arXiv:2107.10936v5 [cs.PL] 22 Jan 2024

Minimal Session Types for the m-calculus

Alen Arslanagic¢, Jorge A. Pérez, and Anda-Amelia Palamariuc

University of Groningen, The Netherlands

January 24, 2024

Abstract

Session types are a discipline for the static verification of message-passing programs. A
session type specifies a channel’s protocol as sequences of exchanges. It is most relevant to
investigate session-based concurrency by identifying the essential notions that enable program
specification and verification. Following that perspective, prior work identified minimal session
types (MSTs), a sub-class of session types without the sequentiality construct, which specifies
the structure of communication actions. This formulation of session types led to establish a
minimality result: every process typable with standard session types can be compiled down
to a process typable using MSTs, which mimics sequentiality in types via additional process
synchronizations. Such a minimality result is significant because it justifies session types in
terms of themselves, without resorting to external notions; it was proven for a higher-order
session m-calculus, in which values are abstractions (functions from names to processes).

In this paper, we study MSTs and their associated minimality result but now for the session
m-calculus, the (first-order) language in which values are names and for which session types have
been more widely studied. We first show that this new minimality result can be obtained by
composing known results. Then, we develop optimizations of this new minimality result and
prove that the associated transformation into processes with MSTs satisfies dynamic correctness.

1 Introduction

Session types are a type-based approach to statically ensure that message-passing programs cor-
rectly implement some predefined protocols [9] 10]. A session type stipulates the sequence and
payload of the messages exchanged along a channel. Sequentiality, denoted by the action pre-
fix ©;’, is arguably the most distinctive construct of session types, as it allows to specify structured
communications. For instance, in the session type S =7(int);?(int);!(bool);end, this construct
conveniently specifies a channel protocol that first receives (‘?’) two integers, then sends (‘!") a
Boolean, and finally ends.

Because sequentiality is so useful for protocol specification and verification, a natural question
is whether it could be recovered by other, simpler means. To investigate this question, Arslanagié¢
et al. [3] defined minimal session types (MSTs), an alternative formulation of session types. The
difference between standard and minimal session types concerns sequentiality in types: MSTs is
the sub-class of session types without sequentiality. To see the difference, consider session types
for input and output, denoted ‘/(U);S” and ‘?(U);S’, respectively: in standard session types, the
type S denotes an arbitrary (session) protocol; in MSTs, the type S can only be ‘end’, the type of
the terminated protocol. Arslanagi¢ et al. established a minimality result: every well-typed session
process can be decomposed into a process typable with MSTs. Their approach to decomposition is
inspired by Parrow’s work on trios processes for the untyped m-calculus [I§]. The minimality result
justifies session types in terms of themselves, without resorting to external notions, and shows that
sequentiality in types is useful but not indispensable, because it can be precisely mimicked by the
process decomposition.

The minimality result based on MSTs in [3] was proven for HO, a higher-order process calculus
in which values are abstractions (functions from names to processes). HO does not include name
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Figure 1: First approach to a minimality result for m: Decompose by Composing.

passing nor process recursion, but it can encode them precisely [I3}, I5]. An important question
left open in [3] is whether the minimality result holds for a first-order session m-calculus, i.e., a
language in which values are names. This is a relevant question, as session types have been more
widely studied in the first-order setting, from foundational and practical angles. Unlike HO, the
session m-calculus we consider, dubbed 7 in the following, natively supports recursion and recursive
types.

In this paper, we report two positive answers to this question. Our first answer is simple,
perhaps even deceptively so. In order to establish the minimality result for w, we compose the
decomposition in [3] with the mutual encodings between HO and 7 given in [13] [15]. We call this
the decompose by composing approach.

More precisely, let pum and pHO denote the process languages m and HO with MSTs (rather
than with standard session types). Also, let D(-) denote the decomposition function from HO to
#HO defined in [3]. Kouzapas et al. [I3] [I5] gave typed encodings from 7 to HO (denoted [[ﬂ;)
and from HO to 7 (denoted [-]?). Therefore, given D(-), [[ﬂ; ,and [-]?, to define a decomposition
function F(-) : m — pm, it suffices to compose these three functions following Figure Il This is
sound for our purposes, because | - ﬂ; and [ - |? preserve sequentiality in processes and their types.

The correctness of the decomposition function F(-) follows from that of its constituent func-
tions. F(-) is significant, as it provides an elegant, positive answer to the question of whether the
minimality result in [3] holds for = and all its constructs, including recursion. Indeed, it proves
that the kind of values exchanged do not influence sequentiality in session types: the minimality
result of [3] is not specific to the abstraction-passing language HO.

Unfortunately, 7 (-) is not entirely satisfactory. A side effect of composing D(-), [-]}, and [ -]
is that the resulting decomposition of 7 into um exhibits some suboptimal features, in particular
redundant synchronizations. These shortcomings are particularly noticeable in the treatment of
processes with recursion and recursive types. The second answer to the open question from [3] is
an optimized variant of F(-), dubbed F*(-), which avoids redundant synchronizations and treats
recursive processes and variables directly, exploiting the fact that 7w supports recursion natively.

Contributions. The main contributions of this paper are:

1. Two new minimality results for w. The first leverages the function 7 (-), obtained by following
the “decompose by composing” approach in Figure [ (Theorem B.]); the second exploits
F*(-), an optimized variant of F(-) without redundant communications (Theorem E.T]). Also,
F*(+) provides direct support for recursion and recursive types. We provide metrics for the
improvements in moving from F(-) to 7*(-) (Lemma E.T]).

2. The minimality results are, in essence, a guarantee of static correctness for our decompositions.
In the case of the optimized decomposition F*(-), we complement this static guarantee with
a dynamic correctness guarantee: following [2], we prove that well-typed processes P and
F*(P) are behaviorally equivalent (Theorem H.2]).

3. Examples that illustrate the workings of 7 (-) and F*(-).



n :=a,b | s3

u,w n=n | x,y,z

VW a=fu | [AeP] |
P.Q ==ul(V).P | u?(z).P | | PIQ| wn)P | 0| X | uX.P

Figure 2: Syntax of HOx. The calculus 7 is the sub-language of HOw that lacks constructs,
whereas HO is the sub-language that lacks shaded constructs.

Organization. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Next, Section 2 collects definitions
and results from prior works, useful to our developments. Section [3] develops the “decompose by
composing” approach, and presents the first minimality result for 7. Section Ml reports the opti-
mized decomposition function, our second minimality result, and its dynamic correctness guarantee.
Section [f] discusses by example the extension of F*(-) with constructs for labeled choices (selection
and branching). Section [6] discusses related works, and in particular compares our approach and
results against the work by Dardha et al. [5, [6] [4]. Finally, Section [7] concludes.

Omitted technical material appears in the appendices. Throughout the paper, we use colors:
they are meant to facilitate reading, but are not indispensable for following the text. In particular,
we use green color for notions from prior works, and red and blue colors to distinguish elements of
our first and second decompositions, respectively.

Origin of the Results. This paper is an extended and revised version of a conference paper
that appeared at PPDP’21 [I] and was presented as a short paper at EXPRESS/SOS’21. With
respect to [I], the current presentation includes complete technical details and extended examples;
in particular, Section [l is new and Section [6l has been substantially extended.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall the syntax, semantics, and session type system of HOx [14] 15] As
mentioned above, we are concerned with 7, which is the first-order sub-language of HOw. We also
recall the mutual encodings between 7 and HO, the other relevant sub-language of HO7 [13, [15].
Finally, we briefly discuss MSTs for HO and overview the minimality result in [3] 2].

2.1 HO7 (and its Sub-languages HO and 7)

Syntax. Figure [ gives the syntax of processes P,Q,..., values VW, ..., and conventions for
names. Identifiers a, b, ¢, ... denote shared names, while s,3, ... are used for session names. Names
(shared or sessions) are denoted by m,n ..., and z,y, z, ... range over variables. A notion of duality

applies to names: the dual of n is denoted . Duality is defined only on session names; this way,
5=s, buta =a.

We write Z to denote a tuple (z1,...,2,), and use € to denote the empty tuple. Given a tuple
Z, we use |Z| to denote its length. With a slight abuse of notation, we sometimes write T to refer
to its associated finite set of elements (and vice versa).

An abstraction Az. P binds x to its body P. In processes, sequentiality is specified via prefixes.
The output prefix, ul{V).P, sends value V on name u, then continues as P. Its dual is the
input prefix, u?(z).P, in which variable = is bound. In the following we shall consider polyadic
communication (i.e., communication of tuples of values), and so we have output and input prefixes

of the form u!{V).P and u?(Z).P, respectively. Parallel composition, P | @, specifies the combined

'"We consider HO7 without labeled choices (selection and branching); these constructs will be discussed in Section 5}
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Figure 3: Reduction Semantics of HO.

behavior of two processes running simultaneously. Restriction (vn) P binds the endpoints n,7 in
process P. Process 0 denotes inaction. Recursive variables and recursive processes are denoted X
and pX.P, respectively. Replication is denoted by the shorthand notation * P, which stands for
uX.(P | X).

The sets of free variables, sessions, and names of a process are denoted fv(P), fs(P), and fn(P).
A process P is closed if fv(P) = 0. We write u!().P and u?().P when the communication objects
are not relevant. Also, we omit trailing occurrences of 0.

As shown in Figure 2l the sub-languages m and HO of HO~ differ as follows: application Vu is
only present in HO; constructs for recursion uX.P are present in 7 but not in HO.

Reduction Semantics. The operational semantics of HOm, enclosed in Figure B is expressed
through a reduction relation, denoted —. Reduction is closed under structural congruence, =,
which identifies equivalent processes from a structural perspective. We write P{V/z} to denote
the capture-avoiding substitution of variable x with value V in P. As customary, the capture-

avoiding, simultaneous substitution in the polyadic setting is denoted {V/Z}, with the assumption
that |V| = |Z|]. We write 0,0, ... to range over substitutions, and write ‘{}’ to denote the empty
substitution. In Figure Bl Rule [App| denotes application, which only concerns names. Rule [Pass]
defines a shared or session interaction on channel n’s endpoints. The remaining rules are standard.
We shall often write P —* P’ to denote a sequence of k > 0 reductions between P and P’.

Labeled Transition System (LTS). We define the interaction of processes with their environ-
ment using action labels ¢:

o= 1| (vm)nV) | n?(V)

Label 7 defines internal actions. Action (v m)n!(V) denotes the sending of value V' over channel n
with a possible empty set of restricted names m (we may write n!(V) when m is empty). Dually,
the action for value reception is n?(V). We write fn(¢) and bn(¢) to denote the sets of free/bound
names in ¢, respectively. Given ¢ # 7, we say { is a visible action; we write subj(¢) to denote its
subject. This way, we have: subj((vm)n!(V)) = subj(n?(V)) = n. Dual actions occur on subjects
that are dual between them and carry the same object; thus, output is dual to input. We define
duality on actions as the least symmetric relation =< on action labels that satisfies:

(vm)ni (V) <n?(V)

The (early) labeled transition system (LTS) for untyped processes is given in Figure @ We

write Py EN P, with the usual meaning. The rules are standard [17] [16]; we comment on some of
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Figure 4: The Untyped LTS for HOm processes. We omit Rule (Parg).
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Figure 5: STs for HO7 (top) and MSTs for HO (bottom).

them. A process with an output prefix can interact with the environment with an output action
that carries a value V' (Rule (Sxp)). Dually, in Rule (Rv) a receiver process can observe an input
of an arbitrary value V. Rule (Res) enables an observable action from a process with an outermost
restriction, provided that the restricted name does not occur free in the action. If a restricted
name occurs free in the carried value of an output action, the process performs scope opening
(Rule (New)). Rule (Rec) handles recursion unfolding. Rule (Tauv) states that two parallel processes
which perform dual actions can synchronise by an internal transition. Rules (Parr)/(Parg) and
(Avpua) define standard treatments for actions under parallel composition and a-renaming.

In defining (typed) behavioral equivalences for processes, later on we shall consider a typed LTS,
i.e., an enhancement of the untyped LTS in Figure [4] with session types.

2.2 Session Types for HO7m

Figure [ (top) gives the syntax of types. Value types U include the first-order types C' and the
higher-order types L. In our examples we use other value (base) types, such as int and bool.

Session types are denoted with S and shared types with (S) and (L). We write ¢ to denote
the process type. The functional types U — ¢ and U —o ¢ denote shared and linear higher-order
types, respectively. The output type |(U);S is assigned to a name that first sends a value of type
U and then follows the type described by S. Dually, ?(U);S denotes an input type. Type end is
the termination type. We assume the recursive type ut.S is guarded, i.e., the type variable t only
appears under prefixes. This way, types such as, e.g., the type ut.t are not allowed. The sets of
free/bound variables of a type S are defined as usual; the sole binder is ut.S. Closed session types
do not have free type variables.

Session types for 7 exclude L from value types U and (L) from C; session types for HO exclude
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Figure 6: Typing Rules for HO7.

C from value types U.

We write S dual Sy if Sy is the dual of Ss. Intuitively, duality converts ! into 7 (and vice-versa).

This intuitive definition is enough for our purposes; the formal definition is co-inductive, see [15] [14].
Typing environments are defined below:

=0 | Taz:U=o | T,bu:(S) | Tbu: (L) | T, X : A
A =10 ] Az:U—o0
A= 0| AwuS

We shall refer to A as the session environment. I', A, and A satisfy different structural principles.
I maps variables and shared names to value types, and recursive variables to session environments;
it admits weakening, contraction, and exchange principles. A maps variables to linear higher-order
types, and so it is relevant only for processes featuring passing of abstractions. A maps session




names to session types. Both A and A are only subject to exchange. The domains of I, A and A
(denoted dom(I"), dom(A), and dom(A), respectively) are assumed pairwise distinct.

Given I', we write I'\x to denote the environment obtained from I" by removing the assignment
x : U—o, for some U. This notation applies similarly to A and A; we write A\A’ (and A\A’) with
the expected meaning. Notation Aj - Ay means the disjoint union of Ay and As. We define typing
judgements for values V and processes P:

AAREV U A AR Pro

The judgement on the left says that under environments I';, A, and A value V has type U; the
judgement on the right says that under environments I'; A, and A process P has the process type ©.
The typing rules are presented in Figure [Gl

Type soundness for HO7 relies on two auxiliary notions:

Definition 2.1 (Session Environments: Balanced /Reduction). Let A be a session environment.
e A is balanced, written balanced(A), if whenever s : 51,5 :S2 € A then S; dual Ss.
e We define reduction — on session environments as:

A, s :NU);S81,5:2(U);S8 — A,s:51,5: 5,

Theorem 2.1 (Type Soundness [14]). Suppose T';0; A = P> o with balanced(A). Then P — P’
implies T;0; A" = P' >0 and A = A" or A — A’ with balanced(A’).

2.3 Typed Encodings between © and HO

The encodings [[ﬂ; : 7 — HO and [-]? : HO — 7 are typed: each consists of a translation on

processes and a translation on types. This way, (- )! translates types for first-order processes into
types for higher-order processes, while ( - )2 operates in the opposite direction—see Figures 8 and [,
respectively. Remarkably, these translations on processes and types do not alter their sequentiality.

From 7 to HO. To mimic the sending of name w, the encoding | - }]; encloses w within the body
of an input-guarded abstraction. The corresponding input process receives this higher-order value,
applies it on a restricted session, and sends the encoded continuation through the session’s dual.
Several auxiliary notions are used to encode recursive processes; we describe them intuitively
(see [15] for full details). The key idea is to encode recursive processes in 7 using a “duplicator”
process in HO, circumventing linearity by replacing free names with variables. The parameter g
is a map from process variables to sequences of name variables. To handle linearity, auxiliary
mappings are defined: |-| maps sequences of session names into sequences of variables, and | - J|@
maps processes with free names to processes without free names (but with free variables instead):

Definition 2.2 (Auxiliary Mappings). We define mappings |- | and | - |, as follows:

o | -] : NY — V¥ is a map of sequences of lexicographically ordered names to sequences of
variables, defined inductively as:

el = e

In,m| = zp, |m| (x fresh)
e Given a set of session names and variables ¥, the map [[ . JI\I/ : HO — HO is as in Figure [

The encoding ( - )! depends on the auxiliary function K Jl, defined on value types. Following
the encoding on processes, this mapping on values takes a first-order value type and encodes it
into a linear higher-order value type, which encloses an input type that expects to receive another
higher-order type. Notice how the innermost higher-order value type is either shared or linear,
following the nature of the given type.
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Figure 7: Auxiliary mapping used to encode HO7m into HO (Definition [Z2).
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Figure 8: Typed encoding of 7 into HO, selection from [I5]. Above, fn(P) is a lexicographically
ordered sequence of free names in P. Maps |- | and | - |, are in Definition and Figure [7

From HO to 7. The encoding [ - [? simulates higher-order communication using first-order con-
structs, following Sangiorgi [19]. The idea is to use trigger names, which point towards copies
of input-guarded server processes that should be activated. The encoding of abstraction sending
distinguishes two cases: if the abstraction body does not contain any free session names (which
are linear), then the server can be replicated. Otherwise, if the value contains session names then
its corresponding server name must be used exactly once. The encoding of abstraction receiving
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Figure 9: Typed encoding of HO into 7 [15].

proceeds inductively, noticing that the variable is now a placeholder for a first-order name. The
encoding of application is also in two cases; both of them depend on the creation of a fresh session,
which is used to pass around the applied name.

2.4 Minimal Session Types and the Minimality Result for HO

As mentioned above, MSTs are session types without sequencing: in session types such as (U);S
and 7(U);S, the type S can only correspond to end. The syntax of MSTs for HO is in Figure
(bottom). Recall that we write uHO to denote HO with MSTs. The decomposition D(-) in [3] relies
crucially on polyadic communication. Hence, following [13, 15], value types are of the form C—o

and C' —o ¢. Similarly, minimal session types for output and input are of the form [(U);end and

?(U);end: they communicate tuples of values but lack a continuation.

Trios Processes. Following Parrow [18], we define the decomposition D(-) on HO processes in
terms of a breakdown function B’g (-), which translates a process into a composition of trios processes
(or simply trios). A trio is a process with exactly three nested prefixes. If P is a sequential process
with & nested actions, then D(P) will contain k trios running in parallel: each trio in D(P) will
enact exactly one prefix from P; the breakdown function must be carefully designed to ensure that
trios trigger each other in such a way that D(P) preserves the prefix sequentiality in P. While trios
decompositions elegantly induce processes typable with MSTs, they are not a goal in themselves;
rather, they offer one possible path to better understand sequentiality in session types.

We use some useful terminology from [I8]. The context of a trio is a tuple of variables Z, possibly
empty, which makes variable bindings explicit. We use a reserved set of propagator names (or simply
propagators), denoted by ¢k, ck41,. . ., to carry contexts and trigger the next trio. Propagators with
recursive types are denoted by cj, ¢y ,.... We say that a leading trio is the one that receives a
context, performs an action, and triggers the next one; a control trio only activates other trios.

The Breakdown Function: Preliminaries The breakdown function works on both processes
and values. The breakdown of process P is denoted by Blﬁg (P), where k is the index for the
propagator ¢, and T is the context to be received by the previous trio. Similarly, the breakdown
of a value V is denoted by V& (V).

Table M gives 3% (-) and V%(-) as defined in [3]. As we explain below, the decompositions exploit
type information. Hence, in the table we include side conditions derived from typing; notice that
for session types we have either C' = S or C = (S).
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Figure 10: Decomposing session types into minimal session types (Definition [2.6])

Before commenting on the entries in Table [Il and formally defining D(-), let us introduce some
auxiliary notations and notions. Let 1,72, and 73 denote some mathematical objects (say, a name
or a finite sequence of names). We shall use the one-line conditional

m = (¢) 773

to express that the equality 71 = 12 holds if the Boolean condition c is true, and that the equality
11 = n3 holds otherwise.

Let u = (a,b,s,5,...) be a finite tuple of names. We shall write init(%) to denote the tuple
(ay,b1,s1,8,...). We say that a process has been initialized if it only involves indexed names (i.e.,
all of its names have some index).

Definition 2.3 (Predicates on Types (and Names)). Given a session type C, we write tr(C) to
indicate that C' is a tail-recursive session type, and lin(C') otherwise. Given u : C, we write lin(u)
if C =S and —tr(S) and tr(u) otherwise.

Definition 2.4 (Subsequent index substitution). Let n; be an indexed name. We define next(n;) =
(lin(n;)) = {mi+1/n; }: {}.

In order to determine the required number of propagators (cg, cki1, - -
down of processes and values, we define the degree of a process:

.) required in the break-

Definition 2.5 (Degree of a Process). Let P be an HO process. The degree of P, denoted | P, is
defined as follows:

QT +1 if P=u(V).Qor P=u?(y).Q
1P| = 1P’ ifP=(vs:S)P

1Q+1RI+1 ifP=Q|R

1 ifP=Vwu,orP=0

The Breakdown Function: Intutions

The breakdown function relies on type information:

names are decomposed based on their session types; also, the shape of decomposed process de-
pends on whether the associated session type is tail-recursive or not. Moreover, we shall rely on
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P BL(P)
o —itr(S):
k(@) u (Vi (Vo)) g (@) | BT (Qo) ui i S
- .t. (S) .............................................. 7 =f(V)
w (V).Q ® tr(o): w = fv(Q)
%(EQ-C“KNW | B5HQ) o = next(u;)
Ny = A2 Z[S>'<V]f+ (V)).(ck+1'<w> ‘ Cu7(x) xz) z = (Zl, B ,Z|Rx(s)|)
o tr(S)
@@ ut) o) | ByTQo) S
27 . ° —rtr(S) w= fV(Q)
u;(y).Q e 2(7). (N, | BEH(Q) 0= next(u;)
where = (217""Z|73*(S)|)
Ny = AZ. 216 ?(y). (G Y (@) | (). Z)
: n=|7| , u; : C
V(7 u) e (T). UNZLE2 I (N B - M HAZ,. Q) Vry € 7.(ry + S Atr(Si)A
P where: Zi = (21,... azfnx(sm))
Q= V];-H (V) (517 cees Zp, M) m = (i ... ’ung(CH*l)
o—\Er(C) : T =fv(P')
(vs:C) P (VS(CQ)(C)) BiPo) g— EZl = >Z|Q<C>§
o tr : = 0L - - S1G(0)]
(v5:G(0) (ved) *2a).x5 | (v &) 2 (x) .5 | BE(Plo) o = {5151/s5}
y=1t(Q)
QIR o ?(Z) e @) S (@) | By Q) | BETTH(R) w = fv(R)
I=1Q)
0 ck?().0
4 Vi(V)
Yy Yy
- Yz SC
Ayt ...,y 2): (M) .N Yy; GNﬂ.(yi :'Si A tr(Si)A
Ayz). P vﬁlere N Y = (Y- - ay\lg(sm))
M = (G(51),...,G(5,),6(C)) Z= (21,5 29(0))
N=we)(wer) Mg (¢ ?(z).xy’) | el () | Bi(P{#/2}) c=(c1,...,c1py)
é;" = UTGQ ¢

Table 1: The breakdown function for HO processes and values [3] [2].

decompositions/functions on types, denoted G(-), R(-), and R*(-), which will be defined later on,
in Definition 2.6l Next, we describe the most interesting cases of Table [I} the reader is referred
to [3, 2] for details and examples.

Output:

The decomposition of u;!(V).Q requires decomposing both the sent value V' and the
continuation Q. We distinguish two cases, depending on the type S of wu;:

o If —tr(S) then wu; is linear or shared, and so the decomposition consists of a leading trio that
mimics an output action in parallel with the breakdown of ). The context T must include
the free variables of V' and @), which are denoted § and w, respectively. These tuples are
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not necessarily disjoint: variables with shared types can appear free in both V and @). The
value V' is then broken down with parameters y and k + 1; the latter serves to consistently
generate propagators for the trios in the breakdown of V', denoted Vg(VO’). The substitution
o increments the index of session names; it is applied to both V' and @ before they are broken
down. By taking o = next(u;) we distinguish two cases:

— If name w; is linear (i.e., it has a session type) then its future occurrences are renamed
into w41, and o = {%i+1/u; };

— Otherwise, if u; is shared, then o = {}.

Note that if u; is linear then it appears either in V or ) and o affects only one of them. The
last prefix activates the breakdown of @) with its corresponding context w.

In case V = y, the same strategy applies; notice that variable y is not propagated further if
it does not appear free in Q.

o If tr(S) then wu; is tail-recursive, and so the decomposition consists of a leading trio that
mimics the output action running in parallel with the breakdown of Q). After receiving the
context T, the leading trio sends an abstraction Ny along c¢*, which performs several tasks.
First, Ny collects the sequence of names 4; then, it mimics the output action of P along one
of such names (denoted ug), see below) and triggers the next trio, with context w; finally, it
reinstates the server on ¢ for the next trio that uses u. Indexing is not relevant in this case.

Input: To decompose a process u;?(y).Q) we distinguish two cases, as before: (i) name w; is linear
or shared or (ii) tail-recursive. In case (i), the breakdown consists of a leading trio that mimics the
input action and possibly extends the context with the received variable y. In case (ii), when wu;
has tail-recursive session type S, the decomposition is as in the output case.

Application: For simplicity we consider the breakdown of applications of the form V (7, u;),

where every r; € 7 is such that tr(r;) and only wu; is such that —tr(u;). The general case involves

different orders in names and multiple names with non-recursive types, and is defined similarly.
Before commenting on process B (V' (7, u;)), let us discuss how names in (7, u;) are decomposed

using types. Letting |7| = n and ¢ € {1,...,n}, for each r; € 7 (with r; : S;) we generate a
sequence z; = (z},... ’ZFR*(S'H) as in the output case. We decompose name wu; (with w; : C) as
m = (’LLZ‘, ce ,’LL%Hg(CHil)

The decomposition first receives a context  for value V: we break down V with T as a context
since these variables need to be propagated to the abstracted process. Subsequently, an output on
"t sends a value containing n abstractions that occur nested within output prefixes—as explained
in [2], this is similar to a partial instantiation mechanism. For each j € {1,...,n—1}, each abstrac-
tion binds z; and sends the next abstraction along ¢"7+!. The innermost abstraction abstracts over
Z, and encloses the process V;(V) (Z1,...,2,,m), which effectively mimics the application. This
abstraction nesting binds all variables z;, the decompositions of all tail-recursive names (7).

