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A MODEL FOR PROCESS REPRESENTATION AND SYNTHESIS¥*

Abstract

This dissertation investigates the problem of representing
groups of loosely connected processes and develops a model for
process representation useful for synthesizing complex patterns
of process behavior. There are three parts to the dissertation.
The first part isolates the concepts which form the basis for
the process representation model by focusing on questions such
as: What is a process; What is an event; Should