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HHEL

FRE T EIBE (vonwelllounded set) & 2k L, B S0 BREES EBS
O L oA RS (= H—LRE) takt. At olPEREECD 2 >
TR LTHRARETREY*# 5% 3. Chil, extensional 2 Ee@fioa
Bt (subsumption) H#9 % 2 RIE —Dorre[4) 2 H THCHER (19904 4 H)— @
HEGRMANFCH 3.

KICHEA— F~ + w4 L FoHECEBRSCER L ClE oo+ HiE
L £F, @xHRFECHELESEEFOERGo—M: LTHEARRH
AL, HEAD Eofil#n s Lt 3 ke L2 ERSXHE L, EiSo o
772 LTHBALL. 2 LTCOFERRB 2 7 2pFHA— b= b v &,
L7edi-»TTFRISEOEE b, BT s AT AR CHrOEENABRE
L& fe. coBRRL, HRA — b= b v ERS, FEAO 2 9 2 icaihd b M
MTHLLEELRLTWA.
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Identifying feature structures with nonwellfounded sets, process of feature
structure synthesis is modeled as constraint satisfaction problems, ie., uni-
fication problems, over hypersets. A decision procedure for a class of exten-
sional subsumption constraint satisfaction problems over feature structures is
given, The procedure is a hyperset-theoretical version of positive answer to
the problem class, which was first solved by Dorre (1990 April).

A relation between automata and hypersets is made clear by a translation
from automata into hepersets. First, rational trees are introduced as a kind of
hypersets which have only finite repetitive substructures and also systems of
regular equations are introduced as a subclass of hyperset coustraints which
have similar forms to grammars of type 3. Second, a natural translation is given
from automata into systems of regular equations. which shows that concepts
of finite automata, regular languages, and systems of regular equations are
equivalent 1o each other. Also the translation shows that the theory of finile
antomata is a theory which corresponds exactly to the subclass of rational
trees in the universe of hypersets.

1 JUHIC

Colmerauer[3] BEL b Bl bd— b=+ » 2 EMT 5% Prolog 7o ¥ 7 L% /RL Tw
3. PEET<FTERofc, TELTRALEWITFA LS. 41— b= Fr IHROHE
3 7o—-BTHN, FLTHBYZ S 7 REERACIESS 2 7 275 5 HBA (rational tree) TH S
z &b, Colmeraver M7 a7 4Tk, BfEoA— <%, BERED (D) AR
WELTEHRIALTWE., coOF— = a8l ey ? aniEEA0H (bolEHD 7€~ 2
FL—2 3wk LT pRENAE. Prolog @30 2 + 3o % v oA h =X LIC LI TREHS
hEnF— b b rbIECERE R, S5 bR E TR NREROA — b= b AR E
HTwna,

JTE, BHESARYC 0 3 B (feature structure) OFFFEE FLIC, FRRERICTH T 58
SEOR Su¥F Iy FEECETL L FRIOERAY, T - ALEHHEF TV =
s F&E,%iﬂ?&ﬁﬂ&ﬁﬂmﬁfﬁﬁﬁfuf&; 5. KO UMz o—HcH B (13, 7, 8, 6, 9, 15,
14, 12, 16, 17].

CH b OBFRR, 50 SihEC EE R oA BERICEE T 2 HRIEROFE L R C LR TE
7. RAMATEHEEEL LT 20, Kitree) D2 R EV—RICHEZ 7 70 HEIATY
3. 0% hEERBREN Y 7 7 THEBEINS. ThbL, HEHEE - Hm 77 7 — FREA -+
by EEAOH L - REIeyrIIyy rHREIEOEBE ABEEESEDLC EH
% 7. © OMEk s L Colmerauer[3] 10 L e i, BHEREOER A =X L08R, HiE
F—t= brOSEHE L LTENZCEATELZ TR wFRICE X, BEREOXFEL L
T.HY 7 7ARBEAREERLTLCwa o bk CCTRRBLTH L.

