the CTL -algebraA and valuatiori :  — A (cf. Conventio 3.8
above). In what followsI'y denotes the Fischer-Ladner closure of
{0}, which is finite by Lemm&a3.17.

A standard model construction in modal logic would be to con-
sider the quotient of the ultrafilter franfe, by the equivalence re-
lation ~r,. Our model construction is necessarily more intricate
than that, because of the operat®¥ and AF, which are de-
fined as least fixpoints. Let us call awentuality formula CTL/ -
formula of the formQ (¢, v, x), where® € {AF,EU}. Theset
of eventuality formulas propositional variableg will be denoted
by Ev(p).

We will construct a treeS as a union of finite trees. For the
construction of these finite trees, we use a notiopasfial tableau
for 'y in A (see Definitio_3.18 below). Before giving the formal
definition, we will explain the idea behind it.

A partial tableau folo in A will consist of a finite treel” and
two labellings,a. and 8. The labellinga will assign to each node
of the finite tre€l” an ultrafilter of A, which can be thought of as



the set of formulas that we would like to force in that nodeeTh

tage of this construction is that, will contain a stronger statement

labelling 8 assigns to each node a data structure that records thethan®,, (¢m, ¥m, xm ), Which will prevent that unwanted infinite

‘current status’ of eventuality formulas ii,. This data structure
is a finite list of tuples of the forn{0, o, p, X). Here, if thek'®
element in the lisB(v) is (0, o, p, X), thend = Q(p, 1, x) is an
eventuality formula il which lies ina(v’) for somev’ < v (i.e.
for some tree ancestof of v); o is a ‘status’ which can be eithar
(active),f (frozen) ore (extinguished)p is a finite set of formulas
that we call the ‘relevance set’ and is used in the constsogand
X is a ‘context formula’, which will be a strengthening of We
now give the formal definition.

Definition 3.18. Let I'y be a finite closed set of CTlformulas
with variables irnp. Define

¥ = (To NEv(P)) x {a,f,e} X Pan(CTL! (p)) x CTL! ().
A partial tableaufor I'o in A is a tuple(T', a, ), where

e Tis afinite tree,
e «is a function fromT" to A, the set of ultrafilters of\,
e 3is a function fromT" to ¥*, the set of finite words ovex.

For eachv € T, we write £(v) for the length of3(v). For
eachl < k < f(v), we write 3(v);, for the k™ letter of the
word 3(v), and denote this letter by (v)x, o (V) i, p(V)k, X(V)),
wheref(v)r = Q)i (p(v)k, Y(V)k, x(v)r) for someQ(v), €
{AF,EU} and formulasp(v), 1 (v), andx(v)x. <

In accordance with the intuitive explanation of a partibléau,
we will also impose someell-formednessonditions on the partial
tableau, namely (cf. Definitidn_3.1.9 below): (a) any eleniarthe
list B(v) persists in the lisB(v') for tree successors of v; (b) if
the first coordinatey of an eventuality formula lies im(v), then
it is extinguished; (cI'o is always contained in the relevance set;
(d) EU-formulas can never be frozen; (€)s a strengthening of;

(f) eventuality formulas that occur at some earlier pointhie list
always lie in the relevance set; and (g) non-extinguishedality
formulas must lie inu(v).

Definition 3.19. We say the partial tableg’, «, 8) for I'g in A is
well-formedif, for all v € T'and1 < k < 4(v),

(@) for allv’ € T such thaty < o', we havel(v) < £(v'), and
Q(U)k = Q(U,)k;

(b) if p(v)x € a(v) theno(v), = e;

() To € p(v);

(d) if O(v)r = EU, theno(v)y # f;

(&) X(0)r = x(v)&;

(f) if &' < kthenQ(v)p (p(v)r, V() e, X(0) &) € p(v)k;

@) if o(v)x # e thenD(v) i (9(v)x, Y(v)k, X(V)x) € a(v). <
We will now describe how to unravel a well-formed par-

tial tableau. Again, before giving the lengthy formal defom

(Def.[3:20) of the one-step unravelling of a partial tableme give

an intuitive explanation. Recall that. = (A., R.) denotes the

ultrafilter frame ofA (Def.[3.10). In a simple tableau construction,

to unravel a node, one would add successors for &formulas

inT'o Na(v) and label them by appropriafe,-successors af(v).

In order to treat eventuality formulas, we need to modify tton-

struction in the following way. Instead of using the sucoesof

a(v) as labels of children of, we make a ‘jump’ in the ultrafilter

frame A.. from the pointa(v) to a pointz,, guided by the first

active eventuality formul&? . (@m, ¥m, Xm ), in the list3(v). We

will then label the children ob not by R.-successors ak(v), but

by R.-successors of,. The precise choice af, is guided by the

relevance sep.,, and will ensure (i) thatv(v) and z, have the

samepn-type, and (ii) that the negation af(«(v), p) can be

added conjunctively tq ., while keeping the partial tableau well-

formed. Such am:,, will exist because of Lemnia3115. The advan-

loops occur in the construction (cf. Lemina3.24 below).

Definition 3.20. We define theone-step unravellingf a well-
formed partial tablea(T’, «, 3). For each leab of 7', add a finite
set of children of, C, := {w» | OX € To Na(v) YA We will now
specify a value fory and3 on each of these children.

Fix a leaf vl To define the values of and 8 on C,, we
first choose an auxiliary ultrafilter, € A.. If o, # a for all
1 <k <{(v), definex, := a(v). Otherwise, put

m:=min{l < k < £(v) | ok = a}.

We call m the active indexat vf By Def. [3:19(g), we have
Q(Pmy m, Xm) € a(v). Therefore, by Lemma_3.15, pick, €
A, such thatQ,, (om, Ym, Xm A —k(a(v),pm)) € =z, and
Ty ~p,, (V). Write v, 1= k(a(v), pm).

Letwy € C,. We usex, to definea(w,) ands(wy). For the
definition of a(wy), the case$’,, = AF and®,, = EU diverge
slightly.

e Case©,, = AF. SinceCX € Ty N a(v), we havedX €
zv, becausel'v C p, and a(v) ~,,, x.. Therefore, by
Lemmal3.1R, picka(w,) such thatz,R.a(wy) and A €
a(wy).

e CaseQ©,, = EU. We do the same as in the previous case if
A 75 Xm /\EU(SOWM 'l/}'nnXm)- If A= Xm /\EU(SOmﬂ/)rru Xm)y
we do the following. By Defl_3.19(b) and,, = a, we have
om & a(v). Sincea(v) ~,,, T, andp, € I'oc C pm, we have
Om & Ty, SO € Ty. AlSO, EU(Pum, Ym, Xm A =) €
x, by the choice ofz,. Applying the general fact (Proposi-
tion [38) thatEU(p,¢,7) A —=p < O(r A EU(p,q,1)), we
obtain & (Xm A =ye A EU(@m, Ym, Xm A =) € Ty. By
Lemma[3.IP, picka(w,) such thatr, R.a(wy) and Xm A
Yo A EU(@m, Ym, Xm A —7w) € a(wy). Note that in partic-
ularxm AEU(@m, ¥m, xm) € a(wx), SINCEYm A=Yy < Xm
andEU is monotone.

The wordB(w, ) is defined as an update of the wgi(b), obtained
by consecutively applying the following steps:

1. LetNew(wy) := {0 € a(wx) NToNEv(pP) V1 < k < {(v) :
if 0x(v) = 6, thenoy(v) = e)ll. For eachd = Q(yp, v, x) €
New(w, ), add one letter(d, a, p’, ), to the end of the word,
wherep’ := Ui(:”% Pk

2. For each positiok, put

X(V)k if £k <m,
X(wr)k = { X(V)m A=y if k=m,
x(v)k if k> m.

3. For each positiok > m, add the formul&® .., (om , Ym, X (V) mA
—») to the sefps.

4. For each positiok such thatps, € a(wy), changery, intoe.

5. For each positiot, if 6, = EU(@k, ¥, xx) @andX # xx A
EU(ek, Y&, xx), changes into e.

6. For each positiott, if O, = AF, ¢x € a(wy), ando, = a,
changesy, intof.

4Note thatC, # 0, since>(T A EU(T,T,T)) € To becausd is
closed, and>(T AEU(T, T, T)) = TinA.

5In the rest of this definition, we mostly suppress notation«fpand in
particular writedy,, oy, p, etc. instead o (v)z, o(v)x, p(v)x, etc.

81f m does not exist, proceed as in the césg = AF for the definition
of «, and in the definition of8 act as ifm = co.

”Note thatNew (w ) is non-empty, because it always contains the formula
EU(T, T, T).



7. For each positiok < m, if O, = AF, o, = {, o & a(w)
andyy, ¢ a(w,), changery into a. <

Lemma 3.21. The one-step unravelling of a well-formed partial
tableauT is well-formed.

Definition 3.22. We define a tre€S, R) with a p-colouringo :

S — P(p). Sincepog # L, pick an ultrafilterzo € A. such
thatpg € xo. Define (T, ao, o) to be the partial tableau whose
underlying tree consists of a single node, andao(so) := xo.
Choose a word (so) which orders (in an arbitrary manner) the set
{(0(907 1/)7 X)7 a, F07 X) | (?(907 1/}7 X) € woﬂromEV(ﬁ)7 ® g m0}-
Note that(7o, avo, o) is a well-formed partial tableau. Inductively
define, for eacm > 0, (Th+1, @n+1, Bny1) to be the one-step
unravelling of the partial tablea:,, an, 8x).-

Let (S, R) be the infinite, finitely branching trek)>? , T...
We have well-defined functions Uo g an from S to A,
and 8 := (U, ,fBn from S to X*. For eachv € S, define
o(v) == a(v) NP. <

From the truth lemma below, it follows that IF o, which
concludes the proof of Theordm B.2:

Lemma 3.23 (Truth Lemma) For all § € Ty andv € S, if
6 € a(v), thenv I- 6.