Composition: The breakdown of a process @) | R consists of a control trio that triggers the
breakdowns of () and R; it does not mimic any action of the source process. In the decomposed
process B%(Q | R), the tuple § C 7 (resp. @ C ) collects the free variables in @ (resp. R). To
avoid name conflicts, the trigger for the breakdown of R is ¢xi11, with [ = Q] (cf. Definition [Z5]).

Restriction: To decompose (vs : C) P’ we examine C; the interesting case is when tr(C). In
that case, we decompose s into § = (s1,...,s|g(g)) and 5 into 5= (31,... ,815(5))- Notice that as
tr(C') we have C' = ut.S, therefore G(C') = R(S). The breakdown introduces two servers in parallel
with the breakdown of P’; they provide names for s and 35 along c¢® and c*, respectively. The server
on ¢® (resp. c®) receives a value and applies it to the sequence 3 (resp. 5). We restrict over 3 and
propagators ¢® and c®.
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Inaction: To breakdown 0, we define a so-called degenerate trio with only one input prefix that
receives a context that by construction will always be empty (i.e., T = ¢€).

Value: Let us discuss the particular case of values of the form A(7,z) : (S,C) . P, where tr(y;)
holds for every y; € y and —tr(z), and ~~€ {—o, —}. The general case is defined similarly.

In the process for the decomposed value, denoted V; (A(7, 2) : (S,C) . P), every y; (with y; : S;)
is decomposed into 7' = (Y15 -+ Yjg(s,)))- We use C to decompose z into z. We abstract over
7', ..., 7", Z; the body of the abstraction (i.e. N) is the composition of recursive names propagators,
the control trio, and the breakdown of P, with name index initialized with the substitution {#1/z}.
For every y; € 7 there is a server ¢¥i?(z).z ' as a subprocess in the abstracted composition—the
rationale for these servers is as in previous cases. We restrict the propagators ¢ = (cq,... ,C) pjf):
this enables us to type the value in a shared environment when ~~=—. Also, we restrict special
propagator names ¢, = [J,¢5 ¢
Decomposing Types We may now formally introduce the decompositions on types (and some
associated notions), which have been informally used above.

Definition 2.6 (Decomposing Session Types). Given the session, higher-order, and shared types
of Figure Bl the type decomposition function G(-) is defined using the auxiliary function R(-) as in
Figure [0 We write |G(S)| to denote the length of G(S) (and similarly for 72(-)).

Notice that G(-) is a partial function, which operates on a sub-class of non-tail-recursive ses-
sion types: in Figure [[0] the condition ‘G(S) is a singleton’ allows us to decompose types such
as ‘ut.?((?(str);!(str);end, t) — ¢);end’, which is non-tail-recursive and features sequencing as an
argument but not at the top-level.

To handle the unfolding of recursive types, we shall use the following auxiliary function, which
decomposes guarded recursive types, by first ignoring all the actions until the recursion.

Definition 2.7 (Decomposing an Unfolded Recursive Type). Let S be a session type. The function
R*(+): is defined as follows:

R*(ut.S) = R(S)
R*(?(U);8) = R*(S)
R*(KU);S) = R*(S)

Given an unfolded recursive session type S, the auxiliary function [S) returns the position of
the top-most prefix of S within its body.

Definition 2.8 (Index function). Let S be an (unfolded) recursive session type. The function [S)
is defined as follows:

[S'{S/8))s it S = pt.S’ . [IR(S) =141 T =ptS
15) = (9% therwi i = [S) if T =1{U):S or T =2(U):S
o otherwise 1 it T =KU);S or T =7 ;

Example 2.1. Let S = ut.?(int);?(bool):!(bool);t and T' =7(bool);!(bool);S. Then [T) = 2 since
the top-most prefix of T' (‘?(bool);’) is the second prefix in the body of S.

The Process Decomposition and the Minimality Result. Having introduced the breakdown
function, we can now define the decomposition of HO processes:

Definition 2.9 (Decomposing Processes [3],2]). Let P be a closed HO process such that @ = fn(P).
The decomposition of P, denoted D(P), is defined as:

D(P) = (v2) (0.0 | B*(Po)

where: k > 0; ¢ = (ck,..-,Chq|p|=1); 0 = {init(@)/7}; and the breakdown function B%(-), is as
defined in Table [l
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As already mentioned, the minimality result in [3] ensures that if P is a well-typed HO process
then D(P) is a well-typed pHO process. It attests that the sequentiality in the session types for P
is appropriately accommodated by the decomposition D(P). Its proof relies on an auxiliary result
establishing the typability of B%(P).

In the following, given a session environment A = Ay, Ao, we shall write Ay o As to indicate
the split of A into an environment A; containing non-recursive names and a (disjoint) environment
A containing recursive names. Also, we will use ©,©’, ... to denote session environments induced
by our decompositions.

Lemma 2.1 (Typability of 52(-) [3]). Let P be an indexed HO process and V be a value.
1. IfT;A;A 0 Ay F Pro then G(I'), ®;0;G(A), © - BE(P) o, where:

e k>0

e 7=dom(A,)

o & =T[eic : (R (Au(r)) —oo)

o T =1fv(P)

e IM=T\Z

dom(@) = {Ck, R ,CkJrvLP)r,l} @) {Ck-i-la R ,CkJrzpj,l}

O(ck) =(Ur, ..., Un), where (G(I'),G(A))(Z) = (z1: Uy, ..., 20 : Up)
o balanced(©)

2. If T;A;A 0 Ay F Vs T—oo then G(T), ®;G(A); G(A) F VE(V) > G(T) —o0, where:

. T=1f(V)
o &=TIlerc : (R (Au(r)) —0)

Theorem 2.2 (Minimality Result for HO [3]). Let P be a closed HO process (i.e. fv(P) =0) with
i =fn(P). IfT;0; Ao A, - Pro, then G(To);0;G(Ac),G(A,o) - D(P)>o, where o = {init(u)/a}.

Having summarized the results on which our developments stand (in particular, the minimality
result for HO), we now move on to establish the minimality result for .

3 Decompose by Composing

In this section, our goal is to obtain a minimality result for 7 following the “decompose by com-
posing” approach (cf. Figure [Il). We start by defining um, i.e., the language 7 equipped with
MSTs. Then, we define a decomposition function F(-) : m — pm, given in terms of a breakdown
function denoted A%( - ), (cf. Table B)). As anticipated, this breakdown function will result from
the composition of [ -]}, BE(-), and [ -]?, that is, A¥(- )y = [BE([-]})]?. Using F(-), we shall
obtain the desired minimality result for 7, which will be given by Theorem B.11

Remark 3.1. In the following we focus on 7, and so we sometimes use typing judgments of the
form I'; A F P o, ie., the judgment introduced in Section but without the environment A,
which is not relevant for first-order processes. Based on the rules in Figure[fl we can derive typing
rules for m with polyadic communication. Such rules, given in Figure [[1], use the shortened typing
judgments for 7.

3.1 Key Ideas

Conceptually, the breakdown function A’g( - )¢ can be obtained in two steps:

1. First, we use the composition B’g([[ . }];), which given a 7w process returns a tHO process.

2. Second, we use [ - |2 to transform the uHO process obtained in (1) into a um process.

We illustrate these two steps in detail, considering output, input, and recursive processes.
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(POLYVAR)
Iz .Mx,y M l—xyDMM

(POLYSEND) (PoLyRcv)
;AL u:SHPro DiAFZEsC D;ALu:SHPro DiAFZEsC
DAy Ag,u N (C):S Ful(Z).Poo T\Z; A\ Ag,u :?(C):S + u?(Z).Pro
(POLYRESS) (POLYRES)
A, 5:5,5: 5 FPro S dual S, ;A G:CHPro
AR (vs)Pro AR (va)Pro
(REQ) (Acc)
L0 un(S) T;AFPoo ;0 us(S) T;AFPoo
D;AyFEn S ;A i S
;AL A ul(Z).P>o Mz A1\ Ay Hu?(Z).Pro

Figure 11: Derived typing rules for the polyadic variant of = (cf. Remark B.T])

3.1.1 OQutput and Input Processes
Output. Given P = u;!(w;).Q, we first obtain:

B3 ([uiw;).Qlg) = e?(&)al(W) ez | B ([Qa]y)
where

o= (u;:S) = {w+1/u;}: {}

W = Az1. (Gr1l) | ek ?0)-217 () G2 {@) | cran?(2)- (2 @)
Then, we transform Bg([uz'(wﬁQﬂ;) into the following pum process, using [ - %

AR (uil{w;).Q)g = [B5 ([uit{w;).Ql4)1?
= ¢,7(2)-(v a) (wla).(@3!(@) | AT (Qo),g |

a?(y).y?(z1)-Cev1l(21) | ek1?(21).217(2) Cpra () |

k22 (7).(v 5) (zl(s).3(w))))

We briefly describe the resulting process. The subprocess mimicking the output action on w; is
guarded by an input on ¢;. Then, the output of w; on u; is mimicked via several steps: first, a
private name a is sent along w;; then, after several redirections involving local trios, the breakdown
of w; is sent along name s. We can see that the output action on w; enables the forwarding of the

context Z to the breakdown of (), the continuation of the output.

Another form of output is when both u; and/or w; have recursive types. We shall refer to names
with tail-recursive types as recursive names. This output case with recursive names is similar to

the one just discussed, and given in Table 2

Input. The breakdown of u;?(w).Q is as follows:

Af (u?(0).Q) g = [BE([wi?(w).Qly)]?
= cx7(T).u;?(y)-ck11(T, y) |
(vs1) (cr+17(Z,y) -Crra(y) -Chr3(T) |
ch2?(y)-(v )( I(s).5!(s1)) |
ck+37(2).(v a) (514a). (Grriral() | ehr1+47()-0 |

y"?(w (@2l (@) | AT QW w)o),))))
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In this case, the activation on ¢ enables the input on u;. After several redirections, the actual
input of variables w is on a name received for 3’, which binds them in the breakdown of ). Hence,
the context Z does not get extended for an inductive call: it only gets extended locally (it is
propagated by cg+1). Indeed, the context is always empty and propagators only enable subsequent
actions. The context does play a role in breaking down input actions with recursive names: in
that case, the variables zx (generated in the encoding of recursion, cf. Figure8]) get propagated as
context.

3.1.2 Recursion

Now, we illustrate the resulting decomposition for processes involving tail-recursive names.

Output. The breakdown of 7!{w;).Q when tr(r) is as follows:

AL (r1w;).Q) = 2(@)-(v ar)  Han).(AEY (P, | ar?(y2) (). 0)
where:
W= (Vaz (2,(5)!@2). (C33!(@).c"2(b).(v 5) (b!(s).31(Z)) |
27y ) (Zi) (Crr1! <> | cr1?0)-217 () T2l () |

cri2?(@).(v ') (lls) FU@))))

This breakdown follows the essential ideas of the case —tr(r), discussed above. The difference is the
following: before mimicking the action on r, the process has to obtain the decomposition of name
r by a communication on ¢". Again, as a consequence of composing encodings, this communication
is carried out via several channel redirections: first, the fresh name a; is sent along ¢”; then, a
name is received on a1, along which the breakdown of r, denoted by Z, is finally received. Notice
that here we obtain the entire decomposition of r. However, to properly mimic the original output
action in W, we need one specific channel from Z, which is appropriately selected based on its
type S by the index function «(-) given in Definition 3.4t—this is the first action of W, i.e., z,g).
Finally, the entire decomposition of r is again made available for future trios by communication on
¢". This way, we are able to send back recursive names so they can be used in the next instance of
a recursive body.

Recursive process. The process pX.P is broken down as given below. Recall that the mapping
| - | has been defined in Definition 2.2

(vs1) (ex?(@) G (@ >Cl~c+3'< ) |

ck1?(Z).(var) (311ar) . (G72!() | cre2?() |
Ck+3?(9ﬂ) ( 2)-Chral(T, 2g) |
(P gv{X—m}‘
s ar?(y) i 2R - 1 v)-P)))
where:

[T 7). ) (1) 300RD) |

0<i<m

G2 (@) | rr2?(@) 1 ?(20) Ter3! (T, za) | [AEE(P )gix—ntlzz)

Moreover, above we assume that n = fn(P), m = |n|, |n| = (|nil,-.-, |nml), |ni : Si and
] = (I by, D) for i € {1, m}.

The breakdown of this process works in coordination with the breakdown of the recursive
variable X (described below). The main mechanism here is concerned with controlling (i) the
activation of new instances of recursive body (i.e., P) and (ii) the propagation of recursive names
to a subsequent instance (i.e., n = fn(P)). The first instance is given by A];,J;j (P)g,{x—n}- Notice
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C == M | (M)
v == end | t
M =y | NO)iy | 2(C)iy | pt.M

Figure 12: Minimal Session Types for 7 (cf. Definition B1I)

that by the definition of other cases, this instance will first collect all the recursive names by the
communication with top-level providers on names ¢ for r € n. The mechanism for generating
subsequent instances is given by the replicated process *ay?(y}).4/,2(|7], ..., |7™], y1).P. Recall
that replication is supported via the encoding *P = puX.(P | X). Here, the intention is that
this process again receives decompositions of recursive names in n on shared name a; from the
breakdown of X: to see this, notice that link to a; is propagated to the breakdown of P via name
2.

Recursive Variable. Following the previous description, the variable X is broken down as fol-
lows:

(v s1) (er?(22)-Cor1{(2e) Crral(2e) |
Chy2?(22)-511(2) Cr3)) | chys?() |

cr1?(22).(var) (" War).(a1?(y1)-11?(Z1). ... (v aj) Q)))

where:
Q = (" Na;).(a;?(y;).y;?(Z).(v &) (z:1(s") .5z, ... 25, 51))))

and 1 = g(X), || =7, n; : S, and 2z; = (24, .. ,erO<Si>‘) fori e {1,...,j}.

As described above, the main role of this breakdown is to send back decomposition of all
recursive names used in a recursive body (given by n = g(X)) to a next instance of a recursive
body. This breakdown accomplishes this by (i) first collecting recursive names by communication
on ¢" for r € n with trios of a breakdown of the recursive body, and (ii) the propagating those names
to a subsequent instance by communication on z,. As explained in the previous case, this link is
established at the entry of recursive process, and propagated throughout trios of its decomposition
up to this process.

3.2 Formal Definitions

We start by defining MSTs for :

Definition 3.1 (Minimal Session Types, MSTs). Minimal session types for 7 are defined in Fig-
ure

The breakdown function A%( - ), for all constructs of 7 is given in Tables 2l and B} it relies on
several auxiliary definitions, most notably:

o The degree of a process P, denoted | P/;
o The functions (- ) and R( - ), which decompose session types into MSTs.
We now formally define these notions.

Definition 3.2 (Degree of a Process). The degree of a process P, denoted | P, is defined as:

Juil{w;).Q) = 1Q7 +3 lws:9)QI =1Q) l0j =1
lu?(@: C).Qf = 1Q) +5 1Q | RS =1Q0 + 1R] +1
X7 =4 1nX.Q7 = 1Q] +4
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cx?(2)-(v a) (uil{a). (@31(T) | AF7(Qo)g | wj: C
wil(w;).Q a?(y).y?(z1).Cer1l(z1) | kE=j+|H(C) -1
B ckr1?(21).217(2) T2 {(z) | w = (wj,...,w)
2T (x).(v s) (x!(s).3H(w)))) o = next(u;)

o ?(Z)ui 2 (y) e @, ) |
(vs1) (ch1?(T,y) Crrz (Y) Crrs(T) | w:C
Ck+2()( )( <>S'<81>)| ~'_(
( w = wl,...,wm(C”)

(Ck+z+4!<> | ck+l+4 20.0| Qs ))) =1

o = next(u;)

uﬂ(w)Q Ck+3

where:

Qs = a?(y)y'?(@).(Erral(@) | AL (Q{wy/ who),)

cx?(Z).(vay) " Hay).

(AH3(P), | ar?(y1).n 2(2). W) r S/\tr(S)
where: = (21, R0 (9)|)
ril(w;).P W = (vaz) (2,s){az). c= (Ck+1,0k+2
B (Ck+3'( )-c" "(b)-('fs) (b!(s).51(2)) | w:C
27(y2)-y27(21)- k=j+[H(C) -1
(Ck+1 01 e ?0)- 21"( )Ck+2'($> ! w = (wj, ..., w)
cet2?(2).(v 8") (2!(s").5'Nw)))))
e 1(Z).(vay)
(¢"Ha1).((v s1) (crt1?(y) G2 (y) -Crr3 () | r:SAtr(S)
ck+27(y). (v s) (y!(s).3(s1)) | Z= (21,5 2R0(9)))
ri?(w).P cet37().(v az) (s1){a2). (@r7al() | ckti147().0 | l=1Pf
as?(y2).y2?(@). (Ck+2!(2) | Ak+4(P{w1/w}) ) | w:C
a1?(y1)-y17(2)-2,5) 7 (y)- W= (W1, -, W)
Cer1l(y).c"2(b).(v ") (b(s").5'1(Z)))))

Table 2: Decompose by composing (Part 1/2): Breakdown function A%( - ), (cf. Definition B.5).

We define how to obtain MSTs for 7 from standard session types:

Definition 3.3 (Decomposing First-Order Types). The decomposition function H( - ) on finite
types, obtained by combining the mappings (-)!,G(-), and ()2, is defined in Figure I3l (top, where
omitted cases are defined homomorphically). It is extended to account for recursive session types
in Figure I3 (center).

The auxiliary function R.( - ), given in Figure I3 (bottom), is used in Table 2] to decompose
guarded tail-recursive types: it skips session prefixes until a type of form ut.S is encountered; when
that occurs, the recursive type is decomposed using R( - ).

We give the definition of the index function for 7 recursive types by composing the index
function [-) (for HO recursive types, cf. Definition 2.8]) and the encoding of types from Figures [§
and @ This composition is straightforward: notice that [-) counts prefixes of session types, and
that the encodings of types from Figures 8 and @ do not alter the number of prefixes.

Definition 3.4 (Index function). Let S be an (unfolded) recursive session type. The function ¢(5)
is defined as follows:

(S) = o(S{5/t}) if S = put.9’ (T = 2141(9) it T =KU):S or T =?(U);S
N\ w(9) otherwise CRS)| —l+1 i T =ptS
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p AL(P),
s:C
(vs)P' | (v5:H(C)) A%(Plo), §= (51, 8/(0)))
o = {5151/s5}
r:ut.S
| WFR(S) C20).08) ()T | G
(vr)P 7 vl N S(F k(Pl'y o = {"T/r7}
c"2(b).(v ") (B(s").5'K(T)) | AZ(P'o)g f:(’rl"“”r\R(S)\)
T = (71, ... 7F\R(S)|)
y=fv(Q)
Q1] Q2 | ?(®)Tern(B) T (2) | ASTH(Qu)g | ASTHH(Q2), Z=1fv(Q2)
l=1Qf
0 c?().0
(v 1) (ex?(@) T B 5 ) | i = fa(P)
1 2@)-(v a) (s1@)- (@730 | 4270 | m = [
ch+37(%).517(22) Coya(T, 22) | In] = (lnal, -, [nml)
A (P) g x oy | R ie{l,...,m}.
pX.P *ar?(y) 2 (12, - 2", 1)-P))) |7l = Si ‘
vzhere: ' I7*] = (Intl,-- - ”n\zy(si)\ 1)
P = (ve) (Ilocicm ™ ?(b).(v s) (b1(s").5"K(|"])) | €= (Cht2s- -
g ) | cure? () o) T 2) | 1P gy 1)
M_Ala:gti( ) 7{X—>7L}J|575T) Cr = Uveﬁc
(v 51) (ex?(22) Cer1!(ze) Crya!(2a) |
k27 (220) 511(22) Cr131() | crt370) | n=g(X)
Chr17(22)-(v ar) (" Naq). | =j
X (al?(yl).yl?(%)....(yaj) Q))) 1€ {1,,]}
where: n; : S Atr(S;)
Q= ( "l ]>'(a]?(yj)'yj?(gj)' zi = (21, ’Z\RO(SZ)|)
(vs) (z(s"). 5Nz, ..., 25, 81))))

Table 3: Decompose by composing (Part 2/2): Breakdown function A%( - ), (cf. Definition B.5).

Given a typed process P, we write rn(P) to denote the set of free names of P whose types are re-
cursive. We are finally ready to define the decomposition function 7 (-), the analog of Definition 2.9]
but for processes in 7:

Definition 3.5 (Process Decomposition). Let P be a closed 7 process with © = fn(P) and v =
rn(P). Given the breakdown function A% (), in Tables Bland B, the decomposition JF(P) is defined
as:

F(P) = (vd) (v ) (1.0 | A (Pa), | [T "2(b).(vs) (blfs) 517))

rEv

where: k >0, ¢ = (cg,...,cpy1pi—1); & = Upes €5 0 = {init(@)/7}; for each r € ¥, we have 7 : S
and 7 = T1,-.. 7T|H(S)|-

3.3 Examples

We illustrate our constructions by means of two representative examples, involving delegation and
recursive processes/types.
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M if S = end

M, H(S) otherwise

where M =!{(?(?((?(H(C'));end));end);end) );end

M if S =end

M, H(S) otherwise

where M =?((?(?((?(H(C));end));end);end) );end
H(end) = end

H(S1,...,Sn) = H(S1)
H((S)) = (H(S5)

HMC);S) = {
H(2C):S) = {

o H(S)

~ -

LS = R(S) if pt.S is tail-recursive
Ut H(S)  otherwise

R(1S);8") = ptl{(?(?({?(H(S9));end));end);end) );t, R(S")
R(2(8)8') = ut.2((2(2((2(H(S));end))send)send))t, R(S)
Ht) =t
R(t) =¢

Figure 13: Decomposition of session types H( - ) (cf. Definition B.3])

Example 3.1 (A Process with Delegation). Let P be a 7 process which incorporates name-passing

and implements channels v and @ with types S =!(T");end and 7' =7(int);!(bool);end, respectively:

P=(vu:8) (ul{w).w?(t)w!(odd(t)).0 | w?(z).x!(5).27(b).0) (1)
R Q
— w?(t).wl{odd(t)).0 | w!(5).w?(b).0 (2)

We have that |P| = 25. Then, the decomposition of P into a collection of first-order processes
typed with minimal session types is:

F(P) = (ver,....e05) (@!()-0 | (vur) A (R | Q)o'))
where o = init(fn(P)) and o’ = o - {v1U1/uu}. We omit parameter g, as it is empty. We have:
Ad(R]Q)a')) = er?().e)esl() | AZ(Ro') | AL (Q0)
We use some abbreviations for subprocesses of R and @ :
R
o

@1?(15).R” R = @1!<Odd(t)>.0
.%'1!<5>.Q” Q” = 1‘1?(1)).0
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The breakdown of R is:

AZ(R) = ¢220)-(var) (url{ar).(e51() | A2(R') |
a1?(y1)-y17(21).e3(21) | e3?(21).217 (). cal(z) |
ca?(x).(v s) (z)(s).31 (w1, w2))))

A2(R') = ¢5?()-w1?(y2)-C () |

(v s1) (c67(y2) T (y2)-c81() |
cr?(y2)-(v s') (ya!(s').5"(51).0)) |

?()-(va )( Haz).(€10!() | c107()-0 |

2?(y3)-ys?(t1)-(c5!() | AZ(R"))))

AL(R") = ¢o?().(v a) (W2!{a). (12! <> | c127().0 |

a?(y).y?(z1).cnl{z1) | c10?(21).217 (). cnl(z) |

en?(x). (v s) (2!(s).5'odd(1)))))

)

8

The breakdown of Q) is:

AB(Q) = c13?() 1 ? (ya) €12l (ya) | (v s1) (c14?(y)-e15(y) C161) |
c157(ya)-(v s") (yal(s").s"(51).0) | c167()-(v a3) (s1!{as). (c21X) |
217().0 | az?(ys).ys? (21, 22).(€7() | AL (Q)))))
AT(Q') = e17?().(v aa) (z1Yaq). (@01 () | AZ(Q") | aa?(ys)-y6?(21).
ci?(21).217(x) egl(z) | c19?(x).(v s™) (x!(s™).5"(5)

AZ(Q") = c0?().227(y) -1 (y) |

(vs1) (e21?(y)-ca2!(y)-c231() | e22?(y)-(v 5) (y!(s).5!(s1)) |
c23?(%).(v a) (311a).(E251() | c257().0 |
a?(y) .y’ 7(b1).(22!() | c247().0))))

Type S is broken down into MSTs M; and Ms, as follows:

cis!(z1) |
(5))))

M; =?((?(?({?(int);end));end);end));end
My =!((?(?((?(bool);end));end);end) );end

Names wq and w» are typed with My and Ms, respectively. Then, name u; is typed with M, given
by:

M :!<<?(?((?(M1,MQ);end>);end);end>>;end

Consider the reductions of F(P) that mimic the exchange of w along u in P. We first have three
synchronizations on cy, co, €13:

F(P)—* (o) ((var) (ualar). (@Y | A2(R') |
(2

a1?(y1)-y1?(21).c3Nz1) | e3?(21). 217 (2).cal(w) |
ca?(x).(v s) (z!(s). 3w, w2)))) | W?(ya)- c1a'(ya) |
151 (y)-ci6 () |

(vs1) (c1a?(y)-€
c157(ya).(v s

c167().(v a3) (s1(az). (E211() |

217().0 | a3?(ys).ys?(x1, z2). (@7} | AT (Q")))))

where ¢ = (¢3,...,c¢12,¢14, .. .,¢25). Then, the broken down process R communicates with process
@ through channel u; by passing name a; (highlighted above). Here we notice that the original

") (yal(s").s"1(s1).0) |
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transmission of value w is not immediately mimicked on channel u, but it is delegated to some
other channel through a series of channel redirections starting with the transmission of name a;.
Further, the received name aq is locally propagated by ci4 and c15. This represents redundant
communications on propagators induced by breaking down sequential prefixes produced by two
encodings [ﬂ; and [-]? (i.e., those communications are not present in P). Another synchronization
occurs on Cig.