—7. Barwise[2] R#BRSR (1] #HwT, &0E Lofi#RERcET 3 —ooEHE (Barwise
HE—{EEE) 2R LTwS. Barwise @ H—{EEF . bisimulation £ ZF%H & subsumption
% FT AL L b A DEEY O AIEREES, simulation Xt~ 04EIRAAEM: L L TS S b0 TH
%. z T subsumption £ {F hireditary 28BS REEIFETH 0, £ £ simulation X} & & bisimula-
tion & subsumption MRS & b ICHEAE L. HFFTHOEHER ST A WERITH D LD L
Barwise|2] (1 BHEE~OILHEE R X - 2. Mukai[10] X, Barwise OB —{LTEHA simula-
tion SHCEHMERFFF L ABS TR I L2 L FRLE. CARARTRTTAT ) Z4ADIE
ko FTAEM LR TS D,

xT, BHEAKRN B - BRI hd — RAROEMTH L IFCREREAE 7 7 7 /M
A oitRc bFERA L IR LYo TH S, BEBEARORS ) L EEHE, HRA— +
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=AY EHBLALGY S ALED ST EECHBE L2 ->TA AN ), BEMEERCHE
F— b=t Y EREBHCHOBERCEBRSRICHNTE D T 2200 - . FRiC, Bk L
@ extensional % subsumption 58 & MR 2 ARRECHT 2 REFR YT REKNICELD
T eEHTEE coXBRERER, Dorrel4] 23R EHEA— b= Py 2REEA— b=+ Y CLER
FTETAT) ARSI L L 0F TRt boTh 3 AROKSER R & T
HH, HBEGSCET X Y AFEER (10 ot LTtidbohdbovh . ABOTHE
i, COTAT) ZLADEBRXRT L THE. FREHEF— v PR REHF— b= P Y LE
BT {AbhATEREY Y, BRE&HHoEROECERE. [F— b= vHBREG) THE
CEFBLTWEEELLRE,

ABEA— =ty — ERISE — FRIFH, chborSiid#itrhbac i HbhTw
5. 2 C TERERO[ANB O LT3 B HAENSELRK, £ L CHREOCRHE
LIEL v oEBE L LTORAEARL F L FACE T 2. BERR EASRA O L L TR
ohd. $2HBA0TFELIAEROBA 202 BER FTIISHAchssc 2 b ERICYH
. MK FRSTE, AEAO A2k TR0 bR G4 — b= b v 2 FRI%NE
FoEKERERICHILTIENEE2RT I L5 AERATRYTREND 205 2 HR
A b=t — LRIZH — EAIER, £ LTcHER - LERISEER, chbiopT_TR%E
Bz Tdoc L HAEMA DS, ChbTHBCHERT 2 C LAARS 20BNTES.

HEEA — b= b riciRE: 2 IERErEo L B S LA TRRIEDC, ATy e/ #
sV ER S SRS D ittt [ e EASERICEA X 1D, ¥ AR ertE RS
HERTHEH SR~ ERTI I TAY XL b 5L bR 3.

=T, [10] @—RoEBEEHEY & LTS (bisimulation) * A% (subsumption), TiE, SR
MEBRWLTwD. 2ORT, GF LREMEFLE W EBSOBF O a0 Bl A S Et0 £
54 Cw3.2%0, RETFHEIDEATWD. KL ECTO subsumption (3 hireditary %845
ORS00, AROBEREOTU TORTETRE LR Ao TyvAV. bAAK, HEL
am BEA % & O — A OERSHEE L Colmeraver ORRAROEL (=) FEX (#) OoF$FHROFER
DERFHLA (conservative extension) TH 5 2 L A3FAI T WS [11].

FCTERBTR, TORTFR EFEHREMECEHTE 2 L 5 KL 2. AFROHBSHEE
ICH#3 EAAL oA i, BRSO subsumption RIEME # HBEA— + = b v @ subsumption
IR T 235 2 & 4, #aiic L ) —RCEW LS subsumption [EEO—E L LT
HENKRLZCLTHD.

ABOBEERO L 5 W TH 5, K TEESER» LOPHL WMIIE TS, Acel]l] Kt
5. EHB S OB, bisimulation, subsumption, coinductive Z'E#HEAE FHEEETHS. P IFHT
EHRETAEREORE TREEY 52 5. 854 HiTHEA — b= b v 2 ERISLRoBGRR)
A5 ESHERRSRTES.