The proof of the truth lemma is, as usual, by inductionéon
The induction makes use of the following crucial fact, shuyhat
eventualities are always extinguished (i.e. fulfilled)iorthe case
of AF, ultimately frozen along any branch:

Lemma 3.24. Forall v € S, 1 < k < {(v), and infinite R-paths
(v) 20 With vy = v, there exist$ > 0 such that

¢ if O(v)r = EU, theno(v:), = e.
o if O(v), = AF, then eithero(v,)r = e, or for all ¢ > ¢,
a(vt/)k =f.

3.4 Completeness for rooted and binary fair CTL
We conclude the section by stating the completeness rdésutisir

variants of CTLlf. The proofs are mild modifications of the model
construction given in Subsectibn B.3 above.

Theorem 3.25. For every consisten€TL -formula oo (7), there
exists gp-coloured tree such that for some nogles I+ ¢o.

Theorem 3.26. For every consistenCTLfO’l-formula vo(P),
there exists g-colouring o of the full binary tree such that for
some node, s I po.

4. Model companions
The aim of this section is to exhibit model companions for the
universal theories CTLand CTL , , (Def.[ZI3) of rooted CTL-

algebras and rooted binary CTialgebras.
We first recall the formal definition of model companion from

model theory. For more conceptual background on the notfon 0 ! _ .
Step 1. From a first-orde-formula ¢ (p) to a monadic second order

model companion, we refer to the introduction of this papeat, a
e.g., (Chang and Keisler 1990, Section 3.5) and (Wheelet)197

Definition 4.1. A first-order theoryI'™ is model-completé every
formula is equivalent ovef™* to an existential formufa
A first-order theoryT™ is aco-theoryof a first-order theoryl’
if every model ofT" embeds into a model @, and vice versa.
Let T' be a universal theory. An extensid@ri O T is amodel
companiorof T"iff T™ is a model-complete co-theory ®f. <

8 In fact, it is sufficient that everyniversalformula is equivalent ovef™*
to an existential one, see (Chang and Keisler 1990, Thml)3.5.

It can be shown (Chang and Keisler 1990, Section 3.5) that a
model companiorf™ - whenever it exists - is unique and axiom-
atizes the class of models @f which areexistentially closedor
T. Recall that &'-model M is existentially closed fof" iff, when-
ever an existential formula with parameters frond/ holds in a
T-modelM’ D M, theny holds inM itself.

A remark on notation is in place. In this section, we will
mainly be concerned with thirst-order theoryof rooted CTL -
algebras. We will denote the (functional) first-order |laagel
of rooted CTIf-algebras byL. Thus, £ has function symbols
1,v,—, 1,0, EU, andEG, one relation symbok=, and the usual
first-order connectives. In contrast with the previous isectthe
word ‘formula’ (or ‘£-formula’) will here refer to a first-order for-
mula in this languag&, and we will use lower case Greek letters
», ¥, etc. for these. To avoid any possible confusion, in this sec
tion we refer to CTE -formulas asC-terms and we use lower case
Roman letters, u, etc. for thesf.

A straight-forward but important observation about theotiye
CTL{ is that quantifier-free formulas reduce to equations, or in-
equations.

Lemma 4.2. For any quantifier-freeC-formula ¢ (p), there exists
an L-termt,,(p) such thatCTL! - ¢ « (t, = T); similarly,
there exists arC-termt, (5) such thatCTL{ - ¢ < (t, # 1).

4.1 CTL{ has a model companion: proof outline

We shall construct, in Subsectibn 4.3, a first-order thebay e
call (CTLS)*, and prove (Thm__4]9) thaiCTL/)* is the model
companion of CTL;. In this subsection we give a general outline
of the proof.

Construction of the theory (CTLY)*. For the theory(CTL})*

to be model-complete, we will need that any universal foarisl
equivalent ove(CTLf)* to an existential one. By Lemrha#.2, any
universal formula is equivalent over C¥lto a universal formula
of the particular formvz ¢(p,T) = T, wheret is an £-term. We
will construct, for each such special universal formuylép), an
existential formula) (p) with the following two properties:

(I) CTL] FVB(¥(P) — #(p)), and
(1) any rooted CTI -algebra withp-parameters extends to a model
wherep(p) — ¢(p) is true.

The formulasy(p) with these two properties will allow us to con-
struct the model companion of CTL

Construction of ¢». We now outline the construction of the ex-
istential formulay (p) mentioned in the construction of the the-
ory (CTL{)* above. For this, we use the back-and-forth transla-
tion between formulas of the modatcalculus and automata by
Janin and Walukiewicz (Janin and Walukiewicz 1995, 1996 T
process will go in three steps:

formula®(p) (Prop[435);

Step 2. From a monadic second order formb(g) to a non-deterministic

modal automatord, which describes the behaviour ®{p) on
w-expansions of trees (Prdp. #.7);

9Note that propositional connectives such_as—, V, etc. can have two
distinct meanings when they occur in gaformula: they are used to build
L-terms, as in, e.g;1 V p, but they are also symbols of the first-order
meta-language, as in, e.ga(p = q). Thus, the two occurrences of*in
the £-formula—(T = (-1 V p)) have different meanings. In practice, we
will parenthesize carefully to avoid confusion.



Step 3. Back from the automatehto anL-termacc 4 (p, §) describing Proposition 4.5. For any first-orderC-formulay(p), there exists a
the automaton (Prop.4.8). monadic second order formufa(p) such that, for ang-coloured

The L-termacc4(p, g), once the variableg corresponding to the tree (S, 0),
states of the automaton are existentially quantified, issfamed P(S), Vo =ro ¢(P) <= 5,0 =mso ©(D).
into the existential formula)(p) := 3q (acca(p,q) = T). This

will be the existential formulas mentioned in the construction of P r00f. (Sketch) We just show ho is built up. We first inductively

(CTLY)* above define, for anyZ-term¢(%), an MSO-formulat (P, v), wherew is
I ' a fresh first-order variable. The base case and the casebéor t
4.2 Obtaining an existential formula using automata function symbols other thaBU andEG are treated as follows:

In this subsection we make the constructionygfoutlined in the

: . . . " 'pL.—vepL, OJ._;:ﬁ(U:U),
previous subsection, precise. For this purpose, we firgtlirdee . -
definitions ofco-expansions and fix the notation that we use for  ® (t1 V12) = (fi(v)) v ¢ Ot = F(R(v,0) A
MSO. After this, we give the technical results underlying®1 — (t2( ) ) {5(137 V'),
3 in the construction of. o (ot1) := (1 (v)), o I:=Vo'(-R(V',v)).
w-expansions of trees. The following definition actually works Before defining2U (¢, t2) andEG(t1, t2), first define the aux-
for transition systems in general, ¢f. (Janin and Walukigwli9ot, iliary formula:

Def. 1), but we only need it for trees. Prec, ) (p, q) =
t1,t2 ’ T

Definition 4.3. Let (S, R) be a tree with rooto. Thew-expansion N, / Co / /

(S, R.), of (S, R) s the tree which is defined as follows: v ([ ) AV [0 ARG ) = (v € ) -

S = {(k1, 1) - (kny 50) € (0 x )" | siRsir1 (0 < i< n)}, Note thatPre,, ., (p, ¢) is true in a transition systerfi exactly if

(t1 Ap) V (t2 A ©q) < ¢ holds in the algebr®&(S).

Ry [(k1,81) (kn,sn)] :={(k1,51) -+ (kn, Sn) (knt1, Snt1) : We now define:
D ki1 € wosnRsnia} EU(t1, t2) := Vg (Pres, i, (v = v',q) = q(v)) ,
We denote the empty sequence gynote thate is the root of in words:EU(t1, t2) is forced inv iff v lies in all sets; for which
(5w, Ry). Also note that the definition of., requires in particular ¢, v/ (¢, A ©q) < q.
that, if (1, s1) ... (kn, sn) € Su, thensoRs1 R ... Rsy is afinite We also define:

path inS starting at the root.

/ !
For anyp-colouringo of a tree(S, R) with root so, define the (vep) AV[(v' €p) =

p-colouringo,, of (Sw, Rw) by 0w (€) := o(so), and EG(i17t2) =3p | E () AR, V)
ow((k1,51) ... (kn,8n)) = o(sn). < AVq (Pretyi, (p,q) = (v" € q))))]
It is straight-forward to prove that arprcoloured tree is bisim- [N words:EG(t1, t2) is forced inv iff v lies in some sep such that
ilar to its w-expansion via a back-and-forth morphism. Stating this » < t1 A ©EU(¢2 A p, 1) holds. _ ~ _
in algebraic terms, we have in particular: Now, for any £-formula ¢ (p), define®(p) by replacing any
atomic formulat; = ¢ by Vo(t1(p, v) <> t2(P,v)). QED

Proposition 4.4. For anyp-coloured treg(S, o), the algebraP(.S)
is isomorphic to a subalgebra &fS.,), via an isomorphism which ~ Step 2: From MSO to automata. We recall the relevant defini-
in particular sends’; (p) to Vi, (p) for eachp in p. tions and results from_(Janin and Walukiewicz 1995, 1996 T

MSO on trees. We use the following (reducedyntax of monadic details will be relevant in Step 3 as well.