F(P) =T (ve) (vay) (&) | A2(R) | @a?(ya)- 11 7(z1)-5) (=) |
cal(z) | ca?(w). (v 5) (2!(s).5(wr, wa)) |

c3?(z1).217 ().
(vs1) (v ") (arl(s"). s"!(s1).0) | (v as) (s14a3).(21!() |
217().0 | a3?(ys)-y5? (21, 22).(a171() | AL (Q))))))
where ¢, = (c3,...,¢12,¢17,...,C25).

The next step involves a communication on a;: session name s” is passed and substitutes
variable y;.

F(P) —* (ve) (vs") (@) | A(R) |
"7(21) 3'(»21 | c3?(21).217(x).c2!(z) |
(v s) (z!(s).5 w1y, w2)) |
(V 81) ( s"(s1). 0 | (va3) (s1/{az).(@1!() | c217().0 |
32(ys)ys? (1, 22).(e7!() | ALT(Q))))))

After the synchronization on channel s”, name z is further sent to the next parallel process through
the propagator cs:

)
(s)

F(P) =" (vew) (vs1) (Y) | A (R) |
$12(x). cal(z) | ea?(x).(v s) (zV(s). 5 w1, w2)) |
(vaz) (s1Mag). (@) | c2120)-0 [ ag?(ys)-ys? (w1, 22).(E7() | ALT(Q")))))
where ¢ = (c4y...,C12,C17, -+, C25).

Communication on s; leads to variable x being substituted by name ag, which is then passed
on ¢4 to the next process. In addition, inaction is simulated by synchronization on cs;.

F(P) —" (v&) (vaz) (T() | AZ(R)) | (vs) ((aglfs). 5w, w2) |
a3?(ys). ys? (w1, x2). (a7 () | AT(Q)) )

where E. = (05, oo, C12,C17y - 7025).

Now, the distribution of the decomposition of w from one process to another can finally be
simulated by two reductions: first, a synchronization on ag sends the endpoint of session s, which
replaces variable ys5; afterwards, the dual endpoint is used to send the names w1, wy, substituting
the variables x1, zs.

F(P) = (@) (v 5) (TN | A2(R') | 8lwn,wa) | s2(we,@2). (a17() | AT(Q)))
— (véae) (T | AR [e7l() | AT (Q) {W10/ar2a}) = V

where Cee = (C5,...,C12,C17,- -, C25).

Here, we remark that prefix s?(z1,x2) binds variables z1, x5 in the breakdown of the continua-
tion (i.e., Ay(Q’ )). Thus, there is no need for propagators to pass contexts: propagators here only
serve to enforce the ordering of actions. On the other hand, this relies on a process nesting that is
induced by the application of encoding [ - |? in the composition. Thus, the trio structure is lost.
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Ac(P{n/r})g = (vs1) (e1?().e)) 1) |
2?().(v ar) (s1Kar). (@3!() | e37().0 |
c4?().517(22). G zz) |
R | % ar?(1) 01 (%r, @0y, 1) -P)))
where:
P =) (¢b).(vs) (B1') 5 wry, 20,)) | @) |
c1?0).y1?(22). @ (2e) | R*{Tris Trafry 10 })
RF = 1 ?(2,).
(va1) (¢"Ha).((v 81) (Ck+1 (v)-Cer2l(y)-Crr3() |
crr2?(y)-(v ) (y!(s).51(s1)) |
S
Chi+47()-0 | a2?(y2). ya?(w1).
(v @) (Gral(ze) | AL (ral(=w1).X),))) |
a1?(y1)-y17(21, 22). 212(y)-
1Y) .c"2(b).(v &) (b(s').5"1(21, 22)))))
A§j4(r2!<—w1>.X)g = cx?(22)-(var) " Nay).
(AEFT(X) g [ ar?(y1)-91?(2). W)
W = (vag) (22Kag). (Croi7!(zz).c"2(b).(v s) (b!1(s).51(Z)) |
as?(y2)-y2?(21).(v €) (G551() |
chrs?0) A7) T )|
crs?(2). (v o) (2. ) ) ))
AT(X) g = (v s1) (ch7? (20) Crrse) Cira!(ze) |
crt8?(22). (v a1) ("Nar)- (Crro?(22) 511(20) Crr10!() | ch107() |

a1?(y1).y1?(r1,72).(v 8') (2:1(s").5'Hr1, 72, 51)))))))
with g = {X — 71,72}

Figure 14: Breakdown of a recursive process (Example [3.2))

Undoubtedly, the first reduction of process P in () has been simulated. We may notice that
in V names wq, wy substitute x1, 2 and the subsequent reduction on w can be simulated on name
wy. The subsequent reductions follow the same pattern. Thus, the outcome of our decomposition
function is a behaviorally equivalent process that is typed with MSTs.

Example 3.2 (A Recursive Process). Let r be a channel with the tail-recursive session type
S = pt.?(int);!(int);t. We decompose r using S and obtain two channels typed with MSTs as
in Figure I3k

r1: pt.?((?(?((?(int);end));end);end));t
ro : ut((?(?((?(int);end));end);end));t

Consider now the process P = uX.r?(w).r/{(—w).X. Let us write P’ to denote the “body” of P,
ie., P' =r?(w).r/(—w).X. Then, process F(P) is

(ve) (ve") (" 2(b)-(v ) (Bs) 5Ur1,m2)) [ @i} | Ac(P{71/r})o)
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where ¢ = (c1,...,¢)p;) and Al(P{"/r})y is in Figure [4l

In Figure M4, Al(P{"1/r}) simulates recursion in P using replication. Given some index F,
process RF mimics actions of the recursive body. It first gets a decomposition of 7 by interacting
with the process providing recursive names on ¢ (for the first instance, this is a top-level process
in 7(P)). Then, it mimics the first input action on the channel received for z; (that is, r1): the
input of actual names for wy is delegated through channel redirections to name y, (both prefixes
are highlighted in Figure [I4]). Once the recursive name is used, the decomposition of recursive
name is made available for the breakdown of the continuation by a communication on ¢". Similarly,
in the continuation, the second action on 7, output, is mimicked by 7o (received for z3), with the
output of actual name w; delegated to 5 (both prefixes are highlighted in Figure [I4]).

Subprocess R’ is a breakdown of the first instance of the recursive body. The replication
guarded by a; produces a next instance, i.e., process R?{Tri,Trs/r 1,75} in P. By communication
on a; and a few reductions on propagators, it gets activated: along a; it first receives a name for
y} along which it also receives: (i) recursive names 71,79 for variables x,,,x,,, and (ii) a name for
y1 along which it will receive ay again, for future instances, as it can be seen in A§j7(X )g-

3.4 Results

We close this section by establishing the minimality result for = using the typability of 7 (-). We
need some auxiliary definitions to characterize the propagators required to decompose recursive
processes.

Lemma 2.1 states typability results by introducing two typing environments, denoted © and
®. While environment © is used to type linear propagators (e.g., ¢k, cki1,...) generated by the
breakdown function 5 (-), environment ® types shared propagators used in trios that propagate
breakdown of recursive names (e.g., ¢",c", ... where r and v are recursive names).

Definition 3.6 (Session environment for propagators). Let © be the session environment and ®
be the recursive propagator environment defined in Lemma 2.Jl Then, by applying the encoding

(-)?2, we define ©' and @' as follows: ©' = (©)2,®' = (D)2

We can use ©' = (0)? in the following statement, where we state the typability result for the
breakdown function. The proof composes previously established results:

Lemma 3.1 (Typability of Breakdown). Let P be an initialized m process. If T;A A, = P o,
then H(L),®'; H(A),0' + AX(P), >0, where:

o k>0

7 =dom(A,);
& = Ther & ¢ ((2(Ro(A(r))):end):
balanced(©') with

dom(©') = {ck, cky1, - Chyipi—1} U{Ghit, - - G p)—1}
such that ©'(c) =7(-);end.

Proof. Directly from Lemma 2] and from Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 from [I5]. See Appendix [A.2] for
details. H

We now consider typability for the decomposition function, using ® = (®)? as in Definition

Theorem 3.1 (Minimality Result for 7). Let P be a closed  process, with u = fn(P) and v = rn(P).
If T'A, A, F Pro, where A, only involves recursive session types, then
H(To); H(AG), H(Ayo) = F(P) > o, where o = {init(u)/g},

Proof. Directly by using Lemma BT}, see Appendix [A.2] for details. O
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While Theorem B.1] gives a useful static guarantee about the correctness of our decomposition
of P into F(P), a dynamic guarantee that confirms that P and F(P) are behaviorally equivalent
is most relevant. Before establishing such a dynamic guarantee, we explore to what extent F(P)
can be optimized, i.e., whether redundancies induced by the “decompose by composing” approach
can be safely eliminated.

4 An Optimized Decomposition

Although conceptually simple, the “decompose by composing” approach to the minimality result
induces some suboptimal features. Considering this, in this section we propose F*(-), an optimiza-
tion of F(+) with less synchronizations and direct support for recursion, and establish its correctness
properties, in terms of its corresponding minimality result (static correctness, Theorem ], Page [34])
but also dynamic correctness (Theorem 2], Page 39).

4.1 Motivation: Suboptimal Features of “Decompose by Composing”

To motivate our insights, consider the process A% (u;?(w).Q) 4 as presented in Section B.Iland Table[2l
We identify some suboptimal features of a decomposition based on A’g( gt

Channel redirections While the given process receives a name for variable w along u;, its break-
down does not input a breakdown of w directly, but does so through a series of channel
redirections: w; receives a name along which it sends the restricted name s, along which it
sends the restricted name s; and so on. Finally, the name received for 3’ receives w, the
breakdown of w. This redundancy is perhaps more evident in Definition B3] which gives the
translation of types by composition: the mimicked input action is five-level nested for the
original name. This resulting type is due to the composition of [ - }]; and [ - ]2

Redundant synchronizations on propagators Also, A% (u;?(w).Q) ¢ features redundant com-
munications on propagators. For example, the bound name y is locally propagated by cp41
and cgyo. This is the result of breaking down sequential prefixes induced by [[]]; (not present
in the original process).

Trio structure is lost Last but not least, the trio structure is lost as subprocess @@ is guarded
and nested, and it inductively invokes the function on continuation . This results in an
arbitrary level of process nesting, which is induced by the final application of encoding |[ - [?
in the composition.

The shortcomings of .A]%( - ) are also evident in the treatment of recursive processes and names.
Because HO does not feature recursion constructs, | - }]; encodes them by relying on abstraction
passing and shared abstractions. Then, going back to w via Hg, these representations are translated
to a process involving a replicated subprocess. However, going through this path the encoding of
recursive process becomes convoluted. Moreover, all non-optimal features already discussed for the
case of input are also present in the decomposition of recursion.

Based on these observations, here we develop an optimized decomposition function, denoted
F*(+) (Definition [Lg]), that avoids the shortcomings described above. The optimized decomposition
relies on a streamlined breakdown function, denoted Ag( - ), which produces a composition of trios
processes, with a fixed maximum number of nested prefixes. The decomposed process avoids
channel redirections and only introduces propagators that codify the sequentiality of the original
process.

Roadmap. To facilitate reading, we summarize notations and definitions related to F(-) and
their corresponding notions for the optimized decomposition F*(-)—see Table @l

25



| || Section [3] | This section |

Degree of P | P( (Definition 3.2)) | P{* (Definition E.3])
Decomposition of S || H(S) and R(S) (Figure [I3) H*(S) and R*(S) (Figure [I5)
Breakdown of P Ak (P), (Tables@andB) | A%(P) and A%(P), (TablesH and )
Decomposition of P F(P) (Definition B.5l) F*(P) (Definition 8]

Table 4: Summary of notations used in our two decompositions.

4.2 Preliminaries
As before, we need to decompose a session type into a list of minimal session types:

Definition 4.1 (Decomposing Types). Let S and C' be a session and a channel type, resp. (cf. Fig-
ure B). The type decomposition function H*( - ) is defined in Figure

As before, we need two auxiliary functions for decomposing recursive types, denoted R*(-) and
R:(-).

A comparison between H*( - ) and H(-) (Figure [3) is already useful to understand the intent
and scope of the optimized decomposition. Consider, e.g., the decompositions of the session type
C);S (with S # end):

H((C);S) =X (2(2({2(H(C))send) )send);end));end, H(S)
H(KC);S) =I{H"(C));end, H"(S5)

These differences at the level of induced MSTs will be useful in our formal comparison of the

two decompositions, in Section

Example 4.1 (Decomposing a Recursive Type). Let S = ut.S” be a recursive session type, with
S’ =7(int);?(bool);l(bool);t. By Figure [I5] since S is tail-recursive, H*(S) = R*(S’). Further,

R*(S") = ut.?(H*(int));t, R*(?(bool);!(bool);t)
By definition of R*( - ), we obtain
H*(S) = pt.?(int);t, pt.?(bool);t, ut.!{(bool);t, R*(¥)
(using H*(int) = int and H*(bool) = bool). Since R*(t) = ¢, we have
H*(S) = pt.?(int);t, pt.?(bool);t, ut.!(bool);t

Example 4.2 (Decomposing an Unfolded Recursive Type). Let T' =?(bool);!(bool);S be a derived
unfolding of S from Example [£Il Then, by Figure 5, R:(T') is the list of minimal recursive types
obtained as follows: first, R:(T) = R} (!(bool);ut.S’) and after one more step, R:(I{(bool);ut.S") =
RE:(pt.S’). Finally, we have R (ut.S") = R*(S’). We get the same list of minimal types as
in Example [£Tk

RL(T) = pt.?(int);t, pt.?(bool);t, ut.!(bool);t

Definition 4.2 (Decomposing Environments). Given environments I and A, we define #*(I") and
H*(A) inductively as H*(0) = ) and

H(Dyi = 8) = H(A), (s iy e (s)-1) = HY(S)
H (T, ug : (8)) = H (D), - HY((S))

We now define the (optimized) degree of a process. A comparison with the previous definition
(Definition B.2]) provides further indication of the improvements induced by optimized decomposi-
tion.
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* .Q) {H*(C));end if S =end
RS = {!<H*(C)>;end,7-[*(5) otherwise

* QY ?(H*(C));end if S = end
s = {?(H*(C));end,"i-[*(S) otherwise

H*(S)=R.(S) where S # ut.S’
R*(t) =€
RY(NC):S) = pt.(H™(C))5t, R7(S)
RY(?(C):8) = pt.2(H"(C));t, R(S)
R(2(C):8) = Rs(KC):8) = Ri(S)
RE(ut.S) = R*(S)

Figure 15: Optimized decomposition of session types H*( - ) (cf. Definition [4.1])

Definition 4.3 (Degree of a Process). The optimized degree of a process P, denoted |P[*, is
inductively defined as follows:

Q" +1 if P=u;l(y).Q or P =u;?(y).Q
Q% itP=(vs:9Q

QI +1 if P=(vr:95)Q and tr(S)
1Q7" +1R)* +1 ifP=Q|R

1 fP=0or P=X

Q5" +1 if P=pX.Q

As before, given a finite tuple of names u = (a,b, s, s',...), we write init(2) to denote the tuple
(ay,b1,s1,8%,...); recall that a process is initialized if all of its names are indexed.

Given two tuples of indexed names @ and z, it is useful to collect those names in = that appear
in u.
Definition 4.4 (Free indexed names). Let @ and T be two tuples of names. We define the set
fnb(u,T) as {zp : 2; € WA 2, € T}.

As usual, we treat sets of names as tuples (and vice-versa). By abusing notation, given a process
P, we shall write fnb(P,y) to stand for fnb(fn(P),y). Then, we have that fnb(P,Z) C Z. In the

definition of the breakdown function, this notion allows us to conveniently determine a context for
a subsequent trio.

Definition 4.5. Given a process P, we write frv(P) to denote that P has a free recursive variable.

Remark 4.1. Whenever ¢;7(y) (resp. ¢!(y)) with ¥ = ¢, we shall write ¢;?() (resp. ¢!()) to stand
for ¢;?(y) (resp. ¢x!{y)) such that cj :?((end));end (resp. T :!{{end));end).

Definition 4.6 (Index function). Let S be an (unfolded) recursive session type. The function ¢(.5)
is defined as follows:

() o(S"{5/t}) if S = put.S’ (T) T141(9) if T =WU);S or T =?(U);S
L — L =
() otherwise : IR*(S)| —1+1 if T =pt.S
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: y] e g:(yl,,yr’,{(s)‘) .................
w = (lin(u;)):: {u;}:e  Z=1fnb(Q,zy \ w)
1= (tr(u;))=e(S):i o =next(u;) - {¥1/y}

: y] o g:(yj”yﬁrmw)‘il) ............
w = (lin(w;)) :{u;}:e zZ="fnb(Q,z\ w)
= (tr(u;))e(9)):i o= next(u;)

3| (vs:C)Q (V5 :H (C)) Ak (Qo)

4] (vs:ut.8)Q | (v3: R (S)) (?(@).EG31!(2).0 | AT(Q))

tr(pt.S) 5= (s1,., SR (9)))

Z=17,%8,5 5= (31,--,3Rr(9))
5| Q1] Q2 o ?(®) G (0) Crrrra(2) | Ag T (@) | AETHH(Qo)
y ;'ZQJ'*' . gj:fnb(Ql, f) e fnb(QQ,f) .................
60 c?().0
7| uxp (v &%) (er?(@) T B X 52 @) g B X | AEFL(P),)
. ﬁ:js(P) . .’.Z.’ - ’.m ..... ~ o {X R Z} ..................
fi:C % = nbd(7 : O)

Table 5: Optimized breakdown function A%(-). The auxiliary function ﬁg( - )¢ is given in Table

Definition 4.7 (Name breakdown). Let u; : C' be an indexed name with its session type. We write
nbd(u; : C') to denote
nbd(ul : C) = (ui, ce ,ui+|H*<C)|_1)

We extend nbd(:) to work on lists of assignments (name, type), as follows:

nbd((u;,...,u}) : (C1,...,Cn)) = nbd(u : C1) - ... nbd(uf : Cy)

4.3 The Optimized Decomposition

We define the optimized decomposition F*(-) by relying on the revised breakdown function A%(-)
(cf. Section E3.0]). Given a context 7 and a k > 0, A% () is defined on initialized processes. Table
gives the definition: we use an auxiliary function for recursive processes, denoted fl%( - )g,» where
parameter g maps recursive variables to a list of name variables (cf. Section A.3.2]).

In the following, to keep presentation simple, we assume recursive processes pX.P in which P
does not contain a subprocess of shape uY.P’. The generalization of our decomposition without
this assumption is not difficult, but is notationally heavy.

4.3.1 The Optimized Breakdown Function

We describe entries 1-7 in Table [, assuming the side conditions given in the table.
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P AE(P)g
BX. L2 (E) k() Ty ). X | TR,
s latuno| 7@ (9#0) | &= (in(u) fu)ee
o P X.CL2E).(wl(5)-chy B) | X) | 2= () Ufb(Q, 7\ @)
Qo) ifg=0) | L=ty
HX 2 (E)u?(§) Ty (E) X | o fyl )
o L | M@ G970 | 5= (inu)* o)
e X2 (). (w? ()¢, 1(2) | X) | l5_= 9(X) Ufnb(Q, 75\ )
Aian, a=0 |
pX.cp?(@)
(ACZH! y1)- X ‘ACZHHE@ ) | (if g # 0) frv(Q1)
wlag, | @l AR @ it = 9(X) Ufb(Q1, )
X @). Y2 = fnb(Q2, T)
(char M) | () | X)) | L=1@
AT Qu)g | AETTH(Q2)g (if g =0)
MX.(Vi:?(*<$L|< x| s:C
02;5-02 2).X 5= (81,---,82(0))
" AE1(Qo),) (if g # 0) 7= (sil, . J‘H—%
ws)Q | - o R S ot
pX.(vs:H*(C)) i—glrl(g))..s.e
(¢7(@)- (4 (3) | X) | F=EE5
AFT1(Qo)y) (if g = 0) 0 = {*151/s5}
| x pXGH@.SND X ([g#0)
pX.cp?0).(k !0 | X) (it g=10)
13(0 &?().0

Table 6: The auxiliary function ﬁi’“( g

1. Input Process Alg (ui?(y).Q) consists of a leading trio that mimics the input and runs in parallel
with the breakdown of ). In the trio, a context ¥ is expected along c;. Then, an input on wy
mimics the input action: it expects the decomposition of name y, denoted 3. To decompose y
we use its type: if y : S then § = (y1,..., ¥y (g)])- The index I of u; depends on the type of
u;. Intuitively, if u; is tail-recursive then [ = ¢(S) (Definition [£.6) and we do not increment it,
as the same decomposition of u; should be used to mimic a new instance in the continuation.
Otherwise, if u; is linear then we use the substitution o = {%i+1/u;} to increment the index
in Q. Next, the context z = fnb(Q,Zy \ @) is propagated, where @w = (u;) or W = e.

2. Output Process A]% (u;!(y;).Q) sends the decomposition of y on u;, with [ as in the input case.
We decompose name y; based on its type S: ¥ = (yj,... ayj+\H*(S)\—1)- The context to be
propagated is Z = fnb(P,Z \ w), where w and o are as in the input case.

3. Restriction (Non-recursive name) The breakdown of process (vs: C)Q is

(w3:H'(C)) AE(Qo)
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where s is decomposed using C: 5 = (s1,...,53+(¢)|)- Since (vs) binds s and 5 (or only s if
C is a shared type) the substitution o is simply {$151/s5} and initializes indexes in Q.

4. Restriction (Recursive name) As in the previous case, in the breakdown of (vs : ut.S)Q
the name s is decomposed into § by relying on ut.S. Here the breakdown consists of the
breakdown of ) running in parallel with a control trio, which appends restricted (recursive)

names s and S to the context, i.e., 2 =2, s, 5.

5. Composition The breakdown of process @1 | Q2 uses a control trio to trigger the breakdowns
of ()1 and ()9, similarly as before.

6. Inaction The breakdown of 0 is an input prefix that receives an empty context (Z = ).
7. Recursion The breakdown of uX.P is as follows:
(v &) (e (@) Gy (E) X 2 (§) Gy  (9)- X | AFFH(P) )

We have a control trio and the breakdown of P, obtained using the auxiliary function fléﬂ ()g
(Tablef@]). The trio receives the context Z on ¢j and propagates it further. To ensure typability,
we bind all session free names of P using the context z, which contains the decomposition
of those free names (cf. Definition [4.7]). This context is needed to break down P, and so we
record it as ¢ = {X — Z} in the definition of AA§+1 (P)g. This way, z will be propagated all
the way until reaching X.

Next, the recursive trio is enabled, and receives y along ¢y, with |Z| = |y| and | = |P|. The
tuple 7 is propagated to the first trio of fléﬂ'l (P)g4. By definition of ﬁ;f"’l (P)g, its propagator
¢’y will send the same context as received by the first trio. Hence, the recursive part of the
control trio keeps sending this context to the next instances of recursive trios of ﬁ;ﬂ (P)g.

Notice that the leading trio actually has four prefixes. This simplifies our presentation: this
trio can be broken down into two trios by introducing an extra propagator cy41 to send over

T
Cht2-

4.3.2 Handling P in puX.P

As already mentioned, we use the auxiliary function fl% (+)g in Table[d to generate recursive trios.
We concentrate on discussing entries 8-11 in Table [6} the other entries are similar as before. A key
observation is that parameter g can be empty. To see this, consider a process like P = uX.(Q1 | Q2)
where X occurs free in Q1 but not in Q2. If X occurs free in ) then its decomposition will have
a non-empty g, whereas the g for ()2 will be empty. In the recursive trios of Table [6l the difference
between g # () and g = () is subtle: in the former case, X appears guarded by a propagator; in the
latter case, it appears unguarded in a parallel composition. This way, trios in the breakdown of ()
replicate themselves on a trigger from the breakdown of Q).
Having discussed this difference, we only describe the cases when g # ():

8 / 9. Output and Input The breakdown of u;!(y;).Q consists of the breakdown of @ in parallel
with a leading trio, a recursive process whose body is defined as in 3(-). As names g(X) may

not appear free in ), we must ensure that a context z for the recursive body is propagated.
The breakdown of 7?(y).Q is defined similarly.

10. Parallel Composition We discuss the breakdown of Q; | Q2 assuming frv(Q). We take
71 = g(X) Ufnb(Q1,T) to ensure that g(X) is propagated to the breakdown of X. The role
of ¢j, ;41 is to enact a new instance of the breakdown of ()2; it has a shared type to enable
replication. In a running process, the number of these triggers in parallel denotes the number
of available instances of ()s.
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11. Recursive Variable In this case, the breakdown is a control trio that receives the context =
from a preceding trio and propagates it again to the first control trio of the breakdown of a
recursive process along c’y. Notice that by construction we have ¥ = g(X).

We may now define the optimized process decomposition F*(-):

Definition 4.8 (Decomposing Processes, Optimized). Let P be a process with u = fn(P) and
v = r(P). Given the breakdown function Ag( -) in Table B the optimized decomposition of P,
denoted F*(P), is defined as

F(P) = (ve) (@!(r).0 | AF(Po))

o,

where: k > 0; ¢ = (cg, ..., ¢4 py<—1); T such that for v € ¥ and v : S (v1,...,vr-(g)) C 75 an
o = {init(a)/7}.
The definition of 7*(-) is similar to the definition of F(-) given in Definition Bl The optimiza-

tions are internal to the definition of the breakdown function; notice that the handling of recursive
names needed in F(-) is not needed in F*(-), as they are now handled by the auxiliary function

ﬁk(')g-

T

4.4 Examples

Here we illustrate 7*(-), 7*(-), A%(-), and flik( + )4 by revisiting the two examples from Section [3l

Example 4.3 (Example 31}, Revisited). Consider again the process P = (vu) (A | B) as in Exam-
ple 31l Recall that P implements session types S =!(T');end and T =?(int);!{(bool);end.
By Definition [4.3] | P{* = 9. The optimized decomposition of P is:

FH(P) = (ve) (@l) | (vur) A ((A ] B)a"))
where ¢’ = init(fn(P)) - {w1¥/un} and ¢ = (cq,...,c9). We have:
A (A ] B)')) = er?().zsl) w6 )) | AZ(Ao”) | AL (Bo')
The breakdowns of sub-processes A and B are as follows:
AZ(Ac’) = eo?()urwy, we).E31() | e3?7().w17(t).E1() |
47()>10dd (1)) | ¢57().0
A8(Bo') = c6?().u1 (w1, w2).T7 (w1, T2) | 77 (21, 22).211(5). G5 (22) |
cg?(w2).x2?(b1).c9!() | c9?().0
Name w is decomposed as indexed names w1, ws; by using #*(-) (Definition @.1]) on 7', their MSTs
are My =!(int);end and My =7(bool);end, respectively. Name u; is the decomposition of name u
and it is typed with (M, M9);end.