2 EROERD L OYE

2.1 AFA » Solution Lemma

P.Aczel || BSmaBmRiE, R Milner @ SCCS5(Synchronous Caleulus of Communicating Sys-
tem) R TH L. SCOS 7o 2 #REEB L » 2 TET. Aczel i, REMOBEE LR
BGOMOA w2 s FEAMGEEZC LI Vo e 2A0RMBERS LTI L 2R WE
L. 7o+ A0Sk, SREEE B L T oA, RER O FEBIR TED T h 525, P.Aczel
W, SiliE Y o APl —olabET L EL L AL, BRCRERESYRET 2 T2t Y
RbifsoT. olshAHlEo s —7» 25FHRESEF BB A D

Tg 3Ly 2 D opey Iy Do
Z % nonwellfounded A& WH . KT, 8, #HBGR (byperset theory) &L,
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ERghoticl, £ AHREHES

z = {z}

1LY Fo. coHBES ORI
z={{{--}}}

°HE. cor BEECE-EELOBVELBERFo. —F, @iFo IFC #5oftfcil, 8
SHEBYEUREGRFEIAEV. B, bt Lo XS AEEO Y -y vy ARTHELE
vr & 2B (FA, Foundation Axiom) TEE&hTwv3. FA i, ko cd<bh 5:

FA (Axiom of Foundation) +<TofSGsHany=0 23T yex 2Ho.

EIRGaT FA 20 AFA (Anti-Foundation Axiom) cE#ba BV oLERtoxtC
22, AFA R, HRZ S 70ESH, Rk Av iy Tkt rickn SRR TEL
Py bk PRI AARECED. cOAFAR LV ERKRRYXS. /- ¥V bEB2FAN L
NxNognrr7a EQIEFS G =(NEYYERAZY77:v5. (zyle EntE % yd
R o2 0FeHE r0FoLKRIREEETIEETS GoFar—a g/ —F
a2 R D YT 2RI THED, &/ Fr CHDSCIHESdr ) 20 TICHM b YT LS
OEETHD: dz) = {dy) | vy x0T} BRERE, ZFC 26 FA 2O BRY, ROKEHEO
B AFA TEEIMA AROTRTH S

8 1 (AFA({Anti-Foundation Axiom)) ffEOHA Y2 7iFar—va vE¥HEICLLME
Mg,

Hpgail, wellfounded A GO &6 SR ZFC HESO EFRIC nonwellfounded A4S
FRALTET b0 i bhd. CoX S EPIR, @RICH, Bl LERE~ RS D
Fiz® 5. Lk, BICHE  SANBREMOERTORSLERL, ZFC oFH oM G % well-
founded & LBF

AFA (i, W &€ 4 (#F A4 Solution Lemma ¢ FRFHEEsAETHE. TOTEEPR~D.
XiEnFA—80D7 72T, proper 2 7ATHSTHIweETE. XN-RSLUEBEELTAZ
A—REBLBHLAMESTHED. i, X ={ry} ¢ LT {o{ry}} R X-BETH5. ERX
Frt BLorsa

{r=0b.] € X}

THL, ZCTCXRAYT v 7 2AHE, {leex B X WEETHE. b KHRIEHZ X b
DEOICELRTWLOT, FXRiICH HHER ARG LKEETS. tot ¥

EE 1 (Solution Lemma) A REELEIC LA bM—Fo.

@i 1 Solution Lemma ¢ ki, IROBPEFRELMWE K —2F2. r={az},y={by} T
CTa, biET RLETE, |

FHRS o R e (inductive) A ERE—B K FTEH v BES A v o 7B
B well founded ¥EIC @A E < b TH L. L LEBEOKD D IC coinductive A EFR A
5.7k A W RO RIROEMEMEdRACERSHEK B L LTERTYS:

(1) e BhbiEz=03 H5viddb by, : ¢ BHAELT
(2} a=(y-2)THD.

chit, 7724 —4% X = {(z-y)]| z,ve X OoBRXFEHAcbH 2 —F, HR 2R
P D e AT oBBORE: LTERTE S:
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(1) e D.
(NrzeDdoyeDAEGHE (r-y)RDOBEBERETHL.