second order logitMSO. Theatomic formulasof MSO are of the Definition 4.6. Fix a finite sefp of propositional variables. Aon-
formp C gandR(p, ) wherep, q are variables; arbitrary formulas ~ deterministic modal automaton ovgis a tupleA = (Q, qo, 9, 2),
are obtained from atomic formulas using the connectives and where @ is a finite set of statesjy € @ is an initial state/ :
Jp. This syntax suffices to express all of MSO, cf., elg., (Thdma Q x P(p) — PP(Q) is a transition function, anf : Q — wisa
1996, p. 7) or(Gradel et al. 2002, Ch. 12). In particularuse the parity function.

abbreviationp = ¢ for (p C q)A(¢ C p) and we use the convention Let (S.,0.) be thew-expansion of g-coloured treg(S, o).
that lower case letters,+’, ... stand for ‘individual variables’, A succesgful .rurof the aptomatonA on (Sw,0w) (al;o known
whose interpretation is forced to be a singleton. For a firder asA-labellingin (D’Agostino and Hollenberg 2000)) is a function
variablev and a second-order varialjewe write ‘v € p’ to mean r: S, — @ such that:
ey 1. (Initial) r(¢) =

As for the semantics, we will only consider interpretatiafis - ) 7(€) = do,

" ; o
MSO over trees(S, R): given an MSO formula®(p) and ap- z ((;-{;?Sflgorgj)gor allv € 5., the set{r(v) | vRv'} is in

colouringo : S — P(p) with associated valuatiol, : p —
P(S), the relationS, o Ewso ®(p) is defined in the usual way,
i.e., for atomic formulas we have

S,0EMsop Cq <= Vo(p) € Vi(q)

3. (Success) for any infinite path: )2 in S., with vo = ¢, the
parity

min{Q(q) | r(v+) = ¢ for infinitely manyt € w}

is even.
S,0 f=uso R(p,q) <= RN (Vo(p) x Vo(q)) # 0, . .
and this definition is extended to arbitrary MSO-formulas. We say thatd accepts(S., o.,) if there exists a successful run
of Aon(S,,0w). <
Step 1: From FO to MSO. The essence of the following proposi- Note that we only gave the definition of acceptance ofuvan
tion is the so-called ‘standard translation’ from modal ik logic expanded treéWe do not need the more involved acceptance con-

to monadic second-order logic. dition for general trees.



Proposition 4.7. For any monadic second order formufb(p),
there exists a non-deterministic modal automatbs overp such
that, for anyp-coloured treg(S, o),

(Sw,00) E @(p) < As acceptsS., 0w ).

Proof. By (Janin and Walukiewicz 1996, Lem. 12), there is a for-
mula®" (p) of the modalu-calculus such that for eveptcoloured
tree(S, o),

(Su,00) = ® = (S,0) = d".
Since anyp-coloured tree is bisimilar to itg-expansion, we also
have

(S,0) = @Y <= (Su,00) = 0.
By the results in[(Janin and Walukiewicz _1995) (also see,, e.g

(D’Agostino and Hollenbelf 2000, Sec. 2)), there is a notede

ministic modal automatonls such that
(Sw,04) E ® <= As acceptqS.,o.). QED

Step 3: From automaton to term. Here, we use the fact that the

We now come to our main theorem.
Theorem 4.9. (CTL})* is the model companion 6TL7.

Proof. (Sketch) In order to show th@CTL{)* is model-complete
one shows, by using the completeness theorem (Thml 3.28), th
for eachj = (t,B,T) € J, inall rooted CTIf -algebras we have

VD (Y5 = @)
This corresponds to property (1) in the proof outline givarBiub-
sectior4.1l. Indeed, given this fact, it follows from the difon of
(CTLJ)* that every universal formula is equivalent(@TL])* to
an existential one, so thé€TL/)* is model-complete.
That(CTL)* is a co-theory of CT{. follows from Lemm&Z.10

below, which corresponds to property (I1) in the proof auligiven
in Subsection 4]1. QED

Lemma 4.10. Letj = (t,p,T) € J, withD = pi1,...,pn.
For any rootedCTL”-algebraA anda € A™, there is a rooted
CTL?-algebra A’ which containsA as a subalgebra such that

language of CT@. is expressive enough to express the acceptance A" E ¢ (@) — (@)

condition of automata ow-expanded trees. In particular, we need
the binaryAF connective of CTY for the termaccs in the proof.

Proposition 4.8. For any non-deterministic modal automatof
overp with set of stateg, there exists arC-termacc.4(p, g) such
that for anyp-coloured treg(S, o), we have

A accepty(S,, 0,) <= P(S.), Ve, = 3q acca(p,q) = T.

Proof. (Sketch) We encode acceptance conditions intdaerm
acc4 (P, q). We define the following auxiliary terms fdp € P(g)
anda € P(p):

= /\<>qu<\/ q)

qeD qeD

and Qa:= /\p/\ /\—|p.

pPEQ pPEa

Now the requiredC-termacc4(p, q) is taken to beacci A acca A
accs, where

acc1 (P, Q) := —1V qo,
ah N\ —dA
acca (P, q) = \/ 7' €q\{q} ,
a€q \/ {VDANGa|aeP@®),Dedqga)}

ASAF[ /o0 A —af ¢,

Q(g')<n  Q(q)=n
where the last conjunction is taken over the set of the oddbeum
n that belongs to the range 6f QED

acc3(p,q) =

4.3 The model companion of CTL

Let J be the set of triplegt, p,Z) such thaf andz are disjoint
finite sets of variables andis an £-term in variablep U z. For
each tuplgl = (¢,p,T) € J, define the first-ordef-formula

;i () =V t(p,7) =T,

and let®;(p) be the monadic second-order formula given by

Propositio4.b. Define the first-ordérformula
1;(p) = 3 acca,, (.9) = T, (1)

where Ag ;. is the non-deterministic automaton corresponding to
the MSO formula®;, by Proposition 417.
Finally, define the first-ordef-theory

(CTL{)" := CTLL U{VB(w; = ¢5) | j € J}.

Remark 4.11. Although we have explicitly defined a model com-
panion for CTL, the models of the model compani¢GTL])*
itself remain rather mysterious. For instance, the onlyraio a
model of (CTLY)* is I, as can be seen by taking @p) the for-
mulavz((z < p) = [(z = L) V (z = p))). <

4.4 The binary case

We shall prove that CTj"_O , has a model-companion too and, in
addition, we shall be able to characterize this model-conigpaas
the first-order theory of the complex algebra of the full bjnixee.

S2S: MSO on the binary tree. Recall thatS2S is the monadic
second order logic of the full binary tre¥ (we refer tol(Thomas
1996, p. 7) orl(Gradel et 8l. 2002, Ch. 12) for basic resussdu
below). From a syntactic point of view, B2S we have, in addition
to the atomic formulas of MSO, also the atomic formufaép, q)
andf (p, ¢). Semantically, we interpré2S-formulasy(p) overp-
colouringso : o: p — P(2") of the full binary tree; fori = 0, 1,
the new atomic formuld;(p, ¢) is interpreted so that we have

2" 0k filp,q) = fin(Vo(p) x Vo(q)) # 0,

where on the right hand side, we view the unary functfprof
Exampld 2.4 as a set of pairs.

Write £o,1 for the first-order language of rooted binary GFL
algebras. The following is proved in the same way as RBraop. 4.5

Proposition 4.12. For any Lo,1-formulay(p), there exists af2S-
formula ®(p) such that, for anyp-colouringo: p — P(2%), we
have

P(2"), Vo Ero ¢(P) <= 2", 0 [=s2s (D).

Encoding automata. A parity tree automaton4 on a finite al-
phabetX is a tuple(Q, g1, A, Q) whereq is a finite set of states,
g € Q, A CQRXxYXxQxQ,and : Q — w. We shall
consider only automata whose alphakkts of the kindP(p) for
a finite set of propositional lettefg. If o: 2* — X := P(p)
is ap-colouring of the tree*, then arun of A on ¢ is a func-
tion p : 2* — @ such thatp(e) = ¢r and, for anyw € 2%,
(p(w), o(w), p(w0), p(wl)) € A. If 7 € 2¥ is an infinite branch,
we denote byinf,(7) the set of states iy which occur infinitely
often onm in p, i.e.,Inf,(7) := {q € Q | 7 N p~'(q) is infinite}.
A run p of A on o is successfuif for every infinite branchr we
have thatmin({2(q) | ¢ € Inf,(7)}) is even. We sayd accepts
a p-colouring o iff there exists a successful run of on o. The



following result is well-known. For a proof, cf., e.g.. (&fél et al.
2002, Thm. 8.7 & Lem. 12.21).

Theorem 4.13. Let®(p) be a formula 0652S. There exists a parity
tree automatond over the alphabeE := P(p) such that, for any
o: 2% = P(p),

2%, 0 Es2s @ < Aaccepty.
Analogous to Prof. 418, we also have:

Proposition 4.14. For any parity tree automatodl = (Q, gz, A, §2)
over ¥ := P(p) with set of stateg, there exists anCo, 1-term
acc4 (P, q) such that for anyp-colouringo : 2* — P(p), we
have
Aaccepty2*,0) < P(2%),V, = Jgacca(p,q) =T.
Putting together what we have, we conclude that

Theorem 4.15. The first-order theor;(CTL?O’l)* of the binary
tree algebraP(2*) is the model companion (ifTLfO’l.

Proof. Let p(p) be alo,1-formula. Using Proposition 4.12, Theo-
rem[4.13 and Propositién 4114, it is clear that

(CTL 01)" F ¢(B) ¢ Fgacca(®q) =T .

Thus, every formula is equivalent modtﬂGTLf’Ojl)* to an exis-
tential formula, sc(CTL{’O’l)* is model-complete.