We discuss the reduction steps from F*(P). After a few administrative reductions on ¢, co,
and cg, F*(P) mimics the first source communication:

FH(P) —3 (v &) (uwy, wa). c3!() | A2 (w?(t).w! (odd(t)).0) |
Uy ?(x1,x2). c7l(x1, x2) |A$17$2 (z!(5).27(0).0))
— (vé,) (@) | AZ(W?2(t).w!(odd(£)).0) | &7l (wr, wa) | AL, ., (x!(5).27(b).0))

Above, ¢, = (c3,¢4,¢5,C7,08,¢9). After reductions on ¢z and c7, name w; substitutes z; and the
communication along wy can be mimicked:

FH(P) —° (v &) (W1 2(E). €3() | c4?()-W2!{odd(t)).5() | ¢57().0 |
w1 1(5). cg!(wz) | cg?(w2).227(b1).EY() | co?().0)
— (V&) (@!(5) | ca?(t). 2! (odd(t)).E5!() | ¢57().0 |
Csl(wa) | cs?(x2).227(1).GX() | co?().0)

Above, € = (¢4, c5,c8,¢9). Further reductions follow similarly.

“I
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Example 4.4 (Example[3.2], Revisited). Consider again the tail-recursive session type S = ut.?(int);!(int);t.
Also, let R be a process implementing a channel r with type S:

R =puXr?(z)rl(—z).X

We decompose name r using .S and obtain two channels typed with MSTs as in Figure We have:
r1: pt.?(int);t and ro @ pt.!{int);t.

The trios produced by A¥ (R) satisfy two properties: they (1) mimic the recursive behavior of
R and (2) use the same decomposition of channel r (i.e., r;,r2) in every instance.

To accomplish (1), each trio of the breakdown of the recursion body is a recursive trio. For (2),
we need two things. First, we expect to receive all recursive names in the context  when entering
the decomposition of the recursion body; further, each trio should use one recursive name from the
names received and propagate all of them to subsequent trio. Second, we need an extra control
trio when breaking down prefix pX: this trio (i) receives recursive names from the last trio in the
breakdown of the recursion body and (ii) activates another instance with these recursive names.

Using these ideas, process A}"lm (R) is as follows (we write R’ to stand for 77(z).rl{(—z).X):

c1?(r1,m2).BHr1, o) X (Y1, ) -Gy, ) X | A2, (R)

where ﬁfhm (R') is the composition of three recursive trios:
uX.ch?(y1,y2).r1?(21).ENy1, Y2, 21). X |
pX.c52 (Y1, Y2, 21).r27(—21)- 41y, y2). X | pXocj? (Y1, y2)-Ax yr, y2). X

ch, will first activate the recursive trios with context (rq1,r2). Next, each trio uses one of 1, ry and
propagate them both mimicking the recursion body. The last recursive trio sends r1, 72 back to the
top-level control trio, so it can enact another instance of the decomposition of the recursion body
by activating the first recursive trio.

4.5 Measuring the Optimization

Before discussing the static and dynamic correctness of 7*(+), here we measure the improvements
over F(-). A key metric for comparison is the number of prefixes/sychronizations induced by each
decomposition. This includes (1) the number of prefixes involved in channel redirections and (2) the
number of propagators; both can be counted by already defined notions:

1. Channel redirections can be counted by the levels of nesting in the decompositions of types
(cf. Figures [I3] and [1T)).

2. The number of propagators is determined by the degree of a process (cf. Definitions

and [L.3)).

These two metrics are related; let us discuss them in detail.

Channel redirections. The decompositions of types for F(-) and F*(-) abstractly describe the
respective channel redirections. The type decomposition for F(-) (Figure [[3]) defines 5 levels of
nesting for the translation of input/output types. Then, at the level of (decomposed) processes,
channels with these types implement redirections: the nesting levels correspond to 5 additional
prefixes in the decomposed process that mimic a source input/output action. In contrast, the type
decomposition for () (Figure [[H]) induces no nesting, and so at the level of processes there are
no additional prefixes.
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Number of propagators. We define auxiliary functions to count the number of propagators
induced by F(-) and F*(-). These functions, denoted #( - ) and #*( - ), respectively, are defined
using the degree functions (] - | and | - [*) given by Definitions and [4.3] respectively.

Remarkably, | - | and #( - ) are not equal. The difference lies in the number of tail-recursive
names in a process. In F(-) there are propagators ¢, but also propagators ¢” for recursive names.
Definition B2l however, only counts the former kind of propagators. For any P, the number of
propagators ¢ in F(P) is the number of free and bound tail-recursive names in P. We remark
that, by definition, there may be more than one occurrence of a propagator ¢" in F(P): there is
at least one prefix with subject ¢"; further occurrences depend on the sequentiality structure of
the (recursive) type assigned to r. On the other hand, in F*(P) there are propagators ¢, and
propagators c’, whose number corresponds to the number of recursive variables in the process.
To define #( - ) and #*( - ), we write brn(P) to denote bound occurrences of recursive names and
# x (P) to denote the number of occurrences of recursive variables.

Definition 4.9 (Propagators in F(P) and F7*(P)). Given a process P, the number of propagators
in each decomposition is given by

#(P) = 1P§+2-|bm(P)| +[m(P)]  # (P)=1P[" +#x(P)

Notice that #*(P) gives the exact number of actions induced by propagators in F*(P); in
contrast, due to propagators ¢”, #(P) gives the least number of such actions in F(P).

In general, we have #(P) > #*(P), but we can be more precise for a broad class of processes.
We say that a process P # 0 is in normal form if P = (vn) (Q1 | ... | Qn), where each @Q); (with
i € {1,...,n}) is not 0 and does not contain restriction nor parallel composition at the top-level.
We have the following result; see Appendix [A3] for details.

Lemma 4.1. If P is in normal form then #(P) > % - H#H(P).

This result implies that the number of (extra) synchronizations induced by propagators in 7 (P)
is larger than in F*(P).
4.6 Static Correctness

Here we establish the analog of Theorem B.1] (Section B4]) but for 7*(-). We rely on an auxiliary
predicate:

Definition 4.10 (Indexed Names). Suppose some typing environments I'; A. Let Z, ¥ be two
tuples of indexed names. We write indexedr A (7, ) for the predicate

Vzi.(zp € < Im.((2is .- Zigm—1) CYAmM = [H (I, A)(z))])

We now state our static correctness results (typability with respect to MSTs) for the auxiliary
function A} (- )y, the breakdown function A% (P), and the optimized decomposition F*(-):

Lemma 4.2 (Typability of Auxiliary Breakdown: flg( - )g)- Let P be an initialized process. If
' X:A,; AR Ppoo then:

H'(T\Z);0F Ak (P)gpo (k> 0)

o T Cfn(P) such that A\ T =0;

e §J=10-m, where m = codom(g) and v is such that indexedp A(v,Z) holds;

e ©=0,,0x(g) where

— dom(0,) = {cg: gy - Gyt YGgns - Gy 1)
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— Let N = (H*(T),H*(A, - A)(@). Then

2N it 0
Oulck) = {ZP\VT)( " Zojllgzlefwz’se

— balanced(©,,)
~ 0x(9) = Uxedom(g) ¢ © (Mx) where My = (H*(L), 1*(A,))(9(X)).

Proof. By induction on the structure of P; see Appendix [A 4] for details. O
Lemma 4.3 (Typability of Breakdown). Let P be an initialized process. If T'; A+ P> o then
HA(D\Z);H(A\T),0F AL (P)po (k> 0)

where

o 2 Cfn(P) and y such that indexedr a(y,T) holds.

e dom(©) = {cp, Chit1, sl Pp—1 ) U{Chits -+ s Chop Py =1}
e O(cy) =?(M):end, where M = (H*(T), H*(A))(7).
« balanced(O)
Proof. By induction of the structure of P and Lemma E2} see Appendix [A4] for details. O
We now (re)state the minimality result, now based on the decomposition F*(-).

Theorem 4.1 (Minimality Result for 7, Optimized). Let P be a process with v = fn(P). If
;A F Poo then H(To); H* (Ao) b F*(P) > o, where o = {init(w)/5}.

Proof. Direct by Definition .8 and Lemma (.3} see Appendix [A 5] for details. O

4.7 Dynamic Correctness

As a complement to the minimality result just given, here we establish that P and F*(P) are
behaviorally equivalent (Theorem [A.2]). The notion of behavioral equivalence that we consider is
MST-bisimilarity (cf. Definition E220] ~M), a variant of characteristic bisimilarity, one of the session-
typed behavioral equivalences studied in [14].

4.7.1 Preliminaries

We require some auxiliary definitions and notations from [14].

Typed Labeled Transition System. Our typed LTS is obtained by coupling the untyped LTS
given in Figure Ml with a labeled transition relation on typing environments, given in Figure
Building upon the reduction relation for session environments in Definition 2] such a relation is
defined on triples of environments by extending the LTSs in [I7, [I6]; it is denoted

(T, A1, A1) 5 (T, Ag, Ay)

Recall that I admits weakening. Using this principle (not valid for A and A), we have (I, A1, A1) N
(I, A2, Ag) whenever (I', A1, Ay) KN (I, A2, Ay). Some intuitions follow.
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Input Actions are defined by Rules [SRv] and [SuRv]. In Rule [SRv| the type of value V' and
the type of the object associated to the session type on s should coincide. The resulting
type tuple must contain the environments associated to V. The dual endpoint § cannot be
present in the session environment: if it were present the only possible communication would
be the interaction between the two endpoints (cf. Rule [Tau]). Following similar principles,
Rule [SuRv] defines input actions for shared names.

Output Actions are defined by Rules [SSxp] and [SuSnp]. Rule [SSnp] states the conditions for
observing action (v m) s!(V') on a type tuple (I'; A, A-s:S). The session environment A, s:5
should include the session environment of the sent value V' (denoted A’ in the rule), excluding
the session environments of names m; in m which restrict the scope of value V' (denoted A; in
the rule). Analogously, the linear variable environment A’ of V' should be included in A. The
rule defines the scope extrusion of session names in m; consequently, environments associated
to their dual endpoints (denoted A;» in the rule) appear in the resulting session environment.
Similarly for shared names in m that are extruded. All free values used for typing V' (denoted
A" and A’ in the rule) are subtracted from the resulting type tuple. The prefix of session s
is consumed by the action. Rule [SuSnp| follows similar ideas for output actions on shared
names: the name must be typed with (U); conditions on value V' are identical to those on
Rule [SSnb].

Other Actions Rule [Tau| defines internal transitions: it reduces the session environment (cf.
Definition [ZT]) or keeps it unchanged.

We illustrate Rule [SSxp] by means of an example:

Example 4.5. Consider the environment tuple (T'; §; s :!((1(S);end) —o¢);end, s’ : S) and the typed
value V' = Az. z!(s’).m?(z).0 with

[;0;s" :S,m :?(end);end - V > (1(S);end) —o
Then, by Rule [SSxp], we can derive:

(vm) s{V)

(T;0; s :1{(1{S);end) —oo);end, " : S) (T;0; s : end,m :!{end);end)

Observe how the protocol along s is partially consumed; also, the resulting session environment is
extended with 7, the dual endpoint of the extruded name m.

Notation 4.1. Given a value V of type U, we sometimes annotate the output action (v m)n!(V)
with the type of V as (vm)n(V:U).

The typed LTS combines the LTSs in Figures [4] and

Definition 4.11 (Typed Labeled Transition System). A typed transition relation is a typed relation
T;ALF Py 5 Ay k- Py where:

1. P, £> P, and

2. (0,0,A1) 5 (1,0, As) with T; 0;A; - Pivo (i = 1,2).
We write = for the reflexive and transitive closure of —, L. for the transitions :g:, and = for
Loty # 7 otherwise =.

A typed transition relation requires type judgements with an empty A, i.e., an empty environ-
ment for linear higher-order types. Notice that for open process terms (i.e., with free variables),
we can always apply Rule [EProm] (cf. Figure ) and obtain an empty A. As it will be clear below
(cf. Definition [£13]), we will be working with closed process terms, i.e., processes without free
variables.
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[SRv] [SHRV]

5 ¢ dom(A) OANA VU L;0;0F av(U) AN A VU
(T; A A, s :2(U);S) M (T; AN A A 50 9) (T; A5 A) M (T; A, N5 AL A
[SSND]

DTSASA EVeU  T50;A;FmipU; 5 ¢ dom(A)
A,\(UjA]‘) - (A,S : S) F/; ®7A; F m; > Uj/ A CA

(T3 A A, s 1(U);8) LY (s AN (A, s 5, U AL\A)
[SHSND]
OIS AA R VeU I 0; A; Fmy> U 0:0 Fav(U) [Tau]
AI\(UjAj) CA P/; @; A; = m; > UJ/ A CA Al — A VAL =y

(5 A A) LY (A (A, U AY\AY) T AL 5 (T5 A; Ay)

Figure 16: Labeled Transition System for Typed Environments.

Typed Relations. We now define typed relations and contextual equivalence (i.e., barbed congru-
ence). To define typed relations, we first define confluence over session environments A. Recall that
A captures session communication, which is deterministic. The notion of confluence allows us to
abstract away from alternative computation paths that may arise due to non-interfering reductions
of session names.

Definition 4.12 (Session Environment Confluence). Two session environments A; and Ag are
confluent, denoted A; = Ao, if there exists a A such that: i) A; —* A and ii) As —* A (here
we write —* for the multi-step reduction in Definition 2.T]).

We illustrate confluence by means of an example:

Example 4.6 (Session Environment Confluence). Consider the (balanced) session environments:

Ay = {s1:T1,52:7(Uz);end, 53 :!(Uz);end}
Ay = {s1:T1,s2 :l{U1);?(Uz)send, 53 :7(Ur);(Uz);end}

Following Definition T we have that Ay — {s; : 71,82 : end, 53 : end} and Ay —— {s7 :
Ty, s9 : end, 53 : end}. Therefore, A; and Ay are confluent. O

Typed relations relate only closed processes whose session environments are balanced and con-
fluent:

Definition 4.13 (Typed Relation). We say that a binary relation over typing judgements
Fi;0;ATFPpoRTy0: A - Pypo
is a typed relation whenever:
1. P, and P, are closed;
2. A; and Ay are balanced (cf. Definition [21]); and
3. A; = Ay (cf. Definition [A.12]).

Notation 4.2 (Typed Relations). Given a typed relation T'1;0; A1 F Py>o R Ty 0; Ao F Pao, to
reduce eye strain we shall write:

Fl;All—Pl %PQ;AQI—PQ
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(2(C):S) *E w(x).(t{w).0 | (C)) (S)e “E s (s fresh)
(HC):S)* *E w{{C)e).t!(u).0 ((SYe *E  a (a fresh)
(ut.5)* S (S{end/t})"
{end)* 0
($))" = ul{(S)e)-tu).0

Figure 17: Characteristic processes (left) and characteristic values (right), as introduced in Defini-

tion E.141

Characteristic Bisimilarity Characteristic bisimilarity equates typed processes by relying on
characteristic trigger processes. Intuitively, characteristic processes arise in characterizations of
contextual equivalence to (succintly) capture the arbitrary contexts in which an exchanged name
can be used by a recipient. This notion, which we recall below, needs to be adjusted for our
purposes.

Definition 4.14 (Characteristic trigger process [14]). The characteristic trigger process for type
Cis

t=cv:CE 12(a).(vs)(s?(y).(C) | 31(v).0)
where (C)Y is the characteristic process for C' on name y (cf. Figure [IT).

We may now state the definition of characteristic bisimilarity that applies in our (first-order)
setting:

Definition 4.15 (Characteristic Bisimilarity). A typed relation R is a characteristic bisimulation
if for all Fl;Al F P1 R PQ;AQ F Ql,

1) Whenever I'1; Ay F Py M A F P, then there exist Q2, Vo, AL such that T'y; Ay F

Q1 M AL F Q2 and, for a fresh ¢,

P ATE (vm) (P | t<c ViiUn) RT9 A F (vme)(Qa | t <=¢ Va: Us)

2) For all I'j; A F Py LN A} F P, such that ¢ is not an output, there exist Q2, Al such that
FQ;A2 [ Ql £> AIQ H Q2 and Fl;All H P2 §R FQ;AIQ H QQ; and

3) The symmetric cases of 1 and 2.

The largest such bisimulation is called characteristic bisimilarity, denoted by ~€.

4.7.2 MST-bisimilarity and Main Result

We introduce MST-bisimilarity (denoted ~"), and discuss key differences with respect to charac-
teristic bisimilarity. One of the differences is that we let an action along a name n to be mimicked
by an action on a possibly indexed name n;, for some i.

Definition 4.16 (Indexed name). Given a name n, we write 7 to either denote n or any indexed
name n;, with ¢ > 0.

Suppose we wish to relate P and @Q using ~", and that P performs an output action involving
name v. In our setting, () should send a tuple of names: the decomposition of v. Another difference
is that output objects should be related by the relation ¢:
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Definition 4.17 (Relating names). We define the relation on names ¢ as follows:

A AER>C n

€C€ 7’Li<>(7’Li,...,TLi+|H*<C)‘71)

where € denotes the empty list.
Our variants of characteristic and trigger processes are defined as follows:

Definition 4.18 (Minimal characteristic processes). Given a type C, name u, and index i, we
define the minimal characteristic processes (C)¥ and (C'). as follows:

u def
vi=

ui?(x).(h!(uiﬂ, ces 7ui+\H*(S)|>'O ‘ <C>:ZB)

== ui!<(C>c>.t1!(ui+1, e ’ui+\H*(5)\>'O

e
Hh

]
=]
Q.
]

—~
~=
T D~ D N~~~

s e
Hh Hh

o~ o~

= ul!(<C>c>.t1!<u1>.0
(S{end/e))y
5 (|| = |H"(9)|, s fresh)

ST S S S

e
Hh

T
o
U

e
Hh

%

(¢}

= (ay fresh)

—~
—~
~

(e}

where t; is a fresh (indexed) name.
Given this definition, we may now revise Definition [£T4]

Definition 4.19 (Minimal characteristic trigger process). Given a type C, the trigger process is

t=nv:C%E 12(2).(vs1)(s17(H).(C)Y | 511(5).0)

Y

where v; ¢ 0, y; 0¥, and (C); is a minimal characteristic process for type C' on name y (see Defini-

tion [LIT]).

We are now ready to define MST-bisimilarity. In the following, we shall adopt Notation [£2)(2)
for typed relations in order to explicitly account for the effect of the decompositions in the
types/assignments recorded in I'.

Definition 4.20 (MST-Bisimilarity). A typed relation ® is an MST bisimulation if for all T'y; Ay F
Py R T Ag - Q,

(vm1) n!{v:C1)

1. Whenever I'1;A1 F P,
Ty: Ay - Q) (vmo) nl(o:H*(C))

A F P, then there exist 2, AL, and o, such that

Al + Q2 where vo, ¢ and, for a fresh ¢,
T AR (vm)(Py |t <cv:01) R AL (vmin)(Q2 | t <p vo: Ch)
2. Whenever T'1; A1 F Py M A+ P, then there exist @2, Af, and o, such that T'g; Ag
Q1 % Al F Qo where vo, 0¥ and T'1; Al F Py R To; AL F Qo

3. Whenever I'1; A1 - Py 4 A F P,, with ¢ not an output or input, then there exist Q2 and
A such that T'9; Ay - Q1 LN AL Qg and T'1; Al F Py R T'y; AL F Q2 and sub(¢) = n implies

A,

sub(¢) = n.

4. The symmetric cases of 1, 2, and 3.
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The largest such bisimulation is called MST bisimilarity (=M).
We can now state our dynamic correctness result:

Theorem 4.2 (Operational Correspondence). Let P be a process such that T'; A+ P. We have
DAEP & HI(D);HY(A) FF(P)

The proof of this theorem is by coinduction: we exhibit a binary relation S such that (P, 7*(P)) €
S and is an MST bisimulation. The proof that S is an MST bisimulation is given by Lemma [£7]
and Lemma [£.10] in the next sub-section.

4.8 Proof of Theorem
4.8.1 Preliminaries

In this section we define the relation S used in the proof of Theorem 4.2l We require some auxiliary
notions.

First, we define a relation ¢ on processes, which corresponds to the extension of the relation on
indexed names given by Definition [L.I7t

Definition 4.21 (Relation ¢ on processes). Given the relation ¢ on names (Definition A.IT]), we
define the relation ¢ on processes as follows:

[IPSND]
PooP vooU o = next(n;) [IPINACT]
n;! (v). P on (D). P 000
[IPRov] [IPNEWS]
Poo P VOOV U:next(ni) PoP mi © Mo
ni?(y).Pon;?(y).P' (vmy) P o (vimg) P

We have the following properties for ©:
Lemma 4.4. We have: (t <cv:C{t:vi/t, v}, t; <4 v;:C) € o fori > 0.
Proof. Directly by Definitions {14l £.19 and E.21] O
Lemma 4.5. Relation ¢ is an MST bisimulation.
Proof. Straightforward by transition induction. O

As we have seen, the output clause of MST bisimilarity “appends” trigger processes in parallel
to the processes under comparison. The following definitions introduce notations which are useful
for distinguishing the triggers included in a process.

Definition 4.22 (Trigger Collections).

o We let H, H' to range over trigger collections: processes of the form P | --- | P, (with
n > 1), where each P; is a trigger process or a process that originates from a trigger process.

o We write P || @ to stand for P | Q where either P or @ is a trigger collection.

Example 4.7. Let H] =t <¢ v:C | (C)* | 'l{n).0 where v,t,t',u,n are channel names, C' a
channel type. We could see that (C)* and #'!(n).0 originate from a trigger process. Thus, Hj is a
trigger collection.

Definition 4.23 (Propagators of P). We define fpn(P) to denote the set of free propagator names
in P.
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The following definition is useful when constructing an MST bisimulation for recursive processes,
i.e., processes P such that frv(P) holds (cf. Definition[L5]). The depth of a recursive variable denotes
the number of prefixes preceding the occurrence of a recursive variable X or a subprocess of the
form pX.Q); in turn, this depth will be related to the current trio mimicking a given process.

Definition 4.24 (Depth of recursive variable). Let P be a recursive process. The functions §(P)
and §(P) are mutually defined as follows:

0 if P=pX.QorP=X
5(P) = {g(P) if frv(P.) 5(P) = 5(Q)+1 %fP i a.Q
otherwise Q)+ d(R) fP=Q|R
(@) if P=(s)Q

Definition 4.25. The predicate Dx (P, @, d) holds whenever there exist @, Q’ such that (i) P =
Q' {#X-Q/X} and (ii) §(Q') = d.

Finally, we introduce a notation on (indexed) names and substitutions:

Definition 4.26 (Indexed names substitutions). Let u = (a,b,s,5,5,s',7,7,...) be a finite tuple
of names. We write index(%) to denote

/

. ~ = -/ / ..
index(u) = {{alvblasiaSivsjasjvrlvrla'"/a,b,S,S/,T,T/,...} S .. > 0}

4.8.2 The relation S: Ingredients and Properties
Having all auxiliary notions in place, we are ready to define S:

Definition 4.27 (Relation S). Let P{%#/i} be a well-typed process, with @ : C. We define the
relation S as follows:

S ={(P{¥z},R) : ReCy(Po),
o € index(@wUZ Ufn(P)), @ = nbd(@io : C), § = nbd(Zo : C)}
where the set CZ( ) as in Table [

The definition of S follows Parrow’s proof of dynamic correctness for the trios in the untyped
m-calculus. Intuitively, processes in the set Cé"(P) represent processes that are “correlated” to
P, up to synchronizations induced by propagators. In our case, the presence of trigger processes
and recursive processes induces significant differences with respect to Parrow’s definition. Given a
process P, we have two mutually defined sets: CZ(P) and J%(P), which are both given in Table [l
The idea is that CZ (P) deals with trigger processes and top-level activation of propagators, whereas
J%(P) collects processes without triggers that are involved in the overall activation of propagators.

Handling recursive processes requires dedicated treatment; this is formalized by the auxiliary sets
C%(P) (defined in Table §) and Hgff’p(P)g (defined in Tables [@ and [I0J).

Properties. We prove a series of lemmas that establish a form of operational correspondence,
divided in completeness and soundness properties. We first need the following result. Following
Parrow [I8], we refer to prefixes that do not correspond to prefixes of the original process (i.e.
prefixes on propagators ¢;), as non-essential prefizes. The relation S is closed under reductions
that involve non-essential prefixes.

Lemma 4.6. Given an indezed process Pi{%i}, the set CL(Py) is closed under T transitions on
non-essential prefives. That is, if Ry € CZ(Py) and Ry L Ry is inferred from the actions on
non-essential prefizes, then Ry € C¥ (Pr).

Proof (Sketch). By the induction on the structure of P; and the inspection of definition of CZ( -)
and J— (- ) in Table [ and Table B O
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P ci(P)
) ) y = fnb(Q1,2)
Ql H QQ {Rl || Ry : Ry € Cgl (Ql),RQ S ng (QQ)} 5~: fnb(Qg,f) )
{#/z}y = {"y/g} - {"2/z}
(vs:0)Q | {(wF:H(C) R:CEQo)} o ({3;1’8;_1'/'8 ;H*@)
if Dx(Q,Q',d):
X /
'dthérf:ls'e' @ _) ____________________ ¢ = fon(R)
0 ' d>1
{vO R : R=75Nu) | A%(Q)} (cf. Definition A.25] for D_(-,-,-))
U
(WO Rei(Q)}
H {H": H{%/3} o H'}
P J%(P)
y:S
= {inin)
w = (lin(n; n;t:e
nﬁ(y)Q {nlp?( ) Ck+1" < > | ‘Ak+1 (QJ)} 3= fn~b(Q,azy\ )
o= {1z}
o = next(n;) - {¥1/y}
= (tr(S))::e(S):14
Yj - S
Y=Y Yjr-(5)|-1)
w = (lin(n;)) = {n;}: €
nly;)-Q | {mp!(Fp)erril(Zp) | AETH(Qo)} Z = fb(Q, ¥\ @)
p = {3}
o = next(n;)
= (tr(S))::e(S):14
R e 0) | AE(Q1) | AE(Q2)) e o
Q1] Q2 U ~ ~ _ {u/fé}%
{(R1 | Ra): Ry € CJ (Q1), Ry € C22(Qs)} L0,
n = fn(P) -
WP | T X @)X | A (P} | TSmO
g={X—m}
0 {0}

Operational Completeness.