i, 27 xF =% X s {(z-y)| z,ye X} OBRIFTEETLH B,

BEN2ER G FHRIC, 2 P —L b ERTES. R AREKT - 20ME L LT, AT
bbb O Y —LoSEKBS A ], KoEREEeTRAOERLSER > L TR
Fhd: oA AT OHEBLEOGHDDI ac Ayec A" FHELT = (o) L BFS. chit, 7?72
A= —2 X = A= X OoBAREiThs s,

¥FRBEGOa - AN—2 VEHES, reVELBE s HBETH22CV T 33 L5 5EA
DrIALLTHE TR, Vidpower 272421 & pow: X — pow(X) D AFRIA
Ty 35,

CREATEEE AW o TR AHEYRTCLATEDS ALAH 0% 0 = (0] 2EAT
LI BT HARREEWIEOEPS i LT+ C O TH 3 L2 BATEAL TN L
THES.

BEf EREGOMO2EBEIE R % Rlry) — 7€V Ay=0+rEHT 2. R it subsumption
DA LFRACHEESLMET I LT LD LAL. L ofA#Esb B CC.ohit
A~ A¥HlET 0L oTHE - . O

2.2 Bisimulation * Subsumption

MEBRZZ7:35. /J=YallfLT, ay Ta® (EED) TO2EREE . RE%0SB
Hay =aTHD. Aczel RFE 7 7 7 Lo & LT, bisimulation #E# L 7.

ZE® 1 [Bisimulation] M o L@ 2EME R AR C BP0 E M o ko bisimulation > v 5
o oa, f?'l‘:_ ."U *'C;Ffi_'f

afi™h == Vre€aydy €byrRy & Yy bydr € ayxRy.

0

bisimulation & R BPEWICLPEHT 2 L wsc 2T DENECHLC L ¥ EWHT B
BT v 5 SE EEMEER (congruence relation) O—8TH 0, whHBES Lo A v o FH
FRICBI+ 2 SRR TS 2. MEMOE S, bisimulation (S ONER: (extensionality), A5
b, FELAERPELAF RGNS Lv b T2l < TwE b #EL bR B,

IKIC subsumption i —AFICH s EOWMHBRO A NBEES ETHETH 2. bisimulation % —
HEKLEebDThs T THRT. BERICE AT hereditary R BHMESEEOC 2 0H 3.
A= tr= b vHRCEATHA— b b OMEEG 2R —BE L2 boTHL. A +
= b oS EfE o A NEEE AT

E| 2 [Subsumption]| M @ Lo 208E R R C R ok ¥ M o_to bisimulation & v |
crtabhe MiCHLT
ali™h <= YWr € aydy € byrRy.



2.3 Hieo LoffRE ey 2 vy

BRESRAEFHRE e 77 2 » 7 (CLP)H| Lt BB L EL bR D, T0HEDE
—OKBHELIS AB(ID)CXVELIOTHIATWS. 20D, §il#E LTRELDOSR S
LEIMEEELL S BRSOHACI | LI VRO IWEXNTATRIADT &, EhEh
HAH 2 WHEHICRIND.

(1} F=Tod 7Y ? PR E LtEE2h 3 (TEEETAERE).

(2) H#HESE R FOABOHBREIR LA EF 2 LEFIUXDLEICRS (z 2
k).

(3) H#LEE oo TR bisimulation KR TE L L3R L VLD L F KRS (RER
).

HieRks: CLP EEoEHRvaRAE oM LTwa C timHofgsrigviiiflces s 5.

3 HHAK, ERIEAGR, KRG

3.1 EFBEAK

LR T7 rahbh i HBRBESLTL Kofdirig o3 2T+ TE)CELEOLE
(Z ko) (FFhaddl) KR reThbH

(1} = XHRBE.
(2) 2 C{AUN xT.
KoOSEE@EEFRADZ AT # T(E) TEL, 2OTE (L Lo) REHK EIELR
M zCExT @RI T ~o0fTEE
(2) e ={A\} Uy, A¥ELyeT.
T(E)CT(E)TH 3.