To show that CT , , and (CTL{ )" are co-theories, since
CTL],, C (CTLJ, )", itis sufficient to show that every rooted

binary CTL'-algebra embeds into a model otTLf’Oyl)*, ie.,
into an algebra which is elementarily equivalenP(@*). By com-

pactness and Robinson Diagram Lemma (cf. (Chang and Keisler

1990, Prop. 2.1.8)), it is sufficient to prove the consisyent
the union of(CTLf’OJ)* with a finite conjunctiony of ground
literals with parameters in the support Af such thatA = o.
For this, in view of Propositiof 412, it is sufficient to shohat
(CTL{’OJ)* U {t,(@ # L} has a model for some teruy,(p)
such thatA = ¢, (@) # L. The latter means that,(p) is a con-
sistent rooted binary CTi-formula, so we can simply invoke the
completeness Theordm 3|26 to get what we need. QED

5. Conclusion
There is an important difference between our results fortitbe
logic CTL] and thebinary tree logic CTLJ , ;. In the binary case,

we know that the model compani¢@TL? , ;)" of CTL] , , isthe
first-order theory of the powerset algebra of the full bintrge.

In contrast, by Rematk 4.]11, no powerset algebra can be almode
of (CTLY)*. From this, we can conclude that, if one wants to find A
a framework for MSO on infinite trees where ‘all equations are

solvable’, complex algebras of transition systems arefficgent
and algebraic models become indispensable.
We leave to further research the interesting questiongcbsg

the reviewers, whether CTL itself has a model companion, and

which are the minimal algebraizable fragments of the modal m
calculus having a model companion.
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Appendix

A. Proofs for Section2

The following lemma is crucial for proving Prdp. 2]10.

Lemma A.1. Let (S, R) be a transition system with complex algebra
P(S) = (P(S),0,U,S\ (-),<,EU,EG).

Foranyai,as € P(S) ands € S, we have

1. s € EU(aq, a9) iff there exist» > 0 and anR-paths = s, ..., s, such thats; € a, for all t < n ands,, € a;.

2.s € EG(aq,az) iff there exists an infinitdR-path s = sg, s1,... such thats; € a; for all ¢ and there exist
infinitely manyt with s; € as.

Proof. 1. By the definition of£U as a least pre-fixpoint, it suffices to prove that the set
xo := {s € S | there exist» > 0 and anR-paths = sy, ..., s, such that; € ay forall ¢t < n ands,, € a;}
is the least element of P(.S) for whicha; V (az A ©z) < x holds.

eay V (az A Oxg) < xo: If s € aq, thens € z, as witnessed by the trivial patk’! If s € as A Oxg, pick an
R-successos; of s such thats; € xy. Pick anR-paths, ..., s, withessing that, € . Sinces € as, the
R-paths, s1,. .., s, withesses that € x;.

* x( IS the least such: Suppose that/ (a; A Ox) < x for somer € P(S). We need to show thaty < z. Suppose
thatsy € z¢ and choose aRk-pathsy, ..., s, witnessing this. We show by induction arthats € z. Forn = 0,

thensy € aq, SO0sg € z. Forn > 0, the shorter path, ..., s, gives, by induction, that; € x. Now sy € ao
andsg € Oz, S0sg € x.

2. By the definition of£EG as a greatest post-fixpoint, it suffices to prove that the set

xo := {s € S | there exists an infinit&-paths = s, s1, ... such thats; € a; for all t ands; € as for infinitely manyt}
is the greatest elememntof P(.S) for whichz < a; A CEU(ag A z,a;1) holds.
e 29 < a; ANOEU(a2 Ao, a1): letsg € xg, and pick an infiniteR-pathsg, s1, . . . witnessing this. Clearly, € a;.
Moreover, theR-successos; of sy lies in EU(ag A g, a;): pick somet > 1 such thats; € as. The infinite

R-paths;, si11,... witnesses that; € z, S0s; € as A x9. We also have, € a; forall 1 <+ < ¢, concluding
the proof thats; € EU(ag A x9,aq) by item (1).

* x¢ is the greatest such: lete P(S) be such that < a; A OEU(ag A z,a1). To showz < xg, let sy € = be
arbitrary; we show that, € x. Sincesy € OEU(as A z,ay), by definition of& and item (1), pick a successor
s1 of s and a finiteR-path sy, ..., s, such thats; € a; forall 1 < i < n ands,, € as A z. Repeating this
argument, we obtain an infinite-path(s;)°, witnessing thas € .

QED

PropositionZ.10. Let (S, R, o) be ap-coloured transition system. For agTL/ (5)-formulay ands € S, we have
slkp <= se "V, (P)).

Proof. By induction on the complexity ap. All cases exceptU andEG are immediate from the definitions.

Suppose thap = EU(¢1,¢2) or ¢ = EG(1)1,12). Write ay, := zpf(s)(va(p)) for k = 1,2. By the induction
hypothesis, we have, fér= 1,2 and for alls € S,

slkp < s € ag.
By LemmaA.1, we obtain the desired equivalencedTtr(+);, 12) andEG (¢1, 12). QED



B. Proofs for Section 3
B.1 Proofs for Subsectiorn 31
The following facts are clear semantically, and not so hamirive syntactically.

Lemma B.1. For any elements, a’,b,b’, cin a CTL/ algebraA,

.EU(a Vv d',b) = EU(a,b) vV EU(d’,b).

.AR(aAd',b) = AR(a,b) A AR(d/, ).

.a < d andb <V impliesEG(a,b) < EG(d, V).

.a < d andb < b impliesAF(a,b) < AF(d, V).

.AR(a,b) A b < OAR(a,b).

.ifaAc<Ocandb A c < Oc, thenEU(a,b) A c < EU(a A Oc, b A Oc).

OOl WN PP

Proof. (1) The operatoiU is clearly monotone, being the fixpoint of a monotone operatlt now suffices to
proveEU(a V a/,b) < EU(a,b) V EU(d/,b). Write ¢ := EU(a,b) V EU(d/, b). Distributing disjunctions ovet
and conjunction wittb, notice that

(ava)V(bA<Oe)=[aV (bAOEU(a,b))]V[d Vv (bACEU(d,b))] < e,

where we use two applications for the last inequality. BYEU,i,), we conclude thaEU(a V o, b) < ¢,
as required.

(2) follows from (1) sinceAR is the De Morgan dual af. U.

(3) and (4) are clear sindeG andAF are fixpoints of monotone operations.

(5) By (ARgy), AR(a,b) < bV OAR(a,b), from which the statement follows.

(6) Suppose thai A ¢ < Ocandb A ¢ < Oc. Write d := —¢ V EU(a A Oc¢,b A Oc). We need to show that
EU(a,b) < d. For this, it suffices to prove, bfEU i), thata Vv (bA <d) < d. Sincea A ¢ < a A Oc by assumption,
we havea A ¢ < EU(a A Oc¢, b A Oc), soa < d. To prove thab A &d < d, notice first that

bACAOd=(bAcAO=e)V (DAcACEU(aAOc,bAOc)) = (bAcACEU(a AOe,bAOc)),

where the last equality holds because the assumption that< Oc givesb A c A O—c = L.
Moreoverb A ¢ < b A Oc, so by the rulel€Us,)) we obtain

bAcAOEU(aAOe,bAOc) <bAOcACEU(a AOc,bAOc) < EU(a A Oc,b A Oc).
We have proved thatA ¢ A &d < EU(a A O¢, b A Oc), sob A <d < d, as required. QED

Proposition[3.3. For any elements, ¢, r of aCTL/-algebraA, we have:

1. EU.(p, q,r) is the least pre-fixpoint of the monotone functior> p vV (¢ A &(r A z)), and
2. AF.(p,q,r) is the least pre-fixpoint of the monotone functiors p vV OAR(q V (r A ), p).

Proof. 1. Note that

EUc(p,q,7) Ar=((pAT)V(gAr ANCEU(PAr,gAT))
=EU(pArqAT),

where the first equality holds by distributivity, and the @ed equality holds becauddJ(p’, ¢’) is a fixpoint of
x = p' V(¢ A Ox). It follows immediately thaEU.(p, ¢, ) is a fixpoint ofz — p V (¢ A O(r A x)). To prove that
it is the least fixpoint, let be any element ok such thap v (¢ A O(r A's)) < s. Then

PAT)V(@ATAO(TAS)=rA(PV(gAOTAS)) <rAs.
SinceEU(p/, ¢') is a least fixpoint ofc — p’ Vv (¢’ A Ox), it follows thatEU(p A r, ¢ A7) < r A s. Hence,
EUc(p,q,7) =pV (gACEU(PAr,gAT)) <pV(gANO(rAs)) <s.
2. Write o for the functionz — p vV OAR(q V (r A z),p).



—AF.(p,q,r) is a pre-fixpoint of o.
Note first, sinceAF.(p, ¢, ) < AF(p, q), that

pVOAR(qV AF.(p,q,r),p) < pV OAR(q V AF(p,q),p) = AF(p,q), 2)

by the fixpoint definition ofAF.
Note, using the distributive law and LemiaB.1.2, that

o(AFc(p,q,7)) = (pV OAR(qV r,p)) A (pV OAR(q V AF¢(p,q,7)), p)
< (pVOAR(qVr,p)) NAF(p,q) = AFe(p,q,7),
where we usd (2) for the inequality from the first to the sedored

—AF.(p,q,r) is less than or equal to any pre-fixpoint ofo.
Lets € A be suchthat(p,q,r,s) < s. Writea := AR(q V r,p).

CLaM 1. AF(pV ¢—a,qV s) AOa < s.