Table 7: The sets C2(P) (upper part) and J%(P) (lower part).

we will consider transitions with the typed LTS.

Lemma 4.7. Assume P1{W/%} is a process and P{#7}8Q; .

1. Whenever P{%i}

(v m1 nl(v:Cq)
AN
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We first consider transitions using the untyped LTS; in Lemma [A.§]

Py, such that m & Pi{%z}, then there exist Qo and o, such




P cEpe

T

N U{(v o) (nX.c5?(3)- G M) X | 2(3)-c5 @)X | R) : Re T5Q)d}

where:
v [Mul{a @EenX @G @) X | AEQ),)} itd=0
otherwise
1X.Q {(v &) (nX.cx ()i {7). X | R | R
M AMNTP) pX . ?(E).cNT).X) - ReJE(Q)I} ifg#0

(W8 (X5 20710 X | R A
MO | X 20).(cK ) | X)) : RedF(Q)I}  otherwise

c=fon(R) F=£Q) g={X—3} p=/{7s}

Table 8: The set C#(P). The set g%“’p (P)% is defined in Tables [@ and M0

that Q1 (vmo) nl{(v:H*(C1))

Q2 where vo, ©v and, for a fresh t,

(vm))(P ||t <cv:C1) S (vm2)(Q2 || t1 <n voy,: Cy)

2. Whenever Pl{ﬂ/i}L(U))Pg, such that m & Pi{%z}, then there exist Q2 and o, such that
ngQg where vo, oV and Py S @3,
3. Whenever P, P, then there exists Qo such that Q1=-Q2 and P> S Q.
Proof. By transition induction. See Appendix [A.6] for details. O

The following statement builds upon the previous one to the case of typed LTS (Definition IT]):

Lemma 4.8. Assume Pi{%/3} is a process and P {3} S Q.

(vm1) nl{v:C1)

1. Whenever I'1; A1 + Py
F2;A2 -Q, (vmo) nl(o:H*(C))

A = Py then there exist Qa, AL, and o, such that

Al F Qo where vo, ¢V and, for a fresh t,

(vm)(Py ||t <cv:C1) S (vm2)(Q2 || t <nvoy:Ch)
2. Whenever I'1; A1 F Py ), Al b Py then there exist Q2, AY, and o, such that T'9; Ay

Q1 2 Ay b Qs where v, 0 and Py S Qo

3. Whenever I'1; Ay F Py = Al = Py then there exist Qo and Al such that To; Ag F Qp = Ab
QQ and P2 S QQ.

Proof. The proof uses results of LemmalL.7l We consider the first case, as the other two are similar.
By the definition of the typed LTS (Definition [A11]) we have:

Fl;Al;Al I—Pl{@/ﬁé}bo (3)

(T1;0; Ay) Lm)niech), (T'1;0; Ag) (4)
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p gb;é“’p(P)g when g # ()
.0 { il (G0} 11 Ep)-n X 2(F) ) WE)-X | AETH Qo)) i 6(Q) =d
A NU {pX.c’,%?(a?).nﬂ(y) G (Z).X|R:Re 35;1(620) } otherwise
N JIBIAE Qo)) i 6(Q) =d+1
B 0 otherwise
B = dndEo-nX 4@ )G X
yj: T Y= (yg, >yj+|H*(T)\—1) w = (lin(u;)) = {u;}:e
Z=g(X)Ufnb(Q,z\ w) = (tr(u;)):e(S):4 o = next(u;)
(4.0 {2 @) M ER) X G 2(@) 2§ ) X | AEY Qo) g} i 6(Q) = d
| VO AI@a DT X BRI Qo) othervise
N B AN Qo) i 0(Q)=d+1
0 otherwise
B=dndEonX 41 @nt @G- X
y: T U=, Ypery)) W= (lin(u;))::{ui}: e
Z=g(X)Ufnb(Q,zy \ w) = (tr(u;))::e(S):i o= next(u;) - {¥1/y}
0110 N U {pX.cp2(Z) (i W91)-X | ¢y 2) | Ry | Ry
s Ry € 050 (Qu)d, R € 351 (Qu)d )
- Bl AR Q) g [ AR Q) g} 1 6(Q1) =d
0 otherwise
B = Gnine)nXoa (@) _<91> _X_ | Gpat@2))
frv(Q1) 71 = g(X) Ufnb(Q1,7) =fnb(Q2,7) =11
ws)Q | NU{uX.(v5: H(C) (@) HE) X | R: Re 35 (Qo)d}
N {{(V§: HY(C)) B | AN (Qo),y  if6(Q1) =d
- 0 otherwise
BemalEp)aX W (C)a@an®H-X
s: S 52(81, ,S‘H (S)|) § (81, ,S‘H*<S)|)
n=(lin(s))=n:e Z=27,5n o = {5151/s5}
X {o}

Table 9: The set §§7p(P)g when g # (. (Table [I0] covers the case g = 0.)

By (@) we further have

[SSnd]

By (@) and the condition 7 ¢ dom(A) we have m ¢ fn(P{%/z}).

F,F/;A/;A/FVDU P/;@;A]‘l—mjDUj ﬁgédom(A)
AI\(U]‘A]‘) - (A,TL : S) I’; 0; A; + m; > UJ, AN CA

v:C1)

(T; A A n Y );S) % (O, T A\A; (A n 2 S, UjA;‘)\AI)

of Lemma .71
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P ggyp(P)g when g = 0)
nil(y;)-Q | {ml@p)-ch i1 (Zp) | nX (@) (@) ¢y 1(2) | X) | AFTHQo) g}
n;?(y).Q {n2(§)-ch 1Z) | pX.cp2(@).(n2(5)-ch  W2) | X) | AFTH Qo) g}

{CZH (71p) | Chit1! Ky2p) |
Q1] Q2 pX . (). (o MU1) | gy HT2) | X)) |
A3 Q) g | AET(Q2) 0}

(vs:0)Q | {ch!Ep) | nX.(v5: H'(C)) ex?(@).(yr 1B | X) | AFTHQ)g}

Table 10: The set ﬁg p(P)g when g = (. Side conditions are the same as for corresponding cases
from Table @ (when g # ().

Operational Soundness. For the proof of operational soundness we follow the same strategy as
before: we first establish a lemma for the untyped LTS, then we extend it to the case of the typed
LTS.

Lemma 4.9. Assume P1{4/z} is a process and Pi{#/z} S Q1.

1. Whenever ()1 (v ma) nat i

that, Py {i/z) &)

Qg , such that m; & fn(Q1), then there exist Py and o, such

P, where vo, ¢ v where vo, ©vU and, for a fresh t,

(vm)(P ||t <cv:C1) S (vm2)(Q2 || t1 <n voy,: Cy)

2. Whenever Qq ng then there exist Py and o, such that Pl{ﬂ/ﬁé}MPg where vo, oV and
P2 N Q27

3. Whenever Q1=Qo either (i) Pi{W/i} S Qo or (i) there exists Py such that PP and
Py, S Q.

Proof (Sketch). Following Parrow’s approach, we refer to prefixes corresponding to prefixes of the
original process as essential prefizes. We remark that a prefix in 7*(P) is non-essential if and only
if is a prefix on a propagator name. First, we discuss the case when a transition is inferred without
any actions from essential prefixes. In this case we know that an action can only involve propagator
prefixes and by inspection of definition of CZ(Py) that £ = 7. This concerns the sub-case (i) of Part
3 and it directly follows by Lemma (4.6
Now, assume (1 LN Q2 when /¢ involves essential prefixes. This concerns Part 1, Part 2, and
sub-case (ii) of Part 3. This case is mainly the inverse of the proof of Lemma L7l As Parrow, here
we note that an essential prefix is unguarded in @)y if and only if it is unguarded in P;. That is, by
inspection of the definition, we see that function CZ(P;) does not unguard essential prefixes of Py
that its members mimic (the propagators serve as guards). O

Lemma 4.10. Assume Pi{%z} is a process and Pl{¥i} S Q1.

1. Whenever T'y; Ay F Q1 (vma) il (v:H* (Ch))

Iy A F P {Ya} :>(le AR

AL F Q2 then there exist Py, o, and A} such that
Al F Py and, for a fresh t,

(vm1)(P ||t <cv:C1) S (vma)(Q2 || t1 <= vo, : Ch)

44



2. Whenever I'y; Ao F Q1 M A5 = Qo then there exist Py, oy, and Ay such that T'y; Ay +
P {i/z} LlON Al F Py where vo, o0 and Py S Q2,

3. Whenever Ta; Ao F Q1 = AL - Qo either (i) PL{W/z} S Q2 or (i) there exist Py and A} such
that T'1; A1 - P{Wi} = AL F Py and Py S Qo.

Proof (Sketch). Analogous to the proof of Lemma L8] using Lemma 1.0 O

We close this section by stating again Theorem and giving its proof.

Theorem 4.2 (Operational Correspondence). Let P be a process such that I'; A+ P. We have
DAEP &M HY(T); HA(A) FFH(P)

Proof. By Lemmas 9] and [£10 we know S is an MST bisimulation. So, we need to show
(P,F*(P)) € 8. Let P, be such that Pi{7/i} = P where 7 = rn(P). Further, let 0 = [J,;{"1/v},
so we have o € index(7). Then, let 7, = nbd(7 : S) and Z, = nbd(Z : S) where 7 : S. There-
fore, by Definition 4.8 and Table [ we have F*(P) € C;}; (P1). Finally, by Definition we have
(P,F*(P)) €S. O

5 Extension with Labeled Choices

In this section, we briefly discuss the extension of F*(-) with labeled choices. In session-based
concurrency, labeled choices are implemented via branching and selection constructs, denoted
u; > {lj : Pj}jer (for some finite set I) and u; <1;.Q, respectively. Intuitively, a branching con-
struct specifies the offer of a finite number of alternative behaviors (Py, P, . ..), whereas a selection
construct signals the choice of one of them. Put differently, branching and selection implement
deterministic choices via the input and output of labels; the reduction rule is as follows:

7”L<]lj.Q ’ ﬁb{li : Pi}ie[ — Q ‘ Pj (] € I)
Branching and selection come with dedicated session types, denoted &{l; : S;}icr and ®{l; :
S;}ier, respectively, for some finite index set I. The corresponding typing rules are:

(BRrA) (SEL)
Viel T;MAu:S;FPro A A u:S;EPro jel
A A u &{l, : Si}ie] l—ub{lz : Pi}iEIDO A A uc @{lz : Si}ié[ I—u<1lj.P><>

Our decomposition strategy can be extended to account for labeled choice (and their types).
This entails the extension of the type decomposition function #H*( - ) (Definition 1) and of the
breakdown function A% (P) (Table [); this latter extension will be denoted A (- ).

For simplicity, we focus on finite processes, without recursion / recursive session types. One of
the challenges involved in extending our approach to account for both labeled choices and recursion
concerns non-uniform termination: in a branching type &{l; : S;};c; not only each S; can be
different, but some of them may denote recursive (non terminating) behaviors while the rest may
not. Handling this potential non-uniformity requires care. =~ We base our presentation on the
corresponding breakdown for the case of the higher-order calculus HO, as presented in [2].

To uniformly handle the potential differences in a branching type &{l; : S;};cr, we break down
branching and selection types as follows:

Definition 5.1 (Decomposing Types: Labeled Choices). We extend the type decomposition func-
tion H*(-) (Definition A1) as follows:

H*(&{li = Sitier) = &{l; : 72(H"(S;));end}ier
H (D {li : Si}ier) = ®{l; : | (H"(S;));end }ier
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This decomposition follows the intuition that branching and selection correspond to the input
and output of labels, respectively.

Definition 5.2 (Decomposing Processes: Labeled Choice). Given a k > 0 and a tuple of names Z,
the decomposition function A% (- ) is defined as

A (> {1y« PiYjer) = ak?(@)us > {1y (v ) wi?(§) e @) | A5 (P{v/w}) Yer
AE]% (u; <15.Q) = cx?().w; <lj.(v @ : H*(S))) u(W).Chr1(T) | AE];JFI(Q{&/UZ-})

where u = (ui+1, ces 7ui+\H*(Sj)\) and ﬁ = (ui+1, ces 7ui+\H*(Sj)\)-
For the remaining constructs, A™%( ) corresponds to A%( ) (Table ).

Observe how, in the case of branching, once a particular branch [; has been selected, we receive
the names on which to provide sessions from the branch H*(S;); the corresponding selection process
communicates these names. To account for the different session types of the branches 5;, the names
involved in the decomposition are bound (i.e., hidden).

We illustrate the workings of Aﬁg( -) by means of the following example, adapted from [2]:

Example 5.1. Consider a mathematical server () that offers clients two operations: addition and
negation of integers. The server uses name v to implement the following session type:

S = &{add : ?(int);?(int);!(int);end , neg: ?(int);!(int);end}
—_———
Sadd Sneg

This way, the add branch receives two integers and sends over their sum; the neg branch has a
single input of an integer followed by an output of its negation.

Let us consider a possible implementation for the server Q and for a client R that selects the
first branch to add integers 16 and 26:

Q 2w {add : u?(a).u?(b).ul{a + b), neg:u?(a).ul{—a)}
Qadd Qneg

R = W <add.u!(16).7!(26).u?(r)

The composed process P 2 (vu) (Q | R) can reduce as follows:
P — (vu) (u?(a).u?(b).ul{a + b) | w!(16).u!(26).u?(r))
—? (vu) (u!(16 + 26) | T?(r)) = P’

First, following Definition b1, the decomposition of S is the minimal session type M, defined as
follows:

M = H*(S) = &{add :?((?(int), ?(int), !(int))),
neg :7((?(int), (int)))}

Let us now discuss the decomposition of P. Using Definition we have:

D= (ver,...,c0) (a?().@!().al) | A2 (Qoz) | A (Ro)) (5)

where o9 = {v1U1/yu}. The breakdown of process @ is as follows:

‘AEE?(QOQ) — 62?()'u1 > {add : (V é]) ul?(yla Y2, y3)a'<yla Y2, y3> | ‘AEEgl/hy%yg; (Qadd{yl/ul})7
neg : (v &) u?(§)-eil(yr, y2) | A7), (Qneg{¥1/ui})}
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where

AT s (Qada{¥/u1}) = e1?(y1, 42, y3) | e1?(y1, Y2, y3)-y1?(a) -T2 (Y2, ys, a) |

c2?(y2,y3,a).y27(b).c3X(y3, a,b) | c37(y3,a,b).y3!(a + b).ca?() | ca?()
AT o (Qneg{¥1/un}) = e1?(y1, y2) | e1?(y1, y2) .y17(a) @ y2, a) |
c2?(y2, a).y2!(—a).c3!{) | c37()

In process Aaazlh Yo.ys (Qadd{¥1/u1}), name u; implements M. Following the common trio structure,
the first prefix awaits activation on cs. The next prefix mimics the branching action of @) on wu;.
Then, each branch consists of the input of the breakdown of the continuation of channel u, that
is y1,¥y2,¥ys. This input does not have a counterpart in ; it is meant to synchronize with process
AES’(RJQ), the breakdown of the corresponding selection process.

In the bodies of the abstractions we break down Qaq¢ and Qneg, but not before adjusting the
names on which the broken down processes provide the sessions. For this, we substitute u with
y1 in both processes, ensuring that the broken down names are bound by the input. By binding
decomposed names in the input we account for different session types of the original name in
branches, while preserving typability: this way the decomposition of different branches can use
(i) the same names but typed with different minimal types and (ii) a different number of names, as
it is the case in this example.

The decomposition of the client process R, which implements the selection, is as follows:

AF3(Rog) = c3?(€).Ty < add. (v ug, ug, ug) W (ug, uz, us).cg'{) | A7 (W2!(16).72!(26) 17 (r))

where:

AT (U)(16) 11(26) 1 ? (1)) = ¢4?() W (16).T51() | ¢57()-13!(26).T61() | c67().1a?(r).77) | er?()

After receiving the context on cs (empty in this case), the selection action on uy is mimicked;
then, the breakdown of channel continuation, us, us3, u4, that are locally bound, are sent along name
u1. The intention is to use these names to connect the selected branch and the continuation of a
selection process: the subprocess encapsulated in the branch will use (ug,us,us), while the dual
names (U2, us,Uy) are present in the breakdown of the continuation.

Let us briefly examine the reductions of the decomposed process D in ([@). First, ¢, co, and c3
will synchronize. We have D —% Dy, where

D, = (V Cq... 07) (Vul) (ul > {add (V cj) Uy’ (y17y27y3) < > ’ ‘Aanl,yg,yg (Qadd{yl/ul})7
neg : (v &) ur?(§).e1ly1, y2) | A}, 4 (Qneg{¥1/u})}
| @y < add. (v ug, uz, ug) T ug, us, ug).c3l) | A7 (! (16).72!(26) 727 (r)))

Now, the processes chooses the label add on u;. The process Dy will reduce further as D1 —
Dy —2 D3, where:

= (&) ur?(y1,y2,93)-TNG) | A7y, 4y s (Qaca{¥1/ur}) |
(v ug, uz, ug) W ug, us, ug).@11() | A (! (16).702!(26).727 (1))
D3 = uy?(a).cal(us, ug, a) | c2?(y2,ys, a).y27(b).c3\(ys, a, b) |
c3?(ys, a,b).y3!(a + b).c1!() |
e4?0)T116).51) | e57().5!(26) 751 | c6():m2 ()77 | er20)

Now, process D3 can mimic the original transmission of the integer 16 on channel us as follows:

D3y — 5‘@3@4,1@ | c2?(y2, Y3, a).y27(b).c3X(ys, a, b) |
37(y3, a,b).y3!(a + b).e1l() | ca?() |
C5-(> | e57().w31(26).T61() | c6?()-ua?(r).C71() [ e7?() = D4
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Finally, D4 reduces to D5 as follows:
Dy —5 agla+b).2' ) | es?() | ua?(r). @) | e2?() = Ds

This way, the steps from D to Ds attest to the fact that our extended decomposition correctly
simulates the steps from P to P’.

6 Related Work

Closely related work has been already discussed throughout the paper. In this section, we comment
on other related literature.

A source of inspiration for our developments is the trios decomposition by Parrow [I8], which he
studied for an untyped m-calculus with replication; in contrast, @ processes are typed and feature
recursion. We stress that our goal is to clarify the role of sequentiality in session types by using
processes with MSTs, which lack sequentiality. While Parrow’s approach elegantly induces processes
typable with MSTs (and suggests a clean approach to establish dynamic correctness), defining trios
decompositions for 7 is just one path towards our goal.

The present work differs significantly with respect to our previous work [3], 2], which used
HO as source language. Session communication in HO is based on abstraction-passing, whereas
here we focus on the name-passing calculus 7. This difference has several ramifications. While in
HO propagators carry abstractions, in our case propagators are binding and carry names. Also,
names must be decomposed and propagating them requires care. Further novelties appear when
decomposing processes with recursion, which require a dedicated collection of recursive trios; in
contrast, an explicit construct for recursion is not present in HO. The proof of dynamic correctness
for 7 shares some similarities with the same proof for HO, given in [2]; however, the technical
details of moving from higher-order concurrency to first-order concurrency are substantial—from
the behavioral equivalences used to the construction of the required bisimilarities (cf. Section [.8]).

Our work aims to understand session types in terms of themselves, by considering to the sub-
class of session types without sequentiality, as defined by MSTs. Prior works have related session
types with different type systems—see, e.g., [11], [5, [6] [7, 8]. Kobayashi [IT] was the first to define a
formal relationship between session types and usage types, expressed as typed encodings of processes;
this relationship was thoroughly studied by Dardha et al. [5] [6, 4] (see below). Demangeon and
Honda [7] connect a linearly-typed m-calculus with subtyping and a session-typed calculus via a
full abstraction result. Both works rely on convenient constructs in the target language (e.g., case
constructors and variant types) to achieve correct encodability. The work of Gay et al. [§] addresses
a similar problem but by adopting a m-calculus without such additional features: they consider the
correct encodability of session types into a generic type system for a simple w-calculus. Their work
demonstrates that the translation of session types for branching and selection in the presence of
subtyping is a challenging endeavor.

The work by Dardha et al. [5] 6], 4] develops further the translation first suggested by Kobayashi [11].
They compile a session m-calculus down into a m-calculus with the linear type system of [12] ex-
tended with variant types. They represent sequentiality using a continuation-passing style (CPS):
a session type is interpreted as a linear type carrying a pair, consisting of the original payload
type and a new linear channel type, to be used for ensuing interactions. The differences between
this CPS approach and our work are also technical: the approach in [5] thus involves translations
connecting two different m-calculi and two different type systems. In contrast, our approach based
on MSTs justifies sequentiality using a single typed process framework. Another difference concerns
process recursion and recursive session types: while the works [0 [6] consider only finite processes
(no recursion nor recursive types), the work [4] considers recursive session types as a way of support-
ing replicated processes (a specific class of unrestricted behaviors). In contrast, the decompositions
we have considered here support full process recursion.

Despite these concrete differences, it is interesting to compare our approach and the CPS
approach. To substantiate our comparisons, we introduce some selected notions for the linearly-

48



typed m-calculus considered by Dardha et al. (the reader is referred to [6] for a thorough description
and technical results).

Definition 6.1 (Linearly-Typed m-calculus Processes [6]). The syntax of processes P, Q, ..., values
v,v’,..., and of linear types 7,7’,... is as follows:

Processes P, Q), :
Values v,v :
Types 7,7 :=1o[7] | Li[7] | Ix[7] | @l | #[7] | {li:7idier | Unit

W (0).P | 2?(g).P | (wv)P | 0 | P|Q | case v of {l;_(x;)> P;}icr

x| x| l_w

At the level of processes, the main difference with respect to the syntax of HO7 in Figure2lis the
case construct ‘case v of {l;_(x;)> P, }icr’, which together with the variant value ‘I_v’ implement a
form of deterministic choice. This choice is decoupled from a synchronization: indeed, the process
case l;_v of {l; (x;)>P;}icr (with j € I) autonomously reduces to P;j{¥/z;}. At the level of types,
the grammar above first defines types I,[7], {5[7], and [4[7] for the linear exchange messages of
type T: output, input, and both output and input, respectively. Then, the types @[] and #[7] are
assigned to channels without any capabilities and with arbitrary capabilities, respectively. Finally,
we have the variant type (l; : 7;);cr associated to the case construct and the unit type Unit.

As already mentioned, the key idea of the CPS approach is to represent one message exchange
using two channels: one is the message itself, the other is a continuation for the next sequential
action in the session. We illustrate this approach by example.

Example 6.1 (The CPS Approach, By Example). Consider the session type S and the processes
Q@ and R from Example 5.1l Under the CPS approach, the session type S is represented as linear
types as follows:

[S] = li[(add : [Saddl, neg: [Snegl)] [Sadd]
Hsnegﬂ

This way, sequentiality in S arises in [S] as nesting of pairs—the later that an action appears in a
session type, the deeper it will appear in the corresponding linear type. Accordingly, the encoding
of session-typed processes as linear processes, denoted [ - [, is illustrated below; the parameter f
records continuations:

[Plg=(wuw)[Q|R]p = (vu)[Qly| [Rlo

Qg = u?(y).case y of {add_c1 > [Qadd]ursc,» neg_c1 > [Qnegluse; }
[Qadd]use; = c17(a, c2).ca?(b,c3).(veq) csl{a + b, cq).0
[Qnegluser = c17(a, c2).(v c3) c2!(—a, c3).0

[R]g = (ver)ul(add_cq).(ve2) e11(16, c2).(v c3) c2!(26, ¢3).c37(r).0

[int, I3 [int, I, [int, &[]]]]

=1
= ly[int, lo[int, &[]

Observe how the branching construct in @ is encoded using two constructs: an input prefix imme-
diately followed by a case construct. Also, notice the use of restrictions (v¢;) (with ¢ € {1,2,3})
in the encoding of output prefixes: this is crucial to avoid interferences and ensure that session
communications are mimicked in the intended order.

Based on the above example, we may identify two sources of comparison between our decompo-
sitions into MSTs and the CPS approach. At the level of types, there is clear resemblance between
MSTs and the class of linear types needed to encode finite session types in the CPS approach. At
the level of processes, both approaches use a similar principle, namely to generate fresh names to
encode the sequential structure of sessions. While the CPS approach follows a dynamic discipline
to generate such names (i.e., they are generated by the encoding of output-like actions), the decom-
position approach follows a static discipline, i.e., fresh names are generated based on the length of
the source session types.
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pum (m+ MSTs) #HO (HO + MSTs)

Figure 18: Summary of expressiveness results for HOm. Solid lines indicate correct encodings and
decompositions; dotted lines indicate sub-languages.

7 Concluding Remarks

We studied minimal session types (MSTs) for m—the sub-language of HO7 [13| [I5] with first-
order communication, recursion, and recursive types—and obtained new minimality results based
on two different decompositions of processes. Introduced in [3], MSTs express a specific form of
minimality, which eschews from sequentiality in types; hence, our minimality results for m mean
that sequentiality in types is a convenient and yet not indispensable feature, as it can be represented
by name-passing processes while remaining in a session-typed setting.