ER S Arov s 7 (e) BT AHBRHIQBERRSTH D L5 KT (GEREN) HEA é:”-?
UEoekt RT(E) & BT e ERO2Kk RT'(T) s FRICERT 5.

HEAE LU, A BERARER FREASER (¢ B, X)) » LUEREHIERISR (€ E'(E, X))
OFE LTRGHIERS - LTREHT 6.

ER 4 (A LoAZR] BB LT(E) - pow(E") #RO LS CERT S, t € T(E) 275,
{ =3 {ﬂ'h ul]}“'l = {a'21 'H:z.]..‘ R . | 3 {aﬂluﬂ]lul‘l a }'

L HBEY ay e, € 2 OfEE L) L. L) O t DRAR LS o



3.2 Ao=—UEH
T'(%) @ Lo<— Y + % coninductive ICERT 3. p ¥ IREMR L LT (a,z)ep tAB LS
THEAPEDTHE. COT R p, 2B cor L iHBLT rEpx g 2o B0 R8T 2.

(1) AEpUgd2EDE EICERD A e,
(2) pa 22D g OEHBFET 2R B (a,pa*q.) € 1.
(3) po DRBHFLET D EGH (a.p,) € 7.
(4) qo DHEHFET DHE B (a,q,) € 7.

B2 Liz+ry) = Liz)u Liy).

T(E) b T(E) ~o=— YW 7 % comductive CFERT S, peTNE) :+3. acL 2L
Tpla) = {r|(ax)ep} 21<. () rmorteEnt .

(1) AephoEo 2 XD A eq.
(2) pla) 278 E b gla) b ETH S,

(3) pla) BETETRE gla) = {r(z))+ - #r{2,)} THB. AEL pla) = {2y, .2,} & F
%,

v - VEHE T'(Y) cHIET 2 LESERAG LR,
EomEcHEEL (xR 3.

3 t e RT(E) AbE r(t)e RT'E)TH 3.
wE 4 L) = L{r(")

3.3 R¥EHE

VECERRWERADOOHRME L 5. KoM EELTRAD? 92 F % F(S,0) &
LE O BEEEE (feature structure) 2R € V' AGH

(1) red, 4§
(2) = 12 E b F ~OER5rBUS

AEA LA HEREME T CR L, 202 E RFIE.C) 28/, AXLT<CT REH L
To. e REERS X L kv



4 FHREEHIRIRERE

4.1  HEHREY

[10] ik 2w, (#) BRECET BRI ibh Ty . KHOREBSOHNT AT Y X LD
H@: L THEASS R BHLCHAT LS. LERO LS ARBWSE L T2.80EHB Lo
HEAHEIER, BOEBL 2=y, PEFREA Ly TH 5. SARWME L LToOR %, PEFR
X1t hireditary A ZBSHRSEIER LT @ subsumption B Y 4. %L1 bisimulation O F#IHR
Hic., F%k subsumption OFEEAIIKEFRFRAEES .

o —HEL: Lcth b 7—Af S BE -, RERM A, KRBV 2T LAL, VLT
RS hw i L oResioftss.

r={u,y}tvy#{v.x} Aul )

WEFFIA A O 2D OEEER support OFEEHTRHEMA IS C 22 ERNHHTH L.
roCaupport SRV FIALLES BFE TR CHALCWIBEGTH S, support
REHERESATR -, EI X bR A PRMUTE - RENY bt woTih
TESTHL.

HEHEE 2 2 WBRICEE LT Barwise[2] X0 M—{EEEEIBL . 2% L, EBEod
avilre 1L

Barwise O —{LEE L. SToZHLEHSINTWE LS & support ICHER-C X LM
% e

WoERIL (10 IKE s bR TwWE,

FMEER § < To support (1B HERE FFc & support ICHERTE 5.