PrRoOF OFCLAIM [1. Sinces(p, q,7,s) < s, we have

p<s, 3)
and
OAR(qV (r As),p) < s. 4)
Note that
gA-sAha<-pAa (by equation[(B)
< Do (by LemmdB.1.5.
Therefore, by LemmiaBl1.6, we have
—AR(qV s,p) Na = EU(=g A =s,—p) A a < EU(=g A =s A O, —p A Oav). (5)
By De Morgan duality and applying on both sides, we obtain frorl(5) that
OAR(qV sV Ona,pV Oma) < O(AR(q V s,p) V —a). (6)

Since~a = ~AR(q V r, p) by definition, andAR (¢ V (r A s),p) = AR(qV r,p) A AR(q V s,p) by LemmdB.1.2,
we have

O(AR(q V s,p) V—a) =0O(AR(q V (r A s),p) V —a). (7)
In any modal algebraj(a Vv b) < Oa Vv &b, so combining[(6) and{7), we obtain
OAR(qV sV <Ona,pV O-a) <OAR(qV (rAs),p) V Ona
S sV O (by (@)). (8
From [8) and[(B), we conclude that
(pV Oma) VOAR(gV sV Ona,p V Ona) < sV Oa.
The rule now yields
AF(pV O-a,qV s) < sV Ona,
from which the claim is clear. <
From the definitions oAF . andq, distributivity, and monotonicity oAF, we obtain
AFc(p,q,7) = AF(p,q) A (pV Da)
= (AF(p,q) Ap) V (AF(p,q) A Da)
<pV(AF(pV C-a,qV s) ADa) < s,
where the last inequality holds by (3) and Claim 1. QED



The following is a general lemma about least fixpoints; thithe version of (Kozen 1983, Prop. 5.7(vi)) that we
need here.

Lemma B.2. Suppose tha$ ando are (n + 1)-ary operations on a Boolean algebBasuch that, for allp € B"
andr € B,

S(p,r) is the least fixpoint of — o(p,r A x).
Then, for anyp € B", r,v € B,
if vy AS(p,7r) # L, theny AS(p,r A —y) # L.

Proof. Letp € B", r,v € B. Writing 6 := —, we may prove the contrapositive statement, which saysifthat
S(p,r Nd) <6, thenS(p,r) <. Suppose thaf (p,r A J) < 0. ThenS(p,r Ad) =0 A S(p,r A6), SO

o(D,r NS, NG)) =0o@,r ANOASP,rAb)) =S5D,rAD),

where we use in the last equality the fact thép, » A 0) is a fixpoint. Hence, sinc8(p, ) is aleastfixpoint, we
obtainS(p,r) < S(p,r AJ). SinceS(p,r Ad) < ¢ by assumption, we conclude th&p, r) < 9, as requiredQED

Combining Prop._315 and Lemrha B.2 now immediately gives:
Proposition[3.7. For any elements, ¢, , v of aCTL/-algebraA, we have

1. ify AEU(p,q,r) # L, theny AEU(p, q, 7 A —y) # L,
2. ifyANAF(p,q,r) # L,theny A AF(p,q,r A —y) # L.

B.2 Proofs for Subsectioh 3.2
Lemmal3.9. AnyCTL’-formula is equivalent to £TL/-formula in negation normal form.

Proof. We first inductively define a ‘formal negatiot for any CTL/ -formula:

° EU(¢1; 1/}2) = AR(EJ@)!
* EG(¢1,¢2) = AF (¢1,12).
Clearly, for any CTI -formula ), the formula—y is equivalent tap. Thus, given an arbitrary CT-formula o,

we may replace all negations that occutdry formal negations, after which we obtain an equivalenigia in
negation normal form. QED

Note that in this proof, we only needed binary operatiBisandAF in the negation normal form. However, later
in the completeness proof, the ternary operatiébisand AF will come up, which is why we included them in the
definition of negation normal form anyway.

Lemmal[3.12. Let A be a modal algebra with dual fram&,. If a € A, x € A,, and<¢a € z, then there exists
y € A, suchthatzR,y anda € y.

Proof. Note that the sefb € A | b ¢ x} is an ideal inA which does not contain. By the ultrafilter principle,
choose an ultrafiltey containinga which is disjoint from this ideal. By constructionR.y. QED

Lemmal(3.14. For any set of formulag and pointsz, 2’ € A, we have

z~,1 = k(z,p) €.

Proof. Sincez’ is an ultrafilter, we have(z, p) € /' iffforall v € xNp,v € 2/, andforally € p\ z,v & 2’. The
latter says precisely thatn p = 2/ N p. QED



Lemmal[3.15. Letp be afinite set of formulas, |16t € {EU, AF}, and letp, ¢, andx be formulas. For any. € A,
such that® (¢, v, x) € z, there exista’ € A, such thatr ~, 2’ andO(p, ¢, x A —k(z, p)) € z'.

Proof. Sincex(x, p) AQ(p, 1, x) € z, we have:(z, p) AO(p, 1, x) # L. By Proposition3.17x(x, p) AQ(p, 1, x A
-r(z,p)) # L. By the Stone ultrafilter theorem, picK such thatx(z, p) A Q(p, 9, x A —k(z,p)) € 2. By
Lemmd3. 14z ~, 2. QED

Lemmal[3.17. The closure of a finite set @TL/-formulas is finite.

Proof. Given a finite set of CTL formulas,I", define the sef” obtained by first applying each of the rules of
Definition[3.16 to elements df, and then adding all subformulas. The Bétis easily seen to be closed and finite.
QED

B.3 Proofs for Subsectiorh 3.3
Lemma B.3. For any elements, ¢, of aCTLf-algebraA, we have

AFc(p,q;r) =pV B((qVr)ANAFc(p,q,7)).
Proof. Write t := ¢ V (r A AF.(p, q,)). By Proposition 35AF.(p,q,r) = p vV OAR(¢,p). Using this fact and
(ARg,), we have
AR(t,p) =t A (pVOAR(t,p)) =t ANAF.(p,q,7) = (gV 1) NAF.(p,q,1).
Therefore,
AF(p.q,r) =pV OAR(t,p) =pV O((q Vr) ANAFc(p,q,7)). QED

Lemmal[3.2]1. The one-step unravelling of a well-formed partial tabléais well-formed.

Proof. All conditions in Definition 3.1D except for (g) follow immeately from the definitions. Let be a leaf of
T, m the active index at, andw, a child ofv in the one-step unravelling @f. Let1 < k < |¢(w))| be such that
o(wy)r # e. We need to show th&® (v, i, X(wa)k) € a(wy). We distinguish three cases:

» Casek < m. By definition of m, we haveo(v);, # a, buto(wy)r € {a,f}. This can only happen when
o(v)r = f, so in particula;, = AF. By well-formedness of’, we haveAF (ok, Vr, X (V)k) € pm N a(v),
S0 AF (g, g, X(V)g) € x,. Also, sincec(v), # e, we have—y, € z,. From Lemmd B, it follows
that AF(p,q,r) A —p < OAF(p,q,r), so we obtainAF (g, v, X(v);) € a(w,). This is enough, since
X(wx )k = X(v)y by definition.

e Casek = m. If O, = EU, theno(w)),, # eonly if A\ = x,,, AEU(¢n, ¥m, Xm), @and it is true by construction
that EU (., Y, X(Wx)m) € a(wy). If O, = AF, note thatAF (on,, ¥m, X(wr)m) € z, by construction.
Also, —p,, € x, sinces(v),, = a. Again using Lemm&aBI3AF (o, Vi, X(wx)m) € a(wy).

e Casek > m. If ©Op = EU, then, sinces(w))r # e, by rule (5) in Definition[3.20, we must have =
Xk N EU(@g, ¥r, xx)- In particular, EU(¢k, ¥, xk) € a(wy). If O = AF, then, sincey(v)r < xx and
AF (o, ¥k, X(v)r) € a(v) by well-formedness of’, we haveAF (¢, ¥k, xx) € a(v). Sinceo(v), # e, we
have—yy, € a(v). SinceAF (¢, Yk, xx) and—gy lie in Ty C p(v)k, we also have\F(pg, ¥, xx) and—ey in
T As before JAF (ok, Yr, xk) € v, SOAF (g, Vi, xk) € a(wy). QED

Lemmal3.23(Truth Lemma) For all § € Ty andwv € S, if 8 € a(v), thenv I+ 6.

Proof. By induction on the complexity . The base casés= p andf = —p are clear, and the casés= 0, V 6
andf = 0; A 0, are immediate from the induction hypothesis.

6 = OA. Suppose thab\ € a(v). SinceC\ € Ty, by constructiorv has a childwy with A € a(w). The
induction hypothesis gives, I+ .

6 = D. If there is a successar of v such thatw I- =\, then by the induction hypothesis appliedte T'y, we
have) ¢ a(w), SO—\ € a(w) sincea(w) is an ultrafilter. Sincex(w) is anR.-successor af,,, we geto-\ € x,,
so0\ = =O= ¢ x, Sincex,, is an ultrafilter. Since:, ~r, a(v), we haved\ & a(v).



0 = EU(p, 1, x). Suppose thaEU(p,v,x) € a(v). We need to show that I EU(y, v, ), i.e., that
viE eV (pAOEU(@ A x, ¥ A X)) If ¢ € a(v), thenv I ¢ by the induction hypothesis and we are done.
Otherwise, we havey € «a(v), and sincéEU(p, ¥, x) A —p < 1 A O(x A EU(p, v, x)) by Proposition 315, we
havey A O(x AEU(@, 9, x)) € a(v). In particular,y € a(v), andv IF ¢ by the induction hypothesis. Also, since
O(x NEU(p, 9, x)) € a(v) NTo, there is a childyy of v such thaty A EU(g, 9, x) € a(vg). By the induction
hypothesisypg I- x. We will show thatvy IF EU(¢ A x, % A x), by exhibiting a finite pathy, . .., v, such that
ve lFY A xforallt < £andug IF @ A x.