Following the approach for HO [3] 2], which is inspired by Parrow’s trios processes [18], we de-
fined two process decompositions for m. They use type information to transform processes typable
with standard session types into processes typable with MSTs. The first decomposition, denoted
F(+), is obtained by composing existing encodability results and the decomposition / minimality
result for HO; the second decomposition, denoted F*(-), optimizes the first one by (i) removing
redundant synchronizations and (ii) using the native support of recursion in 7. For both decompo-
sitions we establish the minimality result (cf. Theorems Bl and [1]), which is actually a result of
static correctness (i.e., preservation of typability). The gains in moving from F(-) to F*(-) can be
accounted for in very precise terms, as attested by Lemma [l For the optimized decomposition
F*(-) we proved also a dynamic correctness result (Theorem [£2)), which formally attests that a
process and its decomposition are behaviorally equivalent. This result thus encompasses a result of
operational correspondence; its proof leverages existing characterizations of contextual equivalence
for 7 [14], and adapts them to the case of MSTs. This way, our technical results together confirm
the significance of MSTs; they also indicate that a minimality result is independent from the kind of
communicated objects, either abstractions (functions from names to processes, as studied in [3] [2])
or names (as studied here).

Sequentiality is the key distinguishing feature in the specification of message-passing programs
using session types. Our minimality results for 7 and HO should not be interpreted as meaning
that sequentiality in session types is redundant in modeling and specifying processes; rather, we
claim that it is not an essential notion to wverifying them. Because we can type-check session typed
processes using type systems that do not directly support sequentiality in types, our decompositions
suggest a technique for implementing session types into languages whose type systems do not
support sequentiality.

All in all, besides settling a question left open in [3| 2], our work deepens our understanding
about the essential mechanisms in session-based concurrency and about the connection between
the first-order and higher-order paradigms in the typed setting. Figure [I8] depicts the formal
connections between HO7 and its sub-languages, based on: (i) the mutual encodability results
between 7 and HO [13] [15]; (ii) the minimality result for HO [3, 2]; and (iii) the decompositions
and minimality results for m obtained here.
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There are several interesting items for future work. First, it would be interesting to consider
asynchronous communication and subtyping in the context of our decompositions, both first-order
and higher-order. Second, following the discussion in Section [0, it would be insightful to formulate
a “hybrid” approach that combines and unifies the CPS approach [11], [5, [6] and our approach based
on MSTs. Strengths of our approach include direct support for recursion and recursive types, and
dynamic correctness guarantees given in terms of well-studied behavioral equivalences; on the other
hand, the CPS approach offers a simple alternative to represent non-uniform session structures, such
as those present in labeled choices.
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by the Dutch Research Council (NWO) under project No. 016.Vidi.189.046 (‘Unifying Correctness
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A Proofs

A.1 Auxiliary Results

We rely on the following properties of the type system in Section

Lemma A.1 (Substitution Lemma). I'; A,z : S+ Pro and u ¢ dom(T', A) implies T; A,u : S
P{wz}>o.

Lemma A.2 (Shared environment weakening). If I AF P>o then T u: (C); A Pro.

Lemma A.3 (Shared environment strengthening). IfI';AF Pro and u ¢ fn(P) then '\ u; A F
Pro.

A.2 Proof of Theorem B.1]

Lemma 3.1 (Typability of Breakdown). Let P be an initialized 7 process. If T';A, A, F Ppo,
then H(T),®; H(A), 0"+ A¥(P), >0, where:

e k>0;

o 7 =dom(A,);

o ' =Tl ((2(Ro(Ap(r)))iend));
balanced(©') with

dom(@') = {Ck, Cht1s--- ,CkJrzpj,l} U {ck+1, R ’ckJrzPS*l}

such that ©'(c) =7(-);end.

Proof.
IAALFPro (Assumption) (6)
(T)L; (A)?, (AQ)I - [[P}]; > o (Theorem 5.1 [15], (10)) (7)
GUT)Y), @; G((A)), 0 F BE([Pg) bo (Lemma 2T}, (11)) (8)
[GUTYNI%, [21% [G(AYDI?, [817 + [B2 ([P1g)]) v o (Theorem 5.2 [15], (12)) (9)
H(T),d;H(A),0 + AR (P),>o (Definition of AF(-),, (10)

Definitions B3] and 3.6, (4))
O

Theorem 3.1 (Minimality Result for 7). Let P be a closed  process, with u = fn(P) and v = rn(P).
If T'A, A, F Pro, where A, only involves recursive session types, then
H(To); H(Ac), H(A,o) = F(P)>o, where o = {init(w)/7},

Proof.
IAFPpro (Assumption) (11)
Fo;Ack Po>o (Lemma [AT], (6)) (12)
H(To),®';H(Ao), 0"+ A% (Po), > o (P is initialized, Lemma [3.1]) (13)

To complete the proof, let us construct a well-formed derivation tree

forrev  H(To),®;7:H(S)F "7(b).(vs) (b{s).31{F)) >o
H(To), @ H(Auo) F ITes PT

(PAR, |v] — 1 times)

o4



where S = A, (r). By the definition of ® we have ¢" : ((?(Ro(A,(r)));end)) € @ and by Defini-
tion B3] we have Ro(Ay(r)) = H(S), so the right-hand of ([I4]) is well-typed.

(N1L)

H(To),®;H(Ao) 0>

(SEND) T . —y (15)
H(To), ¥, AlAo) all ) end F ) ()

H(To), @ H(Ao), H(AL0), Tl (-);end FEE1(+).0 | Tl,e5 P"

(PAR)

@ @3
H(To),®'; H(Ao), H(A,0), e {(-);end, O FEgl().0 | [T, P | AX(Po)ybo

H(To); H(Ag), H(Auo) = (vE) (v &) (Tlres P | @X)-0 | AZ(Po)y)

(PAR)
(POLYRESS)

A.3 Proof of Lemma (4.1]
Lemma 4.1. If P is in normal form then #(P) > 2 - #*(P).

Proof. Because #(P) > |P{ + 2. |brn(P)| (Definition A9]), it suffices to show that

5
IP§+2-bm(P)| = - #7(P)
The proof is by induction on structure of P. We show one base case (output prefix followed by
inaction) and three inductive cases (input, restriction, and parallel composition); other cases are
similar:

o Case P =ul(x).0. Then |P| =4, |brn(P)| =0, and [ P[* = 2. So, we have | P{+2-|brn(P)| >
3 #(P).

« Case P = ul(z).P’ with P’ # 0. By IH we know |P'{ + brn(P') > 2. #*(P'). We know
1P = 1P (+3,P* =1P'*+1 and #x(P) = #x(P'). So, [P'{ +2-|bm(P)|+3 >
3 (P)+1> 5 (#(P) +1).

e Case P = (vr : S)P with tr(S). Then |P| = |P'( (by Definition B.2]) and |brn(P)| =
lbrn(P’)| + 1. Further, we have #x(P) = #x(P’) and |P{* = | P'{* + 1. Now, by IH we can
conclude that [P{+2- (|brn(P)| +1) > % H#*(P)+1> % (#5(P)+1).

o Case P=P;| ... | P,. By IH we know
)

155 +2-[or(By)] = 5 - #7 () (16)
for i € {1,...,n}. We know [P| = > P+ (n—1), |br(P)] = >, |brn(F;)|, and
[P =371 #"(P)+ (n—1). So, we should show

5 n
S IRf+2. Z\bm N+ =13 (Q#(R)+Mm-1) (17)
i=1 i=1
That is,
S(PS 2 b(P) +1) > 23 (#
i=1 i=1
Equivalent to
n n 5
D_(IPT+2-[br(P)|+1) >3 (5 (#°(R) +1))

I
_.

i=1 7

95



We show that for each i = {1,...,n} the following holds:

5
IPS+2-|bm(P)|+1>

=3 (#°(P) +1)

That is
BT 42 brn(P)] +1

#4(P;) + 1

A >0

-3

As P is in normal form, we know that P; = o. P/ where « is some prefix. So, by Definition
and Definition 4.3] we know that for some p* and p we have |P;[* = p* + | P/{*, #x(P;) =
#x(P!),and | P;| = p+ | P/|. We can distinguish two sub-cases: (i) P/ # 0 and (ii) otherwise.
We consider sub-case (i). By () we have:

B4 (P +p+1
#*(P))+p* +1

A> >0
- -3

We need to find a prefix « such that p and 1% are the least. We notice that for the output
prefix we have p = 3 and 1% = % So, the following holds

S #(PH+4_ 5 # P+ E

S Sl PN WS
#*(P)) +2 3 #(P)+2 ~

W] ot

Now, we consider sub-case (ii) when P/ = 0. In this case we have | P/{+2-brn(P/) = #*(P/) =
1. We pick p and p* as in the previous sub-case. So, we have

[P +2-|brn(P)|+1 14+34+1 5

#*(P;) + 1 241 3

We can then conclude that inequality (I7)) holds.

A.4 Proof of Lemma
Lemma A.4. Let 7 and S be tuple of channel names and a recursive session type, respectively. If

7 RINC):S) and k = 1(I(C);S) then ry : ut[(H*(C));t.

Lemma A.5 (Typing Broken-down Variables). If I'; A F z; > C then H*(T'); H*(A) F Z> H*(C)
where Z = (ZZ', ey Zi+|H*(C)|—1)-

Lemma 4.2 (Typability of Auxiliary Breakdown: ﬁ;( - )g)- Let P be an initialized process. If
' X:A,; AR Ppo then:

H(T\7);0 FAF(P)ygpo (k> 0)
where
o T C fn(P) such that A\ T = ();

e y=70-m, where m = codom(g) and v is such that indexedr A(v,Z) holds;

e ©=0,,0x(g) where

— dom(0,) = {c, g1y - Gppp o1t YGgas - Ggpra )
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— Let N = (H*(T),H*(A, - A)(@). Then

o ut2(N)it if g #0
Ould) = {(KO otherwise

— balanced(©,,)
— 0x(9) = Uxedom(g) ¢k  (Mx) where Mx = (H*(T), H*(A,))(9(X)).

Proof. By induction on the structure of P. We consider five cases, taking g # 0); the analysis when
g = () is similar.

1. Case P = X. The only rule that can be applied here is RVAR:

) X TAAT Xoo (18)

Let Z = 0 as fn(P) = (. So, y = m where m = g(X). Since [ X" =1 we have ©, = {¢}, :
pt.2(N);t} where N = (H*(T), H*(A))(7). In this case A, = A, thus N = M. We shall then
prove the following judgment:
H'(T\2);0F AF(X)gpo (19)
By Table [6] we have: R
AE(X)y = X2 @)55) X

The following tree proves this case:

(RVAR) (POLYSEND) N —
(Req) H(T\z),X :0;0F X H(T\z),X :0;y: Mty M (20)

HA T\ ), X : ©;c% : (M), 5: MF N g). X

(POLYSEND) — —
(20) H(T\z),X:0;y: MFy>M
(RCV) — — (21)
(Rec) H (T \z), X :0;0F . 7(y).dx{y). X >o
BC
H T\ x); 0 F puX.c;7(g).d (7). X >o

where © = 0, ¢’ : pt.[(M);t.

. Case P = u;!(zj).P'. Let u; : C. We distinguish three sub-cases: (i) C' = S = pt.l(C.);5,
(ii) C = S =NC,);S’, and (iii) C = (C,). We consider first two sub-cases, as (iii) is shown
similarly. The only rule that can be applied here is SEND:

' X:Ap;Au:S+Prpo I X:ApAFzipC

(SEND) (22)
I X: AM;A-UZ' : SAZ F ui!<Zj>.Pll><>
Then, by IH on the right assumption of (22) we have:
HI(D\Z);0' AL (P e (23)

where Z’ C fn(P) such that (A,r: S")\ @ =0, and ¥ = v Um where indexedp a .5/ (7', 7).
Also, ©' = ©/,,0x where ©/, such that balanced(©},) with

N _ [.r r r T T T
dom(@u) = {Ck+1, Clyy -+ ’Ck+2P/S*+1} U {Ck+2’ PN ’CkJrzP'X**l’ Ck+zP/S*+1}

and ©/,(ch,,) = ut.?2(N')it where N’ = (H*(I'),H*(Au - A - w; = S))(FF). By applying
Lemma [A.5 on the second assumption of ([22]) we have:

WXt A HA (AL F o HA(Cy) b o (24)
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Let 0 = next(u;) and in sub-case (i) o1 = {/a} where 7 = (ujt1,...,Uui1y-(s)) and & =
(i, .., Uiyp(5)—1), otherwise (ii) o1 = . We define Z = 7',z and § = §'01, 2 - u;.

By construction & C P and (A -u; : S-A,)\ Z = (. Further, we may notice that § = v -m
such that indexedp A 4,54, (0,%) and § = m U fab(P’, 7). Let © = O, 0 where

0, = Q;ch :pt.?2(N)st, Clg1 - pt (Nt

where N = (H*(T), H* (A, - A-u; : S-A,))(7). By construction and since | PJ* = | P'[* + 1

we have

dom(@ﬂ) = {CZ, Cerla s aCZ-i—sz*—l} U {C£+1’ ce acz_ﬂpj*_l}

and balanced(©,,).
By Table [6] we have:

A;(P)g = uX.c;2(y)w!(z). Ck+1 <?/ o1). X |A§/;L11(P/U)g (25)
where in sub-case (i) [ = i and in sub-case (ii) { = ¢(.S). We shall prove the following judgment:
HI(T\2); 0 Aj(P)gpo (26)

Let Ay = Aju; : S;A, and @; = nbd(u; : S). We use some auxiliary sub-trees:

N T\ 7 X 0:6F Xoo (27)

(PoLYVAR) —
(m) /H*(F\E)X@,H*(A,UZUS/>|_ﬂ/01 > N’ (28)

HY(C\T)- X :0;0,H (A uo: ') F e Ny o). X o

(POLYSEND)

Here, in typing the right-hand assumption, we may notice that in sub-case (i) H*(u; : S) = u; :
{H*(C.))send, H*(S") and H* (uzo : ') = Uiy : H*(S") where Uiyt = (Uir1, - Uiz (s7)))-
So the right-hand side follows by Definition EI0] and Lemma[A.1l Otherwise, in sub-case (ii)
by Definition and Figure we know H*(u; : S) = H*(u;o : S") and by definition
u CmCyo.

@) @
HY(TN\Z) - X :0;0,H (A1) Fwl(Z).cp [T o). X >o

(POLYSEND)

(29)

(POLYVAR)

HYTN\E) - X : ;1 (A >N
HAT\F) - X :0;0F c2(§).wl(Z).c (Fo1). X bo (30)
H T\ 2);0 F X (7). w!(Z).cpp (T o). X o

(PoLyRcv)

(REC)

We may notice that by Definition f2and FigureI5lwe have H* (A1) = H*(A),w; : H*(S), H* (A

So, in sub-case (i) as u; = u; we have H*(Aqy)(w;) =/(H"(C,));end. In sub-case (ii), by
Lemma [A4] and as u; = wu,(g) we know H*(Ay)(u) = pt.l{H*(C,));t. The following tree
proves this case:

Bn @3
HA(L\E); © b pX. 2 (@) wl(z).ch | T on) X | AN (Plo)g o

§'o1

(PAR)

(31)

Note that we have used the following for the right assumption of (3I)):
.Ak—‘rl(Pl) =, .Ak+1(P/ )

§'o1

o8
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3. Case P = u;?(z).P’. We distinguish three sub-cases: (i) C = S = ut.?(C,);S’, (ii) C =S =
7(C,);S’, and (iii) C' = (C.). The only rule that can be applied here is Rcv:

I X:ApAu S A FPoro ' X:ApA FzeC

32
P\z) - X:A,;A u: SEu?z2).P o (32)
I

(Rev)

Let ' C fn(P’) such that (A-u; : S"-A,)\Z' = 0 and ¢’ = 9Um such that indexedp a 4.5/ (7', ).
Also, ©' = ©),,0x(g) where balanced(0},) with

dom(@L) = {Cht1>Chgar--- 7CZ+ZP/S*+1} U{Chyar- - ’CTI;HP’S*H}

and ©/,(ch,;) = ut.2(N');t, where N' = (H*(I'), H* (A - A - u; : S))(7). Then, by IH on the
right assumption of (22) we have:

HA L\ &) 0), - AT (P bo (33)

By applying Lemma [A5] to the second assumption of [22)), we have:

HY(T)- X :0,H (A,) FZeHY(CO) (34)
Let 0 = next(u;) and in sub-case (i) o1 = {/a} where 7 = (ujt1,...,Uui1y-(s)) and & =
(Ui, -, Uiyp+(5)—1), otherwise in sub-case (ii) o1 = . We define Z = 7’0\ z and j = y'o1 \ Z

with |z] = |H*(C)]. By construction  C fn(P) and (A,r : S)\ Z = 0. Further, we may
notice that § = U-m, where v is such that indexedr A .5, (7,%) and § = mUfnb(P’,yz). Let
© = 0,,0x where

0,=6,¢: pt.?(N)st, Clg1 - pt (Nt

where N = (H*(T), H* (A, - A-w; = S,A,))(§). By construction and since | P{* = [ P'{* + 1
we have

dom(@u) = {027 CZ+17 R 7CZ+2P5*71} U {024—17 s 7024_1]35*_1}

and balanced(©,,).
By Table [6] we have:

~

AF(P) g = uX.c}2@)w?(2).ch (F o). X | AT (Plo), (35)

where in sub-case (i) [ = ¢ and in sub-case (ii) | = ¢(S). Let I'y = ' \ . We shall prove the
following judgment:

H'(T1\2);0F AF(P)gpo (36)

We use some auxiliary sub-trees:

RVAR
N T X 0:0F Xso (37)

(POLYVAR) =
(B34)] HT) - X :O;H (Ayuy: S A) F o> N (38)
H(D) X :0:0,H (M) F o, (Jor) X bo

(POLYSEND)

Here, in typing the right-hand assumption, we may notice that in sub-case (i) H*(u; : S) = u; :
?(H*(C,))send, H*(S') and H*(ujo : S") = Uit1 : H*(S') where U1 = (Uit1,- s Uigpee(57)])
and by definition ;11 C 3’o1. So the right-hand side follows by Definition ZI0land Lemmal[A.Tl
Otherwise, in sub-case (ii) by Definition [£21and Figure I8 we know H*(u; : S) = H*(u;o : S").

(BE) (BE) — — (39)
H (T \2)-X:0;0,H (A u; : S) Fw?(2).ci [ (J o). X o

(PoLyRcev)
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(PoLYVAR) ——=

Poic) 39) H T\ 2) X :0;H (Ar:S)Fgs N
o H(T1\2) - X :0;0 F 2 (@) -w?(3) ¢ (To1). X bo (40)
REC

H*(T1\ 2);0 F uX.c . 2(y) w?(2).ch Ny o). X bo

We may notice that by Definition and Figure [[5] we have
H*(Ay) =H(A), 45 : HY(S), H (A)

So, in sub-case (i) as u; = u; we have H*(Aqy)(u;) =?(H*(C,));end. In sub-case (ii), by
Lemma [A4] and as w = u,(g) we know H*(Ay)(w) = pt.?(H*(C.));t. The following tree
proves this case:

(PAR) @) E3) (41)

HH (01 \ 2);© b pX.cp2(§)w?(Z).chyy (o). X | AR (Plo),

Note that we have used the following for the right assumption of (4I):

!
. Case P = Q1 | Q2. The only rule that can be applied here is PAR:
F'XIA“;All_QlDO F‘X:Aﬂ;A2|_Q2[><>

(PaR) (42)
I X: AM;A17A2 F Ql ’ QQDO
Here we assume frv(Q1). So, by IH on the first and second assumption of (42)) we have:
WA\ 21);01 AL (Qr)gp0 (43)
HAT\ 21); 02 - AL (Qy)gm 0 (44)

where for i € {1,2} we have Z; C fn(Q;) such that A; \ Z = 0, and g; = v; - m;, where v; is
such that indexedr a,(v1,7;) and m; = codom(g;). Further, ©; = @Z - ©x(g;) where

dom(@b) = {Chy1:Chgar--- ’CZHQM*} U {Cz+2, .. ’CZHQH*}

2
dom(©}) = {Chyi415 Chpir2s -+ ChpinQos- }

and ©}(ch, ;) = pt.2(N')it and ©2(cf ;1) = (N?) with N = (7*(T), H*(Au - A0)) (@)

Let A = A1 Ay. We define T = Ty - T2 and § = 41 - Y2. By construction & C fn(P)
and (A1 - Ag9) \ Z = (. Further, we may notice that § = ¥ - m, where m = codom(g) and
indexedp A (v, 7). We shall prove the following judgment:

H'(T\Z);0F AL (P)ypo (45)
where © = 0O - O - © with
O = : pt2(N)it- ¢« pt(Vp)it
By Table [6] we have:

AF(P)g = nX.cp?(1)-(Cy M) X | Sy 52) [ AETH Q1) | AETT(Q2)g

We use some auxiliary sub-trees:

(NIL) - (POLYVAR) — — — — —
H(T\Z)-X:0'F0Op>o H(T\Z) - X :0592: Nabgo> Ny (46)

HAT\E) - X : 0550 No by (7o)

(SND)
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(RVAR) (POLYVAR)

S0 H*(T\Z)-X:0,0 FXpo H*(T\E) - X:055 : Ny Fiji> N
ND ~
(PaR) H*(F\f)'X:@I;@I-gl:N1}—02+1!<g1>.XD<> (mﬂ)
AR ~
HY(\T)- X :050"-7: NF oY) X | ()b o
(47)
(POLYVAR) = =
H(T\Z)-X:0;9: NFy>N
(Rev) " . (48)
(Rec) H(T\7) - X:050"Fc7(y). (Ck+1 (1) X | oy (g2)) B o
HI(TN\T); 0" p X ?() (K1) X | oy (52)) B0

The following tree proves this case:

(PAR) A(m) (@)A
@) HATN\D);0 AL Q1) g | AT THQ2)g, > o
HATN\3);01 - O b pX.cf2(@).(cp Wgn)-X | ey M) | AETH Q1) g | AETTH(Q2)p b0

(PAR)

. Case P = (vs: C)P. We distinguish two sub-cases: (i) C =S and (ii) C = (C’). We only

consider sub-case (i) as the other is similar. First, we a-convert P as follows:
P =, (vs):C)P{5151/s35}
The only rule can that can be applied is RESS:
[5A,-A-sp:S-57:SE P{5151s5} o

(REsS) — (49)
A, - A (vsy: S)P'{5151/s5} b o
By IH on the assumption of ([@9) we have:
H'(T\7);0 - AL (P/{151/s35}) b0 (50)

where 7’ C fn(P) such that (A-s; : S-51 : S)\# = 0, and § = /U where indexedy, 1, ¢ —5(?, 7).
Also, ©' = ©),, 0, where ©), such that balanced(©),) with

dom(@ ) - {ck-i-la ck+27 s 7CZ+ZP/S*+1} U {024-27 s 7CZ+1P/S*+1}

and ©/,(c ) = pt.2(N");t where N’ = (H*(D), H* (A, - A -5y : S -57: 8))(¥).
We define & = ' \ (s1,57) and § = 7 \ (3-5) where 3 = nbd(s; : S) and 5 = nbd (37 : S). By
construction Z C fn(P) and A\ Z = (). Further, § = v - m where indexedp A (7, Z).
Let © = ©',0, where
O = ¢ pt.2(N);t, ¢y - pt(N')st

where N = (H*(T), H*"(Au - A-u; : S))(y). By construction and since [P{* = [P'[* + 1 we
have

dom(©,,) = {c%, chy1s -+ Gprpp—1t UGy - ’CZ—I—IPX*—l}
By Table [6] we have:
AF(P)g = pX.(v3: H'(C) ex?(§) il (§)-X | A (P'{5157/53}),
We shall prove the following judgment:
H'(T\Z);0F AL (P)ypo (51)
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We use the auxiliary sub-trees:

(PoLYVAR) — — — 59
HAT) - X - O H (A),5: H (S),5: H*(S) F i > N (52)

(RVAR)

H(T) - X:0,,0,F Xbo B2)

HAT)- X :0,;0, - H (A),5: H(S),5: H'(S) F (@) X bo

(53)

(POLYSEND)

The following tree proves this case:

(POLYVAR)

H*(T); H*(A) F jo N
HAT\E) - X :0;00-5: H(S),5: H(S) F ax?(§) -G (7). X > o

(PoLyRcv)

(POLYRESS) — = pw pe
H(T\Z) - X :0,;07F (vs: H(S)) ex?(y) -G (y') X o
R
( <§C)) H(T\2) 00 F uX.(v5 H'(5)) ex?(5) rril7) X 5o (&0)
AR -~ —
H(TN\NZ);0F uX.(vs:H(S))er?(¥) oY) X | Agk, (P'{5151/s5}) g > o
This concludes the proof of Lemma O

Lemma 4.3 (Typability of Breakdown). Let P be an initialized process. If T'; A+ P> o then
HA(D\Z);H(A\T),0F AL (P)po (k> 0)
where

o 2 C fn(P) and y such that indexedr a(y,T) holds.

. dom(@) = {Ck, Clog-1s - -+ ,CkJrzpj*,l} @] {Ck—I—la R ,CkJrZPS*fl}
e O(cy) =?(M):end, where M = (H*(T), H*(A))(7).
« balanced(©)
Proof. By induction on the structure of P. By assumption I'; A - P><o . We consider nine cases.

We separately treat input and output cases depending on whether the subject name of the prefix
is recursive or not.

1. Case P = 0. The only rule that can be applied here is NIL. By inversion of this rule, we
have: T';() - 0. We shall then prove the following judgment:

HA(D);0 = AL(0) > o (54)

where Z C fn(0) = € and © = {¢, :7({(end));end}. Since by Remark T we know that ¢;7().0
stands for ¢x?(y).0 with ¢ :?({end));end.

By Table Bt A¥(0) = ¢;?().0. The following tree proves this case:

(NIL

® ; I':0;0F0p>o cx ¢ dom(T)
ND

IV;0;c : end F 0> o ;0 y> (end)
H(T),y: (end); O F ¢x7().0> 0

(Sm)
(Rev)

where IV = H*(T"),y : (end). We know ¢ ¢ dom(T") since we use reserved names for propaga-
tor channels.
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2. Case P = u;?(z).P’. We distinguish two sub-cases, depending on whether wu; is linear or not:
(i) u; € dom(A) and (ii) u; € dom(I"). We consider sub-case (i) first. For this case Rule Rov
can be applied:

;A u; : S,ALEP o A F2z>C

R 95
B = A 2(O)S Fut(2) P oo (55)

By IH on the first assumption of (55) we know:
H(T)); HY(A)), 01 F AT (P b o (56)

where &’ C fn(P’) and §' such that indexedp A (7', Z). Also, Il = T\ @, A} = A\ 7, and
balanced(©;) with

dom(©1) = {ckt1,--- ,Ck_’_zPlS*} U {Ck12,--- ,Ck‘_j’_zplj*}
and ©1(c1) =?(M');end where M’ = (H*(T), H* (A, u; : S, A))(T).