BROZZ 7L LTH5LbRTwAEEICH LT, e ATINIEI X 0, §-<C O8i/b support &
BETELZCLHEERCSHE. Led T, support EFHOMLTARETAETHE BEET
H support AT 2 2 L FEALATH D, K support 28T RE, EoREEER & Barwise
ODER—{tERYEcEATIC Lk b, iR EROCLHEAS. Likdi-T (E)RE0
bisirmulation-subsumplion FEFIREZREETRETC® 5. © O T % @ - © FEPERE o B —{k B
P

Ehb XU~ BB EZEETLE p, g 2HELTELp = ¢ 2%, p C ¢ % sub-
sumption & 5, B 2 subsumption b A SAHERE T (RS HiEYE L HEO2ET
Con(Y,C. X)) TRT. e 2§80 L 0% X b F(E,C) ~DEESBIHT V(e) C dom(f) &+ 5.
ka0 F cnd bl LR A0 1HBOT LTS L Wit subsumption ¥ #§7%
THE O % cOMTHEL -, cHFEE 2L E cCHTBTREEE WS, c HE[EL Y S 23 HE
THELLRRERE LS.

TAS) ZLOPRREOLRELT. puXUC) DT ERE AT, chdHRER ETFLE.
Py CXUC DS (588 B8y & oy ™r Uy 2897 5. B8y T BB = by
OWED~— 2Kk D L5 KHRBRIZREI R Cwd: 0(zy) = 8(x) » 8(y), £ 2T 0 EHEHAOHKE
T,ox AR AO-— VLA ER S LI REEED— Yl TcRS. $hr byt -—t=
b HEE B, sy 3N LE == LAREEET LS CA-TWD.

T 5 ROSHE BETEH ¢ € Con(E.0, X) # support LFELL

Mju=vEece=v=uce



(2 u=v,vr=w€e=u=we€c

(3) p= g € ¢ = dom(p) = dom(g).

(4) p=q€c,a € dom(p) => pla) = qa) € c.
(5) r=py=gEe=> ry—prg€ec

(6) uCr.vCwce=ulwee

(7) pC q € ¢ == dom(p) C dom(q).

(8) pZ q € coa € dom(p) = pla) C gla) € c.
(9) pCrecglrec=ps¢lree

(juerver=u=vee k¥ L, s cCBhIEETS s CXUC.
O

WAl 5L 9DBEBETHS. HAIOERRPHEY xy OFH L BEGED<— JIEH » OB
LI THL S, oA, bisimulation & subsumption A EE KB b O BT A
v JFRESA - b P RREr— b2 Y ERT R, BLHLR AT AT Y XAk s B
REo~— CiICHE L TwWalEr 4 5 3

BB 5 20N « 2 EkT 5.

AW 6 p g REETD. AKLp g XUC 43, P20 gt mostrrdrrE: Loek
+3.

(1) dom(r) = dom(p) U domig).
(2} a € dom(p) N domig) == r{a) = p{a) * gla).
(3) a € domip),a & doinf{g) = r{a) = pia).

(1) @ € dom(g).a & dom(p) = r(a) = ¢la).

O
BT RORXEALTUS P EME AR Lecd eC et pgd CUX &35,
(1) eC ¢
(1) €=
(3) pC e
(1) ¢ E p.
D

W S Con(E,C X)) ic i 2 BUHE o M—EHBERR TS S

BERH FEFHEEL < kv, AFAOBEELIT. G2 bhclifd L85 < de Con(E,0,X). d b
HFEL T, support DAL L7l T, L WEX L REXeELLTdIKMATHC. c0fb
EEHFLwIiEli a3t vlVET coffBrih i ElioEsrbaEB27 70
L 20 L RO ATHE RBROHRME Y c 23 d Ce. LTBMHLAL S ik, Barwise
DR —ALTHE & Mukail10] RMEEI C 0BT VEHCE S, LadoT o BROBEY I
DY Loz 02 R vsupport @ F ¥ B EEFOL XICERY 4 B E B, 0
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B2 r.y,: € X AHREA2EH o bcc T EHBEAIRE, o, VinC TRELTE. KO (1) 2
b(5) TTrEi b REREGHB L LTHEAbRAELTS:

r = {(a,a),(b¥).(e,7)} (1)
v = {(a.a'),(c.2)} (2)
z = {(b¥), (c,y)} (3)
{le,y)} C = (4)
{le,2)} T = (8)

ol Lo TRE R ERTL. £F, (4) & (5) c BRI 2MEALT To(6) #83. ¢

CCHIRE R g kL k. R CHRER yz KowT, HAI6% (2) & () eBHLT (7) &8
5.