If ¢ € a(vy), we are done immediately since thenl- ¢ by the induction hypothesis, and we already saw that
vo IF x. Assumep € a(vg), SO~ € a(vg). By rule (1) in Definitio 3.2D, sincBU(p, ¢, x) € a(vp), there exists
1 < k < £(v) such thaB(vg), = EU(p, 1, x) anda(vg)s, = alld Also, since in generdlU(p, ¢, r) A —p < q, we
havey € a(v).

Suppose by induction that we have constructed a finitegpath. , v, such that) AxYAEU (e, 1, x)A—¢ € a(vy)
ando(v), = aforallt < . ThenO(x A EU(p, 9, x)) € ave) N T, so by construction of the tableau, there is a
SUCCESSOPy 11 = WynEU(p,u,y) O ve SUCH thaty A EU(p, 9, x) € a(verq). If ¢ € a(vey1) we are done, otherwise
we will have againy A x A EU(p, ¥, x) A —¢ € a(veyr) ando(vesq)r = a. If, by continuing this process, we
would never reach a node with ¢ € a(v,), we would obtain an infinite pattv;)§°, starting inv with o (v ), = a
for all ¢ > 0, which is impossible by Lemnia 3.24.

0 = EG(p,). Suppose thalG(y, v) € a(v). We construct an infinite path with holding everywhere and
holding infinitely often. Letvy := v. SinceEG (¢, ¢) € a(vy), we havep € a(vg), Sovg IF ¢ by the induction
hypothesis. Sinc&y is closed CEU(¢y A EG(p, 1), ¢) € a(v) NTy. By construction, there exists a chilgl of v
such thatEU(y A EG(p, %), ¢) € a(v1). By theEU-case, pick a finite pathy, ..., v, such thatp € «a(v,) for
all1 <t <ty andy A EG(g,9) € a(v, ). By the induction hypothesis, I- ¢ forall 1 < ¢ < ¢; andvy, I .
Continuing this process, we obtain an infinite path);°, and an infinite sequence;):°, such that, I- ¢ for all
t anduy, I ¢ for all 4.

0 = AR(p, ). Suppose that | AR(p,). Pick a finite R-pathv = vy, ..., v, such thaty, I+ — for all
t < ¢ andv, I —p. We prove thatAR(p,v) ¢ a(v) for eacht € [0,/]. First note that since, I ¢, the
induction hypothesis fop givesy ¢ a(v,). SinceAR(p, 1) < ¢, we getAR(p, 1) € a(vy). Now suppose that
AR(p,v) € a(v) for some0 < t < /. Sincevy_; I ¥, we havey ¢ a(v,—1) by the induction hypothesis on
1. Also, sincer,, , R.a(v;), we havedAR(p, ) & x,,_,. SinceOAR(p, ) € I'p andz,, , ~r, a(vi—1), we
getdAR(p,¢) € a(v.—1). Thereforep) vV OAR(p,v) & a(vi—1), SOAR(p,¥) & a(vi—1). We conclude that
AR(p, ) ¢ a(vy), as required.

0 = AF(¢,1,x). Suppose that\F(p,v,x) € «a(v). We need to show that (iy IF AF(¢,v) and (ii)
viF o VOAR(Y V x, ).

(i) Let (v4)52,, be an infiniteR-path withvy = v. We need to show that either I ¢ for somet > 0, or the path
is not—)-fair, i.e., there exists such thaty, I- ¢ for all t > ¢.

Suppose that; ¥ ¢ for all ¢ > 0. By the induction hypothesis; ¢ «(v;) for all ¢ > 0. By rule (1) in
Definition[3.20, there exists < k < ¢(v) such tha¥(v), = AF(p, v, x). Forallt > 0, sincep ¢ a(v;), we have
o(v), # e. By Lemmd3.24, pick > 0 such that, for alt > ¢, we haver(v;);, = f, ando (v # aforall &' < k.
In particular, for allt > t, we have that: < m,,, the active index in the one-step unravelling:atHence, for all
t > ¢, we must have) € «o(v;), for otherwise we would get(v;, 1) = a by rule (7) in Definition’3.20. By the
induction hypothesisy; I- + for all t > £.

(if) Suppose that I . We need to show thatl- OAR(¢) V x, ). By the induction hypothesig; ¢ «(v), so
- € a(v). Since alsAAF(p, 1, x) € a(v), we obtaindAR(¢y V x, ¢) € a(v). Letw be a successor ef Then
AR(¢Y V x,¢) € a(w), sincea(w) is an R,-successor of,, x, ~r, a(v), andOAR(¢ V x,¢) € T'y. By the
argument from the cage= AR (¢, ) (see above), we get I- AR(¢ V x, ¢), as required. QED

10 this value has been changedddy chance because of rule (5) in Definition 3.20, then si¢g A EU(p, 1, X)) € a(vo) N T, we can replaceg by
its successowy € Cy,, for X := x AEU(¢p, 9, x): to this nodewy, rule (5) for A does not apply and so, if we still have thap € a(w) ), then there exists
1 < k < £(vg) such thal(wy ), = EU(¢, ¥, x) ando(wy ) = a.



Lemmal3.24. Forall v € S, 1 < k < {(v), and infiniteR-paths(v; )2, with vy = v, there exist$ > 0 such that

o if O(v)r = EU, theno (v, = e.
o if O(v) = AF, then eithero(v,), = e, orforall t' > ¢, o(vy ), = £.

Proof. Letv € S and(v)g2, an infinite R-path withvy = v. Fort > 0, we define

my = min{l < k < l(vy) | o(ve)x = a},
i.e.,m; is the active index aty in its one-step unravelling. We first prove the followingioia
CLAIM 1. Foreactk € {1,...,4(v)}, the set

Ap :={u>0]o(v,)r = a}

is finite.
PROOF OFCLAIM . By induction onk. AssumeA,, is finite for all1 < &’ < k. Choose > 0 such thayﬁ;ll Ay
is contained in0,t — 1]. (In particular, ifk = 1, we may simply choose = 0.) Thus, for anyt > ¢, we have
o(v)r # aforall k' < k, som; > k. Therefore, foralt > ¢, p(vi)r, = p(v;)x, because in the one-step unravelling

of the partial tableau, the relevance set at positican only be updated when, < k. Write p := p(v;). We now
prove the following.

CLAIM 2. For any distinci,, u’ in Ay N [£, ), a(v,) anda(v,,) have distincip-types.

PROOF OFCLAIM [2. Letu, u+d € Ay for someu > ¢ andd > 0. Sincem,, > k ando (v, ), = a, we haven, = k,
SOX (Vut1)k = X(vu)k A =Y, - AlSO, sincem,,; > kforall 0 < ¢ < d, we havex(vy+1)k > -+ > X(Vutd)k-

o CaseV;, = EU. Sinceo (v, 4) = a, we must haver (v, ), = aforall 0 < t < d. Sincem; > kif t > ¢, we
getm, = myy1 = - = myyq = k. By the construction of the one-step unravelling, c@se= EU, we then
obtainx (vy+¢)r € a(vy4e) forall 1 < ¢ < d. Moreover,—vy,, > X(vut1)k = X (Vutd)ks SOV, € a(Vyta)-
Sincey,, = k(u, p), Lemmé&3.14 gives that(v,yq) %, o (vy).

» CaseQ}, = AF. Let us writer for the formulaAF (¢, ¥, X(vu)k A =0, ), @andz for x,,, ., ,. We show first
thatm € z, by distinguishing three sub-cases.

* If d = 1, thenw € z by construction.

“If d > 1andmy1q—1 = k, SO0 (vy1q—1)k = a, then by the choice of we haveAF (ok, ¥k, X (Vutd—1)k A
_\fyvu+d—1) € x. Note that%(vu—l-d—l)k < %(Uu-l—l)k = %(vu)k N 7Yy, SOT € .

“If d > 1andmyiq-1 > k, thenx(vyra—1)r < X(vu)k A = 7,, @and also, by well-formedness, we have
AF(or, Y1, X(Vugd—1)k) € (vyta—1). In particular,m € o(vyqq—1). Note thatr € p(vutd—1)mu,a s
because, in the one-step unravelling of the negen was added to all relevance seitv, 1) for
k' > k = my, by rule (3) in Definitiori:3.20, and thusalso lies in any relevance sets that appeared later, by
rule (1). Therefore, since(v,+q—1) andz have the same type with respectt@,+4—1)m. . ,,» We obtain
T E T.

Sinceo(vy+q)r = a, we must have-pr € a(vyiqd—1), SO € x. Applying LemmaB.B,r A —p, <
O(Yr V (X(vu)k A =Y, ). In particular,yy, V (X (ve)r A “Yo,)) € a(Vyta), SiNCea(vy44) IS anR,-successor
of z. Now, because (v, q)r # f, we must have), ¢ a(v,.q) by rule (6) in Definition[3.20. Therefore,
X(Vu)k A Yo, € a(vytq). In particular,—y,, € a(vyta), SOX(Vyta) #p avy,) by Lemmd 3. 1],

This concludes the proof of Claim 2. <

From Claini2, since onlgl®! p-types exist, it follows thaltd,, N[t, co)| < 2#ol. SinceA, C [0,#]U(AxN[E, 00)),
from this we can conclude that,| < 4 2l#ol. This concludes the proof of Claii 1. <

By Claim[1, defingy := max Ay + 1. If O = EU, theno (v, )i # f, SO we must have (v, ), = e, and we can
choosel := tj. If O = AF, then either there exists> ¢, such thatr(v,) = e, or otherwises (v, ) = £ for all
t' > to, in which case we can choose= t,. QED



B.4 Proofs for Subsectioh 3.4

Theorem[3.25. For every consister(tTLf—formuIagpo(ﬁ), there exists @-coloured tree such that for some node
s, s IF .