By applying Lemma [A5] to the second assumption of (55) we have:

HA D) H (D) F 5o HH(O) (57)

Let # = 7’,u\ z and § = 9o,u; \ Z such that || = H*(C), where 0 = {"/a} with 7 =
(Wit 1,5 Uigpe(sy) and U = (Ui, ..., Uip|p(5)|—1)- We may notice that by Definition EI0)
indexedp A (7, Z) holds. We define © = ©1,0', where

O = ¢ :?(M);end, Gg1 !/ (M');end

with M = (H*(T), H*(A, , u; :7(C):5))(7). By Definition B3, ] P{* = [ P'{* + 1 so

dom(@) = {Ck, R ack—l—le*—l} @) {Ck—I—la R ack—l—lPS*—l}
and © is balanced since ©(ci41) dual O(cg11) and O; is balanced. By Table

Ab(u?(2).P') = ex?(7)wi?(2) G (§0).0 | Ag,‘;l (P'{uit1/u;})

Also, let Ty =T\ Z and A; = A\ Z. We may notice that A; = A}. We shall prove the
following judgment:

HA (D1 \ 2); H* (A1), 0 B AR (u7(2).P)

We type sub-process ¢ ?(7).u;?(2).cer11{y’).0 with some auxiliary derivations:

(N1L)

(END)
H*(T);¢31 :end F 0> o

(POLYVAR) —
(EE) H*(F);H*(A\Al,qu S),H*(AZ) l_ﬂ/O'DM/
H (D) cy7 MM ysend, H* (A \ Ay, ui < 8), H'(AL) F G (o). 050

HA(D);27T MM )iend, u; : end, H*(A\ Aryugys < S), H' (A) F Gl (f0).00 0
(59)

(POLYSEND)

(END)
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GY) GO

(PoLyRcv) —
ooy N 2)rug 2 (U))son, iy A end, H (Ba) - ui? () BT 5'0) 05 0
H*(T\ 2);Crg1 <M’>;end, ¢k end, H*(Ag) F u;?(2). e (¥ o).0> 0
(60)
(POLYVAR)
(©0) HAD\ 2); H* (Ag) F > M (61)

(PoLyRev) " S
H(F1\2>;® l—ck.() 7()Ck+1< >Ol><>

where Ay = A, u; :7(C):S \ Ay. Using (610), the following tree proves this case:

(16
©I) HA TN\ 2); 1 (Ar), ©1 B ABEH (P {uit1/u}) b o (62)
HH(T1\2); HY (A1), 0 b o ?2(0)wi? () Terg (§70).0 | ALEH(P{uii/u;}) oo

(PAR)

Note that we have used the following for the right assumption of (62)):
k — k )
A (P) = Ap (P{Uin1/ui})

Next, we comment the case when u; ¢ Z. In this case A} = A\ Z,u; :7(C);S. Hence, in
the right hand-side of (62]) instead of 7*(A;) we would have H*(A \ Z,u;41 : S) and in the
left-hand side we have w; :?(%*(C));end as a linear environment. Then, we would need to
apply Lemma [AJ] with {%i/u; 1} to the right-hand side before invoking (B56]). We remark that
similar provisos apply to the following cases when the assumption is u; ¢ .

This concludes sub-case (i). We now consider sub-case (ii), i.e., u; € dom(T"). Here Rule Acc
can be applied:

;0w > (C) ;A z:CFHP o Iiz:Ckz>C

Acc 63
(hee) AR w?(2).P o (63)

By IH on the second assumption of (63]) we have:
HA(TY); HA(A)), O1 F AT (P) b o (64)

where 7' and ' are as in sub-case (i). Also, I} = T'\ ' and A] = A\ ¥’ and balanced(©,)
with

dom(©1) = {ckt1,--- ack+ZP/j*} U {Ck12,--- ,CkJrzP/S*}
and ©1(cpr1) =?(M');end where M’ = (H*(D), H*(A, z : C))(7).
By applying Lemma [A.5] to the first and third assumptions of (G3]) we have:

HAT); 0 F ug > (H(C)) (65)
H D) H (2 O) F 5 H* (O) (66)

We define z = 7' Uu \ z and § = ¥ Uw; \ Z where |Z| = |H*(C)|. Notice that indexedr A (Y, Z).
Let 'y =T\ x. We define © = ©1,0’, where

O = ¢, :?(M);end, Tr1 :!(M’>;end

with M = (H*(T), H*(A)) (7). By Definition B3, | PJ* = | P'[* + 1 so

dom(@) = {Ck, e ,Ck+zpj*71} @] {Ck+17 e 7ck‘+ZPS*71}
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and © is balanced since ©(cg41) dual O(¢xy1) and O is balanced.
By Table (], we have:

A (ui?(2).P') = (). wi? (2) Geg(7).0 | A5 (P) (67)

We shall prove the following judgment:

H*(T1); H(A1),0 F Ak (u;?(2).P) po (68)

To this end, we use some auxiliary derivations:

(NIL) H*(F), @7 @ FOb>o (69)

(END)
H*(T);0;Crq1 : end F 0> o

(POLYVAR) ——
(POLYSEND) () _ H(D); H (Az),z: H(C)Fy' > M (70)
H*(T); g1 MM );end, H*(Ag), 2 : H*(C) + g1/ (7').0 > o
(PoryAcc) N(m) (m) (EED
(o) T (D) T (M )iend, H (Do) b ui?(2)-Tn{F)-00 (71)

H*(T); g1 :H(M')send, ¢, : end, H*(A2) b u;?(2).ce51(7').0 > 0

(PoLYVAR) —
(D) HA(T); 7 (Ag) gy M (72)
H*(T1);0" F ex?(9).ui?(2).c (7)) .0 > o

(PoLyRcv)

where Ay = A\ Ay.
Using (64]) and (72)), the following tree proves this sub-case:

@)  ©4)

(PAR)
HH(T1); HY (A1), 0 F e 2(3)-ui?(2) G (7)) .0 | AL (P) b o

(73)

Note that if u ¢ fn(P’) we need to apply Lemma [A.3] with u; to the right assumption of (73]
before applying (64]). This concludes the analysis of the input case.

. Case P = u;!(z;).P’. We distinguish two sub-cases: (i) u; € dom(A) and (ii) u; € dom(T).
We consider sub-case (i) first. For this case Rule SEND can be applied:

D;Au; : SEP o A F 2> C u;: S €A

SE 74
(SexD) A Fwl(z).Poo 74)
where A = Ay, A u; :HC);S.
By IH on the first assumption of (74]) we have:
HA(TY); HA(A)), O1 F AT (P) b o (75)

where ' C fv(P’) and g’ such that indexedr a, v,;:s(7,@'). Also, I, =T\ 7, Al = A\ 7,
and balanced(©;) with

dom(@l) = {Ck+1, S ,CkJrzp/S*} U {Ck+2, S ,CkJrzp/S*}

and O (cpq1) =?(M):end where M; = (H* (), H* (A1, u; : 9))(7).
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By Lemma [AJ5 and the first assumption of (74]) we have:

HA(D); H* (AL) F 2> HH(O) (76)
where 2 = (2j,..., Zj1|u(0)|-1)- We assume T = I',u,2. Since ' C fn(P’) follows that
T C fn(P). Let § = ¥o,u;,Z where 0 = {/a} with 7 = (Wir1s ooy Ui p(s))) and U =

(Wiy -y Uiy p(5)|=1)- We have Z = fnb(z,y). By Definition LI0lit follows that indexedr A (¥, 7).
We define © = 01,0, where:

0 = ¢}, :7(M);end, gpy7 :!(M; ):end

with M = (H*(T), H*(A))(§). By Definition I3, we know [ P{* = {P'[* +1, so

dom(@) = {Ck, NN 7ck+1P5*—1} U {Ck+1, ce 7ck+1PS*—1}

and © is balanced since ©(cg41) dual O(¢ 1) and O is balanced.
By Table B, we have:

Ag (ui!(2).P") = c?(9).wil{Z).c1(¥'0).0 | A’yff;l (P'{wi+1/u;})
Let Iy =T\ =T and A\ Z = A]. We shall prove the following judgment:

H*(T1); 7Y (A]),© F Ab(u;)(2).P') b o (77)

To type the sub-process ¢, ?(9).u;!(Z).Crr1!(7).0 of A% (u;!(z).P’) we use the following auxil-
iary derivations:

(N1L)

H*(T);¢31 :end F 0> o

(END)

(POLYVAR) —
H*(F);H*(Al,qu 0 S \ All) F 2170' > My

(D) at WM )send, HH (A, uipr : S\ A F Gl(flo). b o (79)
H*(D); @ M )end, w; ¢ end, (A uipy : S\ AY) F g (§o).00 0

(POLYSEND)

(END)

@ @)
HA(T); H (A A)), g1 HMy)end b wl(Z) e (Y).0> o (80)
H* (D) H*(A\ AL, e :1(M;):end, ¢y, : end b w;(Z). 11 (¥).0> o

(PoLYVAR) ——
(E0) HA(D); HA(ANAY) F i M (81)
H(T1); 0 F e ?()wil(Z).at!(77).0> 0

(PoLyRcv)

Using (75)) and (BI]), the following tree proves this case:
(@)
@)  H(T1);H (A, O1 F AL (P{uiry/u;}) oo (82)
H*(T1); HA(A]), 0 F Ak (ui!(2). P b o

(PAR)

Note that we have used the following for the right assumption of (62)):

Alyffrl (P) =4 A’yff;l (P'{uit1/u;})
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We now consider sub-case (ii). For this sub-case Rule REQ can be applied:

L0 us(C) A > Pro A F2zeC
F;Al,Az l—u2'<Z>P/l><>

(REQ)

(83)

Let 2’ C fn(P’) and g such that indexedr a, (7', %) . Further, let I} = '\ 2’ and A} = A\ 7',

Also, let ©1 be environment defined as in sub-case (i).

By IH on the second assumption of (83]) we have:
HA(TY); HA(A)), O1 - AT (P) b o
By Lemma [AJ5 and the first and third assumptions of (83]) we have:

HAT); 0 F ug > H*((C))
HAT); H (D) F 5o HH(O)

We define = 2’ UzUw and § = §' UZUw; where |Z] = |H*(C')|. Notice that indexedp A (7, Z).

Let I =T\Z=T%\uvand A\ Z = Al.
By Table [B, we have:

A (uil(2).P") = cp?(§) il (Z) g 1(@).0 | AL (P)
We shall prove the following judgment:
H*(T1); H(A]),© F Al (u;!(z).P)

We use some auxiliary derivations:

N D) 0.0 050

(END) (POLYVAR) —
H*(T);0;Cpr1 : end FO> o HAT); H* (A \ A FY - My
(POLYSEND) —
H*(T); H* (A1 \ A)), Ger1 N(My);end et (7).0> o
(POLYREQ) (m) (IEZD (@)

H(T); 1 (AL \ AY), Gt M )send, 2 : H*(C) Fwl(Z) Gt (77).0> 0

(POLYVAR) —
E3) HAI); A \NAYL 2 HA(C) Fge M

(PoLyRcv)

The following tree proves this case:

(32
B9) HA(T1); H*(A)), O1 F AL (P) b o
H*(T1); H*(A)), 0 F Ak (ug!(2).P') b o

(PAR)

(90)

We remark that if u; ¢ fn(P’) we need to apply Lemma [A.3] with u; to the right assumption
of ([@0) before applying (84). This concludes the analysis for the output case P = u;!(z).P’.
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4. Case P = (vs: C)P'. We distinguish two sub-cases: (i) C' = S and (ii) C' = (C). First, we
a-convert P as follows:

P =, (vsy:C)P{5151/s5}

We consider sub-case (i) first. For this case Rule RESS can be applied:

. .G -G P{s151/s5
(REsS) F,A,Sl : S,Sl :SHP {5_151/55} > <o (91)
ISAE (vsy: S) P/{s151/s5} > o

By IH on the assumption of (@II) we have:
HI(D\Z);H (A\T,51:5,57:5),0 - AL (P/{5151/s5}) p o (92)

where  C fn(P’) such that s1,57 ¢ Z and gy such that indexedp A (7, ). Also, balanced(©1)
with

dom(@l) = {Ck, e ,CkJrzp/j*,l} @] {ck+1, e ,0k+zplj*71}
and ©1(c,) =?(M):end with M = (H*(T), 1*(A))(#).

Note that we take © = ©7 since | P{* = | P'[*. By Definitions .1 and 22 and (92)), we know
that:

HA(D\Z);H(AN\T),5: 1 (S),5: 1 (S) F AE(P'{s151/s5}) b o (93)

where § = (s1,...,84-(s)) and § = (31,...,5-(5)])- By Table[El we have:
Ab((vs)P') = (v5: H'(S)) AL(P'{5151/s5})

The following tree proves this sub-case:

&) (94)

(POLYRESS) —
HA L\ Z):H(A\T) - (v5: H(S)) AL (P {5151/s5}) b o

We now consider sub-case (ii). Similarly to sub-case (i) we first a-convert P as follows:
P =, (vsy) P'{51/s}

For this sub-case Rule RES can be applied:
[,s1:(C); A P{s1/s}po

(RES) (95)
AR (vsy) P{si/s}o
By IH on the first assumption of (95]) we have:
HI(D\Z,51: (C)); H'(A\T), 01 F AR (P'{51/s}) b o (96)

where Z C fn(P’) such that s; ¢ T and gy such that indexedp A (7, Z). Also, balanced(©1) with

dom(@l) = {Ck, PN ack-l-lP’j*—l} U {Ck+1, PN ,Ck+zplj*_1}
and ©1(c;) =?(M):end with M = (H*(T), H*(A))(9).
Here we also take © = ©4 since | P{* = | P'[*. We notice that by Definitions &1l and 2] and
(E265):

HA T\ E),s1: H(C); H (AN T),01 F AL (P'{51/s}) bo (97)
By Table (], we have:

Ap((vs) P') = (vs1: H((C))) AL (P'{51/s})

The following tree proves this sub-case:

& (98)
HT\&)H (BNE),OF (ve1: 7 ((O)) AL (P'{os}) o

(POLYRES)
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5. Case P = @ | R. For this case only Rule PAR can be applied:
F;All_QDO F;AQI_RDO

(PAR) (99)
F;Al,AQ H Q | Rpo
By IH on the first assumption of (@9) we have:
HA(T)); HA (A, 01 F AT Q) b o (100)

where Z; C fn(Q) and g; such that indexedp A, (71, Z1). Also, Il =T\ Z1, A} = Ay \ &1, and
balanced(©;) with

dom(@l) = {Ck—I—la ce ’Ck‘f'lQS*} U {Ck+2, ce ’CkHQS*}
and O (cpy1) =?(M);end with M; = (H*(T), H* (A1) (7).
By IH on the second assumption of (@9) we have:
HE(Th) 1 (A), 02 = AT (R) b o (101)

where To C fn(R) and 7> such that indexedp a,(72,Z2) and I = |Q]. Also, I'y = T'\ Zo,
Af = Ag \ Ty and balanced(©2) with

dom(©2) = {cktit1,- - aCk+l+1R5*} U{Crrir2, - -- aCk+l+zR§*}

and O (cp111) =7(Ms);end with My = (H*(T), H* (Aq))(§a)-

We define T = T; U Zy. We may notice that & C fn(P) since fn(P) = fn(Q) U fn(R).
Accordingly, we define ¥ = ¥1,y2. By definition, indexedr A, a,(¥,Z) holds. Further, let
M = (H*(D), H* (A1, A2)) (7). We define © = Oy, ©5, 0’ where:

O = ¢, :7(M);end, ¢ 1 :!<Ml>;end, Chritl :!<Mg>;end

By construction © is balanced since ©(cg11) dual ©(¢x11), O(ckyi1+1) dual ©(Cri41), and O,
and O, are balanced.

By Table Bl we have:

AE(Q | R) = cx?(¥) -Gyt (U1) -Chrir1(¥2)-0 | Alyfjl(Q) | Alyf:lH(R)

We may notice that 3 = fnb(Q, ) and g = fnb(R,7y) hold by the construction of y. Let
'y =T\ z. We shall prove the following judgment:

(D) 1Y (A, AY), O ¢, 2(3) -Gt ) Tt (2)-0 | ALFHQ) | ASHHY(R) b o

To type cx?(Y).Ceri{¥1) -Chrir1 (¥2).0, we use some auxiliary derivations:

(NIL) ————————
(END) i (P); hro (POLYVAR) ——
(PouSenD) H*(T); Cryirr : end 0 H*(T); H* (Ag),F 21> M (102)
(ExD) H*(D); H*(AY), Crgiat {(Ma)iend F Gepg1!(2).0 > 0

H*(D); H* (AL), Chpig N Ma):end, Gyt : end F G H(2).0> 0

(POLYVAR)

(I02) HE(T); 1 (A > My
H*(T); H* (A}, AY), eer1 N(My);end, e yr1 N(Ma);end F i (1) -Crrir1 {G2).0 > o

(POLYSEND)

(END)

H* (D) H* (A, Ab), Gogr (M )send, Tpigr < (Ma):end, ¢, : end F Gyt (1) -Chgt | (72).0 > ©
(103)
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(POLYVAR)

M (D); HE (A, Ay) o M (104)

(PoLyRcv) " ; — — —
H*(T1); 0" F e1?(9). ot U1) - Crrir1 (72).0> 0

(o (105)

(Lemma [A2)) with T} \ I'
L T (A), 01 F AR Q) o

(LY (106)

(Lemma [A2) with T, \ T
CU (D) 1 (D), 05 F AETFL(R) b o

(05)  (06) (107)

(PAR)
HH(T1); 1A (A}, AY), 01,0, F ASTHQ) [ AETHH(R) b o

The following tree proves this case:

%) (@)
HH(T1); HA (AL, AY), O b ep?(§) .Gt (1) it (§2).0 | ALFHQ) | AP (R) b o

(PAR)

. Case P = uX.P'. The only rule that can be applied here is REC:

IX:A;AFP o
;AR puX.P

(108)

We remark that by (I08) we know z: S € A = tr(S). Then, by applying Lemma 2] on
the assumption of (I08]) we have:

HA T\ 2);0 kAR (P 00 (109)

We take &’ = fn(P’), so we have A\ &’ = (). Further, 3’ is such that indexedp a(y’,2’). Let
0" = 0),0x(g9) with Ox(g) = % : (M) with M’ = (H*(T), H*(A))(7). Further, & C P’

and g’ such that A\ 2’ = () and indexedr A(¥’,2"). Also, balanced(©},) with

dom(e,lu) = {CZ+1, s 7cz+zP’j*} U {CZ_H, s 702_‘_113/5*}

where ©),(ck+1) = cx :?(M");end.

Let [ = [P'{* and Z such that |§/| = |Z]. Further, let ¥ C fn(P) and § = nbd(Z : S). By
definition we have & C 7. By Table 5 we have:

AG(P) = (v ¢) (7 (@) -G F)-nX e 2(2)-cp i B X | A (P),)
Let ©, = ©), - ©}; where:
0, =c: put.?(M);t - Gyt pt (M)t
We shall prove the following judgment:
HA(D\E); HY(ANE) - Ay - AL (P) o (110)

Let O = ¢ : pt.?2(M');t - & : pt.!(M');t. We use some auxiliary sub-trees:
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(RVAR) (POLYVAR) — —
(F\ X:@/I;@I/FXDO H*(F\ ) X@HIH*(A)FZDM (111)

(SEND)
HY(C\Z), X : 0" H (A),0" - 1) Xbo

(PoLYVAR)
(I HA(C\E); H (A) F 2o M
H(T\7), X : 00" iy 2(2).¢,  HZ) X bo (112)
HHY(T\2);0" F puX.ci?(2).cp (). X o

(PoLYyRcv)

(REC)

where ©” = ¢y pt (M)t ¢ = pe.2(M)st.

(POLYVAR) —
WA\ ) H*(A) - § > M
(POLYSEND) — —
HALNZ); H(A), gyt pt (M )st, ¢y Mt-?(M) th e (9) . uX 5 ?(3). 1 1(B) X po
(113)
(PoLYVAR) ————————
(PoiyRey) _ _ (I13) WA :~M -y >~M ~ ~
HY(TN\Z);H (A\T) - O -y - pt. (M)t k2 (7)-Coy () X .5 2 (2) .01 1(Z). X 1
(114)
The following tree proves this case:
(PAR) = 7 k+1
O\ H (AN D) 0, O ) T )4 XD g (B X | A7 (P o
HA(TNZ)H(ANT) - Oy b (v ) (er?(@)-Cpy {T)-nX K 2(2) -y (2). X | A5+I(P/)) > o
(115)
. Case P = r!(z).P’ when tr(r). For this case Rule SEND can be applied:
. . / .
(SEND) LA r:SFP o A F2z>C (116)
;A r:S,ALFrl(z). P >o
where S =l{C);5".
Then, by IH on the first assumption of (II6]) we have:
HATY); HH(A)), O1 F AT (P) b o (117)

where &’ C fn(P’) such that r € &’ and ¥’ such that indexedr a ,.s(7’, '). By this follows that
(11,5 mpe(sy) €Y. Also, T =T\ @', Al = A\ 7/, and balanced(01) with

dom(©1) = {ckt1,--- ,Ck_’_zPlS*} U {Ck12,--- ,Ck‘_j’_zplj*}
and O (cpy1) =?(Mj):end where My = (H*(T), H* (A, r : 8))(T).
By applying Lemma [A5] on the assumption of (74]) we have:
HY(D); H (A, FzZeH(O) (118)

We assume T = 7',z. Since ¥’ C fn(P’) follows that # C fn(P). Let § = 7',z where
|z| = |H"(C)|. By Deﬁnltlonmrﬁ follows that indexedp A .5.A, (7, Z). We define © = 01,0/,
where:

O = ¢, :7(M);end, Toy7 /(M ):end

71



with M = (H*(T), H*(A,r : S,A,))(7). By Definition A3, we know | P{* = | P'[* + 1, so

dom(@) = {Ck, R ack—l—le*—l} @) {Ck—I—la R ack—l—lPS*—l}

and © is balanced since ©(cg41) dual O(¢r 1) and O is balanced.
By Table B, we have:

A (rl(2).P") = e 2(§)-ry(s)(Z) G (7)-0 | AL (P)
Let Iy =T\ z =T and A\ Z = A}. We shall prove the following judgment:

HA(T1); HH(A]), © F Ak (rl(z).P) b o (119)

Let Ay = A,r : S,A,. To type the left-hand side component of A’y? (rl{z).P’) we use some
auxiliary derivations:

(N1L) " -
(END) H(I);0F0po (POLYVAR) __
H*(T):Chrr: end F 0> o HA (D) H (A,r: S\ A F i oM, (120)

H*(T); Tt :!<M1>;end,H*(A,r S\ A Faa y).>o

(POLYSEND)

@ )
HA(T); H (A1 \ AY), Crgr {(My)send b ry)(2) Gt (7).0> 0 (121)

HA (D) H* (A1 \ A)), @7 /(M )iend, ¢ = end & r,(5)!(2).G771(7).0 > 0

(POLYSEND)

(END)

(PoLYVAR) ——
(21 HA(D);H (A \ A Fyo M (122)
H*(Fl); o'+ Ck{?(g)n(s)'<g>m'<g/>0 > o

(PoLyRev)

We may notice that by Definition and Figure [0 we have H*(A; \ A}) = H*(A),7 :
RE(S), H*(A,) \ H*(A]). Further, by Lemma [A4l we know H*(A1)(r,s)) = pt.(H*(C));t.

The following tree proves this case:
(I17)
HH(T1); H*(A)), O1 F AT (P) b o (123)
H*(T1); HA(A]),© F Ak (rl(z) P > o

(PAR)

. Case P =r?(z).P" when tr(r). For this case Rule Rcv can be applied:

;A r: S A, FPro DA F 2> C
Rev (124)
T\ zAr: SEr?2(z).P o

where S =?(C);S5".
Then, by IH on the first assumption of (B3] we know:

HATY); HA(A)), O1 F AT (P) b o (125)
where Z' C fn(P’) such that » € 2’ and J’ such that indexedr a ,.5(¥',2’). By this it follows

that (T‘l, ce aT|H’(S)|) c ﬂ/.
Also, I} =T\ 7/, A} = A\ 7/, and balanced(©;) with

dom(@l) = {Ck+1, o ,CkJrzp/S*} U {Ck+2, o ,CkJrzp/S*}
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and O (c1) =?(M');end where M’ = (H*(T), H*(A,r : S, A (7).
By applying Lemma [A5] to the second assumption of (55) we have:

HAD); H(AL) F 25 HH(C) (126)

Let 7 = &'\ z and § = ¥ \ 2z such that |Z] = H*(C) where. We may notice that by
Definition EI0] indexedr a ,.5(7, T) holds. We define © = ©1,0’, where

O = ¢, :?(M);end, ¢ :!(M’>;end

with M = (H*(T), H*(A, ,u; :7(C):5))(§). By Definition B3, [ P{* = | P'[* + 1 so

dom(@) = {Ck, . ,Ck+zpj*71} U {Ck+17 N 7ck‘+ZPS*71}
and © is balanced since ©(ci41) dual O(¢x11) and O is balanced. By Table

Ak (r?(2).P') = ar?(§)-rys)?(3) Ceya!(7).0 | AT (P)

Also, let Ty = T'\ Z and A; = A\ Z. We may notice that A; = A}. We shall prove the
following judgment:

H* (T \ 2); H(A1),0 F Ag (r?(z).P)

Let Ay = A,r : S. The left-hand side component of A’y? (r?(z).P') is typed using some
auxiliary derivations:

(N1L)

H*(T);0F0>0

(END) (POLYVAR) _
H*(T);py : end - 0o HAT): HA (AN A Fg M (127)
(POLYSEND) —
H(D); 37T (M )iend, H* (A \ Ay) F G (7).0 5 o
(Rov) —
oy PO\ 2T T end, 1 (8o) o)) Tt} 0 (128)
EnD —

H*(T'\ 2); Gyt N M')send, ¢, = end, H*(Az) F ry5)?(2) . Cer1 (7). 0> 0

(POLYVAR) ——
(T28) HAL\ 2); H"(Ag) Fy> M (129)
H (T1\ 2); 0" F cx?(§)15) 7 (2) Gt (¥') 0> ©

(PoLyRcv)

where Ay = A,;r : S\ A;. We may notice that by Definition and Figure we have
H* (Ag) = H*(A),7 : RE(S)\ H*(Ay1). Further, by Lemma [A4] we know H*(Az)(r,s)) =
pt.?(H*(C));t.