{{e.y2)} T (6)

yz {la,a"), (b ¥}, (e,yz)} (7

cHLT#lbhE (I)~T WL T, iofllicowcodHAFaMEE BRI c Lk, F

~TOHSER 1 ~ WeBLTELTth2ay 7 7 O hwE#T 2D S support #1855, W

s, Ei bhfilFRARRETCH S, EFB, oy, 2 b (1) ~ (3) 25 solution lemma itk h =
—ZIHRED, FREROAH (4) & (5) EMcT C L RESCERDLND. m

[

4.2 FHEREED bR~

FHRGE fc FIS.C)eEb#S (a.b) (be C) % (a (b {A]))) KB EBRA B LiCk D F(E,C)
FNEUC)iC. ¥ RF(S.C)# RTNEUC) K HARICESAL C LA TES. £ 5 LT, EHI%
ABTER I N A EEESE O S\ subsumption OEEHER F R FREEAd— b= b 0%
YRR TRSBOUSNEL LTER T2 2 L2003,

5 AEA— b= b & FRIERR

5.1 ERIFEE

Ve XNEEWCEE TOoBS LT F0LEROEMELEATE Ll B (S X) 0L
ERIER L5

(1) T C X AE#RE.
(2) b, C {AJUE x [.

rrTAIENET A LTS FRIMLRoeEY F(E X)) TET. FRRARE, (a,v) €
by o2 (az) b, B y=2 2 wsEEINEICRIII-TwE 2 ¥RAEHERZFRFRLFEL
et S F 0K F(E,X) et FRISEE (b ) REETE HLOWE (=1, |
rel} LLTEL.

5.2 REMIEAISER~DEM

E O FEX) = F(EX)3E®TD. F={r=b |xel} 8l MEOED pow(l) b
X~ iTi{r})=r(re ) B2 bONTFET L LEHETS.

| E}d:ef{:'[ﬂ] = 'b:{u] | uc I u ; ﬂ}
LIERTD. C T, RRORETERINEBETTHSE.
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(I} B2 renlCHLTAEL hDEDLEELEFD de .
@) v={vllay) €bircu} bLTv# D 2DOEDLFLHEY (a,i(v)) € by,

GHEO EXERNSEARLL, s 2 FoA— b EHEFE 20 L2 0(z) = ¥(z) THD. KL
b BERENRE w(E)DlTHT.

53 AHEA—F<trv

bisimulation & subsumption HAEA— b= F i b BRKBEAIN S, 2700 (PRER) AR
#— b+ = b i} bisinwlation PIROFET L L3IV F0 L ¥R SEISHBCM L TSt
&5 IFREHAEA— =+ rORS, ZHEE B LTSt % bisimulation PFHFEL v
BFVER L A6, C ORFEHT AL D 37 v,

—J, subsumption R EFBOREAENOAPICBEELTWS. ARA— b= b i3 5- (X, S, 50,6, F
THS. CTTEI xS — § BB, 50 € S, F C S TH3. Kic§pEBHlickt
LTHHERERL T Fh% 6 23 Thbb, 65 x § — § (HI08K), be.s) = s,

& a*a,s) = bla, b s)).

A(E, 5) T GFREH) A — < by O2EKBEEET. A(L.9) CIREHAR:— = ¢
v OPWEERET. AN S) C AL, S). BICHEEA— b= b v L BAHIREHEES— <
FrEAEWTEZEETL.

A== by a BFATLEBEY Lio) L/ B — bv b v o k2R ESHEARE
A — b2 b CERT ETATY ZLARRCHONT WS, COTHBEY 6 L5 La) = L(d(a)).

F— b= b ORI subsumption EZ E#T L. LAho0F— L= v R A =105,.5,5.8,F)
(1=12) &8 TRERORIEEE S, & S, ofcRoOWE 4472+ 2 FilE CC S, x 5,
FAFTHIE A i Ay # subsume T3 21 6.

(1) 8 £ 5.
(2) se FidvosCa' abtEs' ¢ Fy.
(3) sT s Dodlas)3ukblbles)2u b0 ul o k3 v e S, 55T 5.