Proof. First notice that if a CTI;-formuIa<p is consistent, theh A EU(p, T) A OAR(—I, L) is also consistent.
Indeed, interpreting> in rooted CTL/ -algebras, fromp # L we getl < EU(p, T), so thatl A EU(p, T) A
OAR(-I, L) is equal tal, andI # L is an axiom.

Now, if we apply the above tableau constructiod o EU (¢, T) A OAR(-I, L), we get a tree model where
holds somewhere aricholds only in the root. QED

For the binary case, we indicate the elements of the proofifeedifferent from the case treated in the previous
subsection.
The Fischer-Ladner closure of a finite set of formulas is sdifieu:

Definition B.4. A set of CTL formulasI is called (Fischer-Ladnetjosedif the following hold:

«EU(T,T,T)el.

o if ¢ € T', theny’ € T for any subformulay’ of .

o if O € T, thenXgp € T'andX;p €T

o if EG(p, ) € T, thenCEU () AEG(p,¢),¢) € T.
o if AR(¢,v) € T, thenOAR(p,v) € T.

o if EU(p, %, x) € T, thenO(x AEU(p, 9, x)) €T,
o if AF(p,v,x) € T',thenOAR(¢ V x, ) € T.

Theclosureof a set of CTI formulas is the smallest closed set containing it. <

Lemmd 3.1V still holds; we can repeat Definition 3.13 and @loeemma 3.14 and Lemrha 3]15 for binary GFL
algebras. We can also restate Definifion B.18, with the obisious modification that the partial tableau is now
based on a finitbinarytreeT'.

Since the axioms foKg, X; and the axiomCyp = Xpp V X;¢ are in Sahlgvist form, by standard modal logic
machinery ®), we have that in the dual spaces of binary ¢Tgebras the operatoks), X; correspond to unary
functions (to be called, f1) whose union is the relatioR, dual to the modal operata¥. With this information,
we can modify Definition 3.20 as follows:

Definition B.5. We define thgbinary) one-step unravellingf a well-formed partial tablea(r’, «, 3). For each
leafv of T', add two childreny0 andw1 of v as follows. We again choose an auxiliary ultrafitgre A.,. Let

CYl:={\|XpA€Tgna(w)}, Cl:={\|XAeTynal)}
If o), #aforalll <k </{(v), definex, := a(v). Otherwise, put
m:=min{l < k </{(v) | o = a}.

We callm theactive indexatv. By well-formedness, we haW@(y,,, ¥m, Xm) € a(v). Therefore, by Lemmia3.1L5,
pick z,, € A, such that?,,, (¢, Ym, Xm A ~k(a(v), pm)) € x, @andz, ~,  «a(v). We letv0 be fo(x,) andvl be
fi(aw).

For each)\ such thato\ € Ty N «a(v), by the revised Definitioh Bl4 of a closed set, we have thatetlie
i = 1,2 such thatX;\ € C! and so\ € fi(vi): we callvi a \-designated successof v. In case?,, = EU,
notice the following (writey, := k(a(v),pn)). Since the partial tableau is well-formed ang, = a, we
have p,, ¢ «a(v). Sincea(v) ~,,, =, ande, € Iy C py,, we havey,, & z,, SO ¢, € x,. Also,
EU(@m, ¥m, Xm N —Yw) € x, by construction. Applying the general fact (Proposifios)3hatEU(p, ¢, 7) A —p <
S(r ANEU(p, q,1)), we obtain® (X, A =y A EU(@m, Ym, Xm A =) € @y; thus fori = 0 ori = 1, we have
that .., A =y A EU(0m, Um, Xm A =) € a(vi). Thus we can assume thatif= y.,,, A EU(©pm, ¥, xm ), the
A-designated successarof v is such thaf(,, A =y, A EU(@m, Y, Xm A =) € a(vi).

The word5(vi) (i = 0,1) is defined as an update of the wabdv), obtained by consecutively applying the
following steps:



1. Let New(vi) := {0 € a(w) NToNEv |Vl < k < {(v) : iff, = 0, theno, = e}. For each
0 = Q(p,1,x) € New(vi), add one letter(d, a, o', x), to the end of the word, whey# := Uf;(ﬁ)l Pk
2. For each positio®, put

X(v)k if & <m,
X(wa)e =< X(0)m A=y if k=m,
X (V) if &> m.

. For each positiok > m, add the formuld,,,(©.m, ¥m, X(V)m A —7,) to the sefp.

. For each positio& such thatp;, € a(vi), changery intoe.

. For each positiork, if 6, = EU(gx, ¥, xx) andvi is not a\-designated successor of(for A = x; A
EU(gk, ¥, Xk)), changery into e. If, after this operation, it turns out thé A —¢x € a(w) ), thend, must be
treated as a new eventuality, so that (as in item 1 ab@ye}, o, xx) is appended to the end of the word (where
P = U ps U {Om(Pms Yy X(0)m A 30)})-

. For each positior, if O = AF, ¢y, € a(vi), andoy, = a, changery into f.

. For each positiok < m, if O, = AF, o, =, ¢ & a(vi) andyy, € a(w)), changery into a. 4

Lemmd 3.21L still holds; Definition 3.22 can be restated wordiford and Lemmads 3.23 ahd 3124 are proved as
before. Thus, any consistent formula of GTenriched withX, and X; is satisfied by some colouring of the full
binary tree. Now the same proof as in Theofem13.25 can be ag@dve Theorern 3.26.
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C. Proofs for Section 4

Lemmal4.2. For any quantifier-freeC-formulay(p), there exists arC-termt¢,,(p) such thatCTL{ Fo e (t, =
T); similarly, there exists aiL-termt/,(p) such thatCTL! + ¢ < (ty, # L)

Proof. We first construct the term, by induction on the complexity @b, which, we may assume, is built up from
equalities ofC-terms by consecutively applying the Boolean connectivasd— from the first-order language.

If ¢ is an atomic formula, then it has the form = ¢, for £-termst; andt,, and we may define, :=
(tl AN tg) V (—|t1 VAN —|t2).

If ¢ is of the form 1 A @2, we can clearly put, := t,, At,,, wheret,, andt,, are defined by induction.
Here we use that, for any elements in a Boolean algebra, = T andb = T if,andonly if,a Ab=T.

For the case of negation, notice first that, for any elementa fair CTL algebra), we have that

a # T if,and only if, ] < EU(—a, T). 9

Indeed, one direction follows from the last axiom forand the other direction follows from the first axiom for
and the fact thaEU(L, T) = L, which easily follows from the fixpoint axiom fdfU.

Now, if ¢ is of the form <, then by inductiony is CTL/-equivalent tot, # T. It therefore suffices by the
equivalence in((9) to defing, := -1 V EU(—ty, T).

Now that we have successfully defingedfor all £-formulasy, we may putt;; = I N —=EU(—t,, T). Then
t, # Liff IV EU(=t,, T) # T iff I £ EU(=t,, T), which, by [9), is equivalentte, = T, and the latter is
equivalent tap. QED

C.1 Proofs for Subsectioh 4.

Lemma C.1. Let (S,0) be ap-coloured tree with root,. Define the functionr : S, — S by z(€) := s¢ and
z2((k1,s1) ... (kn,sn)) := sn. Thenz is a surjective p-morphism.

Proof. By definition of o,,, we havev € o, (p) if, and only if, z(v) € o(p). If vR,v" in S, then by definition
2(v)Rz(v'). If v € S, has lengthn > 0 andz(v)Rs,+1, thenv’ := v(0,s,41) is an element of5,, such that
2(v") = sp11 andvR,,v'. Finally, 2 is surjective because for any nogdle S, there exists a path from the root &f
tos, soR...Rs, = s, so thatv, := (0,s1)...(0, s,) is an element of,, with z(vs) = s. QED

Proposition[4.4. For anyp-coloured tree(.S, o), the algebraP(S) is isomorphic to a subalgebra &fS,,), via an
isomorphism which in particular send (p) to V;,, (p) for eachp in p.



Proof. Leti : P(S) — P(S,,) be the function given by(a) := 2~!(a), wherez is the surjective p-morphism from
LemmalC.1. Since is surjective, is injective, and it is obviously a homomorphism of Booledgearas. It is
straightforward to check directly thapreserves the operatdrsC, EU andEG, or, alternatively, one may refer to
the general fact that the inverse image map of a p-morphissepves any operators that are definable in the modal
u-calculus, because modaiformulas are bisimulation-invariant. Therefore, theeddgaP(S) is isomorphic to its
image undet, which is a subalgebra @f(S,,). QED

Proposition[4.5. For any first-orderZ-formulay(p), there exists a monadic second order formi@) such that,
for anyp-coloured treg(S, o),

P(S), Vo Fro ¢(p) <= S,0 Fmso (D).