The following tree proves this case:
(25)
9) HATH\ 2); HY (A1), 01 F AEFL(P) b o (130)
H(T1\2); HY (A1), 0 b e ?()-1r,(5)?(F) Tara(77)-0 | ASTH(P) bo

(PAR)

9. Case P = (vs: ut.S) P'. For this case Rule RESS can be applied:

;A s pt.S,5:ut.S+H P

(RESS)
AR (vs:pt.S) P

(131)
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By IH on the assumption of (I31]) we have:
HATNE); HA(ANT),01 B AL (P) (132)
where we take 7 such that 3,5 C § with 3 = (sq,... , S|r*(s)) and 5= (31, SjR(9)))- -

Accordingly, 7’ is such that s,5 C Z’. Since lin(s) and lin(s) we know &’ C fn(P’). Also,
indexedp A, (7, Z') where Ay = A, s: ut.S,5: pt.S. Also, balanced(©;) with

dom(@l) = {Ck+1, R ,Ck+lp/)"*} U {Ck+2, ces 7Ck+zPlS*}

and O1(cpy1) =7(M'):end where M = (H*(T), H*(A) (7).
Let § = 7'\ (3,3) and = 7'\ (s, 3). Since s,3 ¢ fn(P) we know & C fn(P) and indexedr A (7, 7).
We define © = 01,0 where

O = ¢, :?(M);end, Tr1 :!(M’>;end

By Table B, we have:

AE(P) = (v5: R (S)) (ex?(®)-Trg(7)-0 | AL (P'))

We should prove the following judgment:

HA(D\Z);H (AN T),0F AE(P)po

We use an auxiliary sub-tree:

(NIL) (POLYVAR) —
H(T);0F0>o H* D) HH (AL NE) F i o M (133)

WD) H (ANE),5: RY(S),5: R*(S) F ol (7).0 0

(POLYSEND)

where we may notice that
H(ANT),5:R*(S),5: R*(S) =H (A NT)

The following tree proves this case:

(POLYVAR)

(@33) HA D) H (ANZ) F o M
H(T\Z);0,5: R*(S),5: R*(S) F ex?(@) Gri! (7). 00 (I32)
HAT\ ) H (A 7),0,5:R(S),5: R*(S) F ex?(@) Tzl (7).0 | AL (P) b o
HA(T\Z); H (AN D), 0 F (v5: RY(S)) (e ?(Y)-cran(7)-0 | AL (P)) > o
(134)

(PoLyRcv)

(PAr
(POLYRESS)

This concludes the proof of Lemma [£.3] ]

A.5 Proof of Theorem 4.1] (Minimality Result, Optimized)

Theorem 4.1 (Minimality Result for 7, Optimized). Let P be a process with v = fn(P). If
;A F Poo then H*(To); H (Ao) F F*(P) > o, where o = {init(w)/z}.

Proof. By assumption, I'; A = P> o. Then by applying Lemma [A.T] we have:

I'o; Ao+ Por>o (135)
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By Definition 8] we shall prove the following judgment:
H*(To); H* (Ao) F (v€) (GUF).0 | A (Po)) b o (136)

where ¢ = (ck, ..., Cpy1pre—1); B > 0; and 7 = Uyeg{v1, - - -, ()} With v 2 S, Since v C fn(P) we
know indexedr, Ao (7, V). Since Po is an initialized process, we apply Lemma A3 to (I35]) to get:

H*(To); H (Ao \ 0),0 - AX(Po) b o (137)

where © is balanced with

dom(©) = {ck, k41, Py —1} U{Chit, s Chy(P) -1}

and O(c;,) =?(M);end with M = H*(A)(7).

The following tree proves this case:

() H*(To);0F 0>

(END) (POLYVAR) — —
(5mvD) H*(To);cx : end 0D o H*(To);7: MEr>M
END —— —
. H*(To);cg N(M);end, 7 : M F e {(7).0>0 (I37)
(hess) H*(To); H* (Ao), e N (M ):end, © - c;1(7).0 | Ak(Po)bo
REs

H*(To); H*(Ao) - (vE) (GE1(7).0 | Ak (Po)) > o

A.6 Proof of Lemma [4.7

For convenience, we define the function @:( -), relying on CZ( - ), as follows:

Definition A.1 (Function @:( -) ). Let P be a process, p be a name substitution, and o be an
indexed name substitution. We define €2 (P) as follows:
Co(P) = CE (Po)
with p = {#/&}, 4, = bn(iio : C), 7, = bn(zo : C)
where @ : C.
Recall that S has been defined in Definition
Lemma 4.7. Assume P1{U/%} is a process and P{%7}S8Q; .
(v 1,771) nl(v:Cq)

1. Whenever P{%z}
that Q1 (vmo) nl{(v:H*(C1))

Py, such that m & Py{%i}, then there exist Q2 and o, such

Q2 where vo, ©vU and, for a fresh t,

(vm1)(Py ||t <=cv:C1) S (vm2)(Q2 || t1 <= vo,: C1)

2. Whenever Pl{ﬁ/i}m)Pg, such that m & P{% =z}, then there exist Q2 and o, such that
Qlﬂﬁb where vo, 0V and Py S @9,

3. Whenever P, P, then there exists Qo such that QlT:QQ and Py S Qs.
Proof. By transition induction. Let p; = {#/#}. By inversion of P, S Q; we know there is o1 €
index(fn(Py)UuUT), such that @, € €41 (P;). We need the following assertion on index substitutions.

If Pipy EN Pypsy and subj(f) = n then there exists Q2 such that @ LN Q2 with subj (Z) = n; and
Q2 € C22(P,) such that o3 € index(P2p3), next(n;) € o2, and 01 - (02 \next(n;)) = (02 \next(n;))-o1.
We proceed as follows.
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o First, we consider two base cases: Rules (Sxp) and (Rv).

e Then, we consider two inductive cases: Rules (Par.) and (Tau). We omit the inductive cases
(New) and (REs) as they follow directly by the inductive hypothesis and the definition of the
restriction case in CZ( - ) (Table ).

o Finally, we separately treat cases when a process is recursive. We show two cases ((Rv) and
(Parz)) emphasizing the specifics of the recursion breakdown.
Non-recursive cases We detail the four cases mentioned above.

1. Case (Snxp).  We note that we only consider the case when Pj is a pure process, as the case
when P; is a trigger collection follows directly by Lemma

We distinguish two sub-cases: (i) P; = nl(v).P, and (ii) P, = nl{(y).P> with {V/y} € p;. In
both sub-cases we know there is po = {#2/#,} such that

Pip1 = npi!(v).Papa

We have the following transition:

SND )
n Hv
Pip1 2222 Pypy

Let o1 € index(p) where p = index(fn(P;) U@ U Z) such that {"i/n} € o1 and of, = oy - {t1/t} -
{ty/t}. Here we take 0, = 01, as we know v € fn(P}). Further, let @, = nbd(tioy : C) and
Z> = nbd(Zo : C) with @ : C. Also, let Z = fnb(Py, 7, \ @) where @ = {n;} if lin(n;) otherwise
w = €. Then, in both sub-cases, there are two possibilities for the shape of QJ1, namely:

Q1 = (v&) [@!(@) | A%, (Pio1))

Q1 = (VCht1) nipl(3).Tr1! (Zps) | ASH (Paor)

where vo, o ¥ and p, = {U+/7,} By Lemma we know that Q1 = Q2. Thus, we only
consider how Q? evolves. We can infer the following:

2 nip=!(D)
1 — Q2

where Qg = (v &11) Tt (Zps) | AT (Pyo). Then, we should show the following:

(P2 ” t<cuv: Cl)pz S (QQ H 11 <= Voy: Cl) (138)

By Table [ we can see that

Q2 € C2* (Pyo) (139)

Here we remark that our assertion holds by the definition as we have o9 = g1 - next(n;).

Next, by Lemma (4] we have

(t <cv:Cr)og 0 (t1 <p voy,: Ch)

That is, we have

(t) <n vo,:C1) € CL*((t <=c v:C1)om) (140)
Thus, by (I39) and (I40) we have
(Q2 |l t1 <= voy :C1) € CZ* (P || t <=c v:Ch)o) (141)
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Now, by Definition 4] and Definition A7 we know that
Z = fnb(Py,nbd(Z : C) \ @) = nbd(Za09 : C)
with %y : Co. Similarly, we have

Ep* = nbd(fgpgdg : 62)

Now, by the assumption 7 &€ v we know {"i/n} & oo. Thus, by oo = o1 - next(n;) - {t1/t} and
Definition [£.26] we have

o9 € index(fn(Py || t <cv:Cp) Uuy UTg)
By this and (I41]) the goal (I38)) follows. This concludes (Snp) case.

. Case (Rv). As in above case ((Snp)), we only consider the case when Pj is a pure process,
as the case when P is a trigger collection follows directly by Lemma

Here we know P; = n?(y).P,. We know there is po = {U2/#5} such that
Pipy = np1?(y).Pap2

The transition is as follows:

Rv

n?(v
np1?(y).Pap2 ), Pypy - {Y/y}

Let o1 € index(fn(Py) Uu U Z) and o9 = o7 - next(n;) - {¥1/y}. Further, let u, = nbd(uoy : C)
and 7, = nbd(Zo; : C) with @ : C. Also, let § = (y1,..., Y- (s))) and 2 = fnb(P, 7,7 \ @)
where w = {n;} if lin(n;) otherwise w = e. Then, there are two possibilities for the shape of
()1, namely:

Q1 = (v&) @ ux) | AL (Pio))
Q3 = (V1) nip? () Tl (Zp) | ALY (Poora)

By Lemma we know that Q1 = Q%. Thus, we only consider how Q% evolves. We can
infer the following:

nip?(®
Q%LH)QQ

where Qa2 = (v &y1) g1 (Zp - {/3}) | AT (Pyoy) and vo, o @ for some o, € index(v). Now,
we should show the following;:

Papy - {Y/y} S Q2 (142)
By Table [ we can see that
Qs € U (pyoy - oy (143)

We may notice that
09 -0y € index(fn(Pg) Uus U 52)

Futher, by the definition we have (o2 - 0,) \ next(n;) = o1 -0,. As v & (fn(P)UuaUZ) =
codom(oy), we have oy - 0, = 0, - 01. That is, our assertion on index substitutions holds.
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By Definition [£4] and Definition 7 we have that
Z = fnb(Py,nbd(z : C) - 7 \ @)
= nbd(Zy(o - next(n;) - {¥1/y}) : CS)
with y : S. Similarly, we have
Zps - {1/3} = nbd(Zypa - {V/y}(02 - 0,) : CS)

Thus, by this and (I43]) the goal (I42]) follows. This concludes (Rv) case (and the base cases).
We remark that base cases concerning triggers collection processes follow by Lemma[3hl Next,
we consider inductive cases.

. Case (Par.). Here we know P, = P | P{'. Let p} and p! be such that
Pipy = Pipy | P{'pY
The final rule in the inference tree is as follows:

Pl 5 Plpl,  bn()Nfn(PY) =0
l
Piph [ P'pi = Papy | oy

<PARL>

Let o1 € index(fn(P;) Uw U ). Further, let o} and o/ such that

/"1

Piproy = Pipiot | P{piof
Further, let § = fnb(P],7%), Z = fnb(P/', 7), us = nbd(uo; : C), Ty = nbd(Zo; : C) with
u:C,and p, = {U+/#.}. In sub-case (i), by the definition of S (Table [T), there are following
possibilities for Q1:

Qf = (va) @) | A%, (Puot))
Q1 = TN Gpn) Trr1! (Zpa) | Ab(Ploy) | AET (P oY)
NP = {(Ry | RY) : ] (Plo}), R} € 2 (Pl'o}) |

By Lemma there exist
Qe & (P) (144)
= cg"}l', (Pl (145)
such that
Q1= Q1= Q1| QY
Thus, in both cases we consider how Q] | QY evolves. By the definition of S we have

Pl 8@ (146)
Plpi QY (147)

To apply IH we do a case analysis on the action £. There are three sub-cases:
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o Sub-case ¢ = n?(v). If v € u then we take o, = o1, otherwise o, = {Uj/v} for 7 > 0.
Then, by applying IH to (I46) we know there is Q) such that Q] =—= ni?{0) == @) and
Py{i5/g.} S Qf (148)
where vo, ¢ v and uy = ) - v. We should show that

05 | Pt S Q5 | QY (149)

Now, by the assertion on index substitutions, we have o4 € index(fn(Py)U p4) such that
next(n;) € ab, o} - (o5 \ next(n;)) = (o4 \ next(n;)) - o} , and

Q5 € C (1) (150)
Now, as by the definition we have o} - of = o - o}, it follows o - (4 \ next(n;)) =

(c) \ next(n;)) - of.
Thus, the following holds

eorr (PY) = €04 (P

e (P = €2 1 ()

oy0f
By this, (I50), and (I45) we have

Q| Q1€ C’p% ,)% (P | P3) (151)

Further, we may notice that of -0/ € index(fn(Py | P{")UphUpY) and next(n;) € of -0} as
by the assumption we have n & fn(Pj | P{) U p5 U py. Thus, our assertion holds. Hence,
by this and ([I5]]) the goal (I49) follows.

o Sub-case ¢ = 7. By applying IH to (I46]) we know there is Q5 such that @’ L Q% and
Pypy S @ (152)
where ply = {U5/g,}. We should show that
Pypy | PYp{ SQ3 | QF (153)
By ([I52), we know there is o9 € index(fn(P,) U ph) such that
Qp € B2 (Py)

Further, by remark we know that either ¢ = oy - {"i+1/n;} - {Mi+1/m;} for some n;, 7m; €
fn(P2'p’) and n;,m; & fn(P/'pY) or o = o1 such that

€55 (Py) = €5 (Py)
By this we have that , /
€2 (P]) = €51 (P))
So, we know that o
Q1 e (7| PY)
By ([I52) and (I45]) and the definition of o4 the goal (I53)) follows.
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o Sub-case ¢ = (vmy)n!(v: C1). Here we omit details on substitutions as they are similar
to the first sub-case. By applying IH to (I46]) we know there is Q% such that Q) LN Q5

and
(vm)(Py ||t <cv:Cy) S (154)
(vm2)(Q || t1 <= vo1: C1) (155)
We should show that
(wma)(Py | Pl ||t =cv:Ch) S (156)
(vm2)(Qy | P || t1 <=a vo1: C1) (157)

By Definition and Table [7 from (I54]) we can infer the following:
P/} S @b (158)
So, by (I47) and (I58]) the goal (I56]) follows.
This concludes the case (Par;) case.

. Case (Tau). Here we know P; = P | P{’. Without the loss of generality, we assume ¢; =
(viy) @l(vy) and £y = n?(v1). Let p} = {@/g§} and py = {¥/z} such that

Pipy = Pip} | P'py
Then, the final rule in the inference tree is as follows:

L L
Ploh % Phh Pl Py =ty

<TAU> /N /BN ~ !/ ! /1 1
Pipy | P'p] = (vm1) (Pyply | P5ply)

Let o1, 9, Z, ux, Ts, and p, be defined as in the previous case. Further, Q1 can have shapes:
Q1i, Q?, and N} as in the previous case. As in the previous case, we know that there are

Q) € CY=(Ploy) (159)
Ve P (Ploy) (160)

such that
Qi = Q= Q1 | QY
Thus, in both cases we consider how Q] | QY evolves. By the definition of S we have
Pip1 SQ} (161)
Plpf S QY (162)
We apply the TH component-wise:
o By applying TH to (I6I]) we know there is @ such that

@ L Q) (163)

and

(vma)(Py ||t <=c v:C1)ph S(vma)(Qh || t <=n vo1:Ch) (164)
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where vo, ¢ U such that o, C 7.
Now, by (I64) we can infer:

Pyph S Q%

Now, by the assertion on index substitutions, we have o}, € index(fn(P5) U p4) such that
next(m;) € ob, o} - (04 \ next(m;)) = (o4 \ next(m;)) - o}, and

/\p/
& e ()
More precisely, here we know that o}, C o - next(m;) C o1next(m;). So, we have

Qe (P}) (165)

o1-next(n;)
o By applying IH to (I62]) we know there is Q) such that

n mi?{0) "

1 — W (166)
and

Pylpy S Q5 (167)
Now, by the assertion on index substitutions, we have ¢/ € index(fn(P4) U pf) such that
next(n;) € a4, o - (o5 \ next(n;)) = (04 \ next(n;)) - o7, and

§ e s (Pf) (168)
More precisely, we know that o4 = o/ - 0, - next(n;) C o1 - next(n;). So, we have

§e el (PY) (169)

o1-next(n;)

Now, by (I63) we know there is R’ such that
AL R Q)

where /1 = (v ) 7;!(). Similarly, by (I67) there is R” such that

‘
(NN,

where /5 = n;?(w).

To proceed we must show /) = Zg, which boils down to showing that indices of ; and n; match.
For this, we distinguish two sub-cases: (i) —tr(7;) and —tr(n;) and (ii) tr(7;) and tr(n;). In
the former sub-case, we have {"i/n} € o1 and {"j/n} € o1, where 01 = index(@). Further, by
this and Definition [4.26] we know that ¢ = j. Now, we consider the latter case. By assumption

that P {%/z} is well-typed, we know there I'1, Ay, and Aj such that T'1;A1; A F P {%z} >0
with balanced(A1), Thus, we have n: S € Ay and 7 : T € A; such that S dual T

Hence, we can infer the following transition:

il ZQ = b
R = Q,Z R" = ,2/ l =<ty

(Tauv) = —
(R'| RY) = (vm2) (@2 | Q3)
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Now, we should show that
(i) (Paply | Py'py) S (vina) (Q5 | Q3) (170)
Now, by (I65)), (I&J), and (P; | P5)py - p3 = Pp | P3p we have
Q| Q5 € 6521 ﬁixt(nl) next () (P2 | P3)

Further, we have oy - next(n;) - next(7;) € index(fn(Py | Py) U p, U pfy) This follow directly by
the definition of oy, that is o1 € index(fn(P;) Uu U T), and Definition [4

Finally, by this and the definition of S (Definition E.27]) the goal (I70) follows. This concludes
case (TAu).

Recursive cases Now, we consider cases where P] = uX.P; is a parallel component of P;. We
focus on two cases, which highlight the specifics of the breakdown of recursive processes, and omit
details that are similar to the corresponding non-recursive cases.

1. Case (Rv). Here we know P, = n?(y).P». Further, we know there exist P* such that
Dx (P, P*,d) (Definition 4.25]). Now, we unfold this definition. Let

Pll = O0d.Og—1-+-.. 041.(X ’ R)

where R is some processes, and ag = n?(y). We know that there is uX.P* such that P} is

its sub-processes and
P, = PH{pX.P/x}

Here we can distinguish two sub-cases: (i) p > 0 and (ii) p = 0 and R = 0. We know there is
p2 = {U2/#,} such that
Pipy = np1?(y).Pap2

The transition is as follows:

(Rv)

* n?(v
PHuXPYx} 20 by (v

Let 01 = o' - {"i/n} where o’ € index(fn(P;) Uu U x) and oy = 01 - 0 where 0 = next(n;) -
{y1/y}. Further, let 4, = nbd(@io; : C) and Z, = nbd(ZFoy : C) with @ : C. Also, let
Y= (Y1, Yp(s)) and zZ = fnb(, 2,y \ w) where w = {n;} if lin(n;) otherwise w = e.

We could see that d = §(ag, ag—1,...,a1.4uX.Pf). So, by Table [§ there are following possibil-
ities for the shape of ()1, namely elements in N defined as:

N={(v¢)R:R¢e éi*,p(uX.P*)d}
Let

Q1 = (v8) By | m?(§)-G 1 MZp)-u X 2(&).m? (7) -Gy, 1 (3). X | AL (04, 4-1.Po) g

where By is, intuitively, trios mimicking prefixes before ag and P? is such that Pl =
ag.0g—1.PE. By unfolding the definition of C;{”‘W(MX.P*)d we have that Q} € N. Further, if
R e CA;i;*m(pX.P*)d then R = Q}. So, we only analyze how Q] evolves. We can infer the
following:

1 nip?(v)
1 — Q2
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where

Q2 = By | G Mzp - {Y/5))-nX.¢2(@) 2 (5). Gy 1 E) X | AS (g1 Po),

with vo, ¢ v for some o, € index(v). Now, we should show that
Popz - {Y/y}SQ2 (171)

Let U, = Zpa - {¥/g}. In sub-case (i) we should show that Q2 € C%* (aq_1.P?). So, we should
show that
(P

(P*)gfl. That is, we can notice that

cCl
@EC

This follows by inspecting the definition gk e
z,02-{Y/y}
Q3 = Bi1 | By

where By € J% i (ag—1.PEo)i ' as (d—1)+1 = §(ag.ag—1.PEo). So, (IZT) follows. This
Z,p2-

concludes sub-case (i).

In sub-case (i) we know Py = ag_1.P? | R. Now, by Table B we have Qo = Q% where
Q3 =(v ) Vi | chyya iz, | V2
where

Vi =By | pX.c2(@)m?(5) Gy B) X | Gy iy ) X2 (0)-(G 1 1) X | i (B2))

Vo =AM (Px)g, [ AL (R)
Now, we should show that Q3 € C%*(ay_1.PZ | R). By Table B we have that
{Ri| Ry : Ry €27 (ag—1.P}), Ro € C22(R)} CC% (ag_1.P? | R) (172)

Further, we know that

(v Ctir1) Gy ) | AT (R)g € C52 (R) (173)
Vi | Vo€ Cot (ag-1.P?) (174)

Thus, by (I72)), (I73), and (I74) we have the following:

Vi | Vo | (¥ Chqigr) Chppg1(Uz) | ﬁ§2+l+1(R)@ € C%(ag_1.Pt| R)

Now, we can notice that ¢xy;41 N fpn(Vy) = 0 and ¢gpy4q N fpn(fléiJrl (Px)g,) = 0. Further,
we have R

(7/ 5k+l+1)./4§2+l+1(R)@ %C 0
(where ~C is as in Definition ELT5]) as first shared trigger c,y;41 in the breakdown of R is
restricted so it could not get activated.
Thus, we have

2 ~ ~ 1 k+l+1

Q3 =Vi | Va | (v i) G ) | AZTTH(R)g

This concludes the case (Rv). Now, we consider the inductive case.
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2. Case (Parr). Here we know P; = P/ | P/. Further, we know there exist P* such that
Dx (P, P*,d) (Definition A.25]). Similarly to the previous case, let

Pl =ag.aq_1..... a1.(X | R)
We know there is uX.P* such that P} is its subprocess and

P| = PH{uX.P"/x}

Here, we can distinguish two sub-cases: (i) P/ = R and (ii) P # R. Here, we consider
sub-case (i) as it is an interesting case. The sub-case (ii) is similar to the corresponding case
of non-recursive process. As in the previous case, we can further distinguish cases in which
p="0and p > 0. We consider p = 0 and ¢ = n?(v).

The final rule in the inference tree is as follows:
Pl{all/yl} — Py{/ga} | R{%/z} - {Wr/@1}  bn(0) nfn(P]) =0
Pl{all/yl} | R{#/z} 5 PH{®/5} | R{T/z} | R{DY2} - {rfan}
Let o1 € index(fn(Py) UnuUZ). Further, let g,y = fnb(Py,z%), 21 = fnb(R, 7), usx = nbd(uoy :
C) where 7, = nbd(Zoy : C') with @ : C, and p, = {U«/#.}. By the definition of & ( Table H),
there are following possibilities for Qy:
Q1 (VCk)( ( *>| (Plffl))
5 (R, \ R!): 15 IQ(MX P*Jl) R} € CTT(Roy)}

(PARL

Ploy) | AL (Roy)

By Lemma there exist

to\

2 (uX.Poy)d (175)

Q€ O
f' (Roy) (176)

QfecC

2 §2 @z ﬁ,

such that
QI =Q1 = Q1| Qf

The interesting case is to consider a process Q3 defined as:

=(ve)r | ck+l+1 <u*1> | Vo

where

- S ~

Vi = B | oy Mtag) X0 7 (Y1) (1 W) X | 11 (Z02))

_ gk+1 k+l+1 e )~

Vo = ‘Ay~*2 (PX)g1 | ‘Aw*Q ( {w2/22})@
We have Q3 ~° Q) | Q/ (where ~€ is as in Definition I5]). We may notice that Q3 can be
a descendent of the recursive process (following a similar reasoning as in the previous case).
So, we consider how Q3 evolves. As in the corresponding case of non-recursive processes, we
do the case analysis on ¢. If v € @ then we take o, = o1, otherwise o, = {Vj/v} for j > 0.

Now, we could see that
n?(

Q?:ﬁ)>@2

where

Q2 = (v &) V1 | ¢ Nutig) n Xk 2(F1) (g W) X | Cyi il HEa)) | Chgua () | Va
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We define Q} as follows

Q% (veynr | Ck+1 N > pX . ? (Y )- (Ck+1 (Ys2) - X | Chotit! ze1)) | Va2 |
(v ) (1 @) | AL, (R)g) | (vey) (i) | AL, (R{9Y/21})p)
By definition, we could see that Q} € Cu*2 (Py | R | R{®W1/2}). Now, by the definition of
ﬁ:( - )g we have
CZ+1+1!<UN*,1/> | Ck+l+1 <U*R> | AZIC,:IH(R)
(V) (1 @) | AL, (R)g) | (ver) (i) | AL, (R{¥Y2})g

As each trio in flzlf:lﬂ (R)g makes a replica of itself when triggered along a propagator. So,
finally we have

Q2 ~° Q3

This concludes the proof of Lemma [4.71
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