5.4 ERIEHE

R(Z)TY LoERS#H2KTET. 74D Y i@, & ofBOHRSOME 420500
OEETHETRDOOREG RTHE: LI € R ALIEROSERMHT TR D o

(1) LUL ¢ R

(2) Lnl €A

(3) ©*\ LeR.

(4) L-L'e i (S#oilE)
(5) L* € R. {Kleene B)

EEFESHRT — b= b CEBINITHECBN FOUbETE2IH2 LRI EIBAT
g,
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5.5 HERA— F= v bIERIEFE~

BHRA— b= rva=(12,8Y)€ AT X) hbEANSER E, = {b. | 7 €1} 2KDORH
TEHETD. LT e YT T2

() zeV 22D r X b, 3 A
(2) 8la,z) 3y doDEFIERD by 5 (a.y).

COERY ¢ B plo) = E, TOERBENSARIC  v— b B o BETTHELEE
K11 dhi{adlid s cotthbROGEALHE LHTHE. HL b RERK (regular
expression) r AHFTIERIEES Lir) » & FRRIMESMc e n s, FRXicBT 2 8E
Ry RoSERIERETH S

ST r b L(E)=Lr) a5 X5 HERIEAR L. vllF 5 LdiTE D,

SGEB8 ak LA —r<tr 2 LT La) = 0(z). € cC0 RIEAIEXR ¢la) D (=—7)
fEs+3.

B3 E % A— FER: 2R OERIFAR LTS

a = {A (a,r)}.
Ey &, v— YEBy £ OERISAFR 33

v={A (a2}

L= {'l:ll:.'ﬁ':l:.!'ll'”I

Solution lemma I Wl RIS LREMEEFE>. $402%LEr =y, v = =, ¢ = = K hisimulation
KR TE 2 2 L ER D LERCHEL-HLNE. WAKEBRELLTr =y THLH T L5
Z.EE r=y={a" | n>0}TH3. O

—REIC, R,y OEE ry - VEEOBR rvy P ETHER. T~ VER () B E
TR E 5 TR T T EEEEOWE D6, OO0 B,

W4 L% A— b ER #FOERISEAFR LTS
r={A{a.¥)}.

y={(bx)}.
Es®, A— b2 : 2RISR LT3

= {J.,{u,u]},

w={A (a,u), (b u) (b =)}
E, #* iR Et FHELR LTEAF B b . r— BRIz THE.

T={A, (a9},

w={A.(a,7)), (b))},
uz = {A, (a,u), (buz)}.
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B B UE I, KD 4 D% IMATE, 2 2¢.
rC =

Es 11, BFRMHAEE & MA THBIC support IR TE B2 & 535303, LAd-T, o8z %
subsume ¥ %: 1 C z. HBE Lz} = {(ab)" [ n > 0}, L(z) = {(aab)* | n 2 0,0 € {a,b}"}) TH 5
P Liz)CL:z)THD. 0T, BHLE BRTEOM: LTHLALEBRA*ELTWS. O

6 b

ERARRE LTRG-S RS & subsumption DERALE XU 2 ORETE X 45
Ihie. FHMA— b= b v OERPEHEEOBEEA? 7 A0HMNES L LTHRICEDAER
TedZymEhie. EASHOEANAETE»OHAL T, ChboBERFHESA%c a0
D BHME OB — LR, MRAB S HOB SR BT 2R Yoy S 2 Y rEWMeEd LR
A M ICBHEBE O LA NS,

AEREBERATRL O L TH B, | HLBEH OTAFThH<— SR TR ¢ .
o> Z 4 TOMPICH —RUET XX S5 TH . £4 v b2, B3 RIENCER X h 2 %o
EHEDSHRMWICEHL TWEC 2 T3 3. c OfHBL I EPTREEL 1.

HEE FYEMBE O subsumption M % BE#EF 2 L0 J.Dérre pi4- (Stuttgart A), F. Guenth-
ner Ef (Minich TR X), B. Rounds 32 (Michigan K), 3 X 'AH BT (SHTE) » L5 A
AV PRERY TR LA A, BRSOHESHE - 0IEHYED LB CHIh R
(RTK) ol EL 0T M4 THEE LA L TRML 7.
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