Proof. Recall that in the proof sketch in the paper, the formbi(@) has been defined from by replacing each
atomic formulat; = t by the formulavv(t1(p, v) <> t2(B,v)), wheret,, is the term defined inductively in the proof
sketch. It remains to check that thigp) satisfies the stated property. The only non-trivial stefnéd bf atomic
formulas. For this, the crucial observation is that, for @hterm, p-coloured tre€ .S, o) and any nodev € S, we
have

w e 79 if, and only if, S, o[v — w] Ewso i, (10)
whereo[v — w] is the extension of by making the first-order variabtetrue in the nodev. The equivalencé (10)
is proved by an induction on the complexity of the ternusing the definition of the operations on the complex
algebraP(S) and the definition of. It follows immediately from[{ID) that indeed

P(S)>Vo‘ ):FO tl — t2 — 570 ):MSO Vv(t'l(ﬁ,v) < tg(]_Q,’U)),
as required. QED

Proposition[4.8. For any non-deterministic modal automatghoverp with set of stateg, there exists ar-term
acc4(p, q) such that for ang-coloured tre€(S, o), we have

AacceptyS,,0,) < P(S,),V,, EJqaccs(p,q) =T.
Proof. Let 4 be a non-deterministic modal automaton oper

CLaM 1. For anyp-coloured treg(S, o), there is a bijection between successful runsf A on (S,,,0,) and
valuationsV;. : § — P(S,,) that satisfy the following three properties:

1. (Initial) € € V;.(qo);

2. (Transition) for allv € S, there is a uniqug € g such thatv € V,(q), and moreover, for thig, the set
{¢' | v € V;.(¢) for someR-successov’ of v} isin d(q, o, (v));

3. (Success) for all odd € range(2) and for any infinite patv; ).c,, in the tree such that, € Ua(g)=n Vi (q) for
infinitely manyt, there existg’ € g such that2(¢’) < n andv, € V,.(q) for somet.

ProoF orFCLAIM [Il. The claimed bijection is a restriction of the bijectiortweeng-colouringsr : S, — P(q)
and valuationgy — P(S,,). Indeed, for any functiom : S, — g, defineV,(q) := r~!(q) for eachq € 7. It is
straight-forward to check thaf. verifies conditions (1) and (2) in the Claim if, and onlysifyerifies conditions (1)
and (2) in the definition of a successful run (Oefl4.6).

Regarding condition (3), suppose first thatatisfies (3) in Definitioh 416. Ifv,):c., is an infinite pathn is odd
andv; € Ug(q):n V- (¢) for infinitely manyt, then by the pigeon-hole principle there is sogmeith Q(¢) = n and
vy € V,(q) for infinitely manyt. Denote byp = wy, ..., w,, = vy the unique path from the roptof S, to vy, and
extend this to an infinite path by defining, ., := v;. Sincer satisfies (3) in Definition 416, there must exist a state
q with Q(q) < n andw; € V,(q) for infinitely manyt. In particular, choosing & > m with wy € V,(q), we see
thatvy ., € V.(q). Thus,V, satisfies (3) in the Claim. Conversely, it is clear thatifsatisfies (3) in the Claim,
thenr must satisfy (3) in Definition 416. <

Recall the termsaccy, accy, accg defined in the proof sketch in the paper. Note that, fo= 1,2,3, we have
acc;(p,q) = T under a valuatioi,, UV, : pUg — P(S,) if, and only if, condition §) in Claim[1 holds.
Therefore, puttingcc4 (P, ) := accy A acce A accs gives the required-term. QED



C.2 Proofs for Subsection 4.3
Proposition C.2. For all j = (¢,p,Z) € J and for anyp-coloured treg(S, o), we have

P(Sw)>vcfw ): pj szj'
Proof. We have

P(S.), Vo, F ¢ < Su, 00 E P, (Prop[4.3
< Agp, acceptgS,,0,,) (Prop[4.3y
— P(S,), Vo, E (Prop[4.8.

QED
Theorem[Z.9. (CTL/)* is the model companion fTL?.

Proof. We prove tha(CTL{)* is a model-complete co-theory of CTL

1. (CTL{)* is model-complete.
It suffices to prove, for each= (¢,p,7) € J, thatin all rooted CTL-algebras,
VB(hj = 5)- (11)

Indeed, given this fact, from C‘IfLF (LT, it will follow from the definition of(CTL{)* that every universal formula
is equivalent ove(CTL{)* to an existential one, so théﬁ:TL{)* is model complete.

We first prove that[{11) is true in every rooted C'Fhlgebra of the formP(S), where S is a tree. Let
(S,0) be anyp-coloured tree, and suppose tf4tS), V, = v¢;(p). Since(P(S), V,) embeds intaP(S,), Vs, )
by Propositioi 414, and); is existential, we also havé(s, ) Vs, E ;(p). By Propositionl_C]2, we obtain

P(S.), Vs, = ¢;(D). Sinceyp; is universal and agai(P(S), V) is a subalgebra ofP(S.,,), V5., ), we conclude

thatP(S), Vo = ¢;(P).
Note that by first-order logic the sententel(11) is equivieiethe universal sentence

VD, q T(acca, - (p,7) = T = t(p,T) = T). (12)
By Lemmd 4.2, pick a ternti(p, ¢, T) such that
TH# (7)) =T)« (acca,. (7,9 =T = t(p.T) = T). (13)

Since we established above tHafl(11) holds in every rootdd @ilgebra of the fornP(S), wheres is a tree, the
equationt’ (p,g,T) = T is also valid in every such rooted CTialgebra. Therefore, by Theorém13.2, the equation
t'(p,q, ) = T is valid in all rooted CTE-algebras. Hence, (112) holds in all rooted GTalgebras, and thus also

(11), as required.

2.(CTL})* is a co-theory of CTL/.

By (Chang and Keisler 1990, Lem. 3.5.7), every CfT&Jgebra embeds into an existentially closed gfifl'L
algebra. Therefore, to prove tt(a‘tTLf )* is a co-theory of CTI;, it suffices to prove that every existentially closed
CTL!-algebra is a model afCTLS)*.

Let A be an existentially closed C'I’jl:algebra andlet = (¢,p,T) € J anda € A™ be arbitrary. By Lemma 4.10
(proved below), there is an extensiondivherey;(a) — v;(a) holds. Note thap;(a) — v;(a) is (by first-order
logic) an existential sentence in the langu@ge Thus, since\ is existentially closedp;(a@) — (@) holds inA.
QED

Note that, in fact, the above proof also shows immediatedy tire models o(CTL{ )* are exactly the existentially
(= algebraically) closed models for CTL

Lemmal4.10. Letj = (t,5,%) € J, Withp = p1,...,p,. For any rootedCTL/-algebraA anda € A", there is a
rootedCTL/-algebraA’ which containsh as a subalgebra such that = (@) — 1;(@).



Proof. Let A be a rooted CT{-algebra andi ¢ A™. Consider the languagé, := £ U {c, | a € A}, where each
¢, IS a fresh constant symbol. Note that it suffices to provettiaf 4-theory

T':=CTL} U {t(a,b) # L : A=t(a,b) # L} U{p;(@) — ¥;(@)}
is consistent. Indeed, any mod¥|of the theoryl” will contain a subalgebra isomorphic £ since any quantifier-
free £ 4-formula is equivalent to ag 4-formula of the formt(a, b) # L by Lemmd4.P.
In order to prove thai” is consistent, by the compactness theorem of first-ordéc,litgsuffices to prove that
every finite subsdl/ of 7" is consistent. The crucial step is the following claim.
CLAIM 1. For everyC-term t(p,7) and tupleb € AY such thatA = t(@,b) # L, the La-theoryT” =
CTLS U {t(a,b) # L} U {yp;(@) — 1;(a)} is consistent.

PROOF OFCLAIM [II. Sincet(a, b) # L holds in the rooted CT{-algebraA, the Completeness Theoréml3.2 gives
that there exists a tree modé, o) of ¢(p, 7). Since(S,,, o,,) is bisimilar to(S, o) by Lemmd C.l1(S,,, 0,,) is also

a model oft(p,7), i.e.,P(S,), Vo, | t(p,7) # L. Moreover, by Proposition G.2(S.,,), Vs, = ¢;(®) — ¥;(P),

so that(P(S,,), Vz,,) is a model of the theory™”. <

w

Now, given an arbitrary finite subsgt of 77, list the finitely many terms, (a, 51),._. ., tm(@, by,) occurring inU.
Putb := |2, b; andt(a,b) := A, t;. By Claim[d, pick a model of T"U {t(a,b) # L} U {p;(@) — ¢,(@)}.
Then in particulai\ |= t;(a, b;) # L for eachi, sincet(a, b) < t;(a, b;). Hence A is a model ofU/. QED

Remark[4.11. If A is a model o(CTLf)*, then the only atom of is 1.

Proof. Let ¢(p, x) be the formula(z < p) — [(x = L) V (z = p)]. By Lemma 4.2, converp into an equation
t(p,x) = T. Lety(p) be the existential formula correspondingwo (t(p,z) = T), as in [1). Notice that) is
equivalent tgp < I, using Proposition Cl2 and the fact thats equivalent tg < I are equivalent ow-unravelled
trees: the only subsetof a treeS which remains a singleton in the unravellifig is the singletor{ sy}, wheres
is the root ofS. Since one of the axioms QCTL{)* says thav/p[(Vz (t(p,z) = T)) — 9|, this means that in the

models of(CTL{)* the only atom id. QED

C.3 Proofs for Subsectionh 44

Proposition[4.14. For any parity tree automatonl = (Q, q;, A, Q) overX := P(p) with set of stateg, there
exists an’ 1—termaccA(p, g) such that for anyp-colouringo : 2* — P(p), we have

Aaccepts2*,0) < P(2),V, = 3gacca(p,q) = T.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 4.8, one encodes the paritgptance condition into a C1§!071-formula. For
atripled = («, qo, q1) (With « € P(p), q0, 1 € Q), write o8 for

Xo(g0) A X1(q1) /\p/\/\ﬁp
PEQ péa
The requiredC i-termacc 4 (p, g) is taken to becc; A accy A accs, where

accy (p,q) :== -1V qr,
g /\ —|q//\
acce(p, Q) = \/ 7'€q\{q} ,
a<7 \ \/{e0] (q,0) € A}

accs(p,q) :/\{AF( Vo4, A ﬂq)},
Qg )<n  Q(g)=n

where the last conjunction is taken over the set of the oddosusn that belongs to the range Of QED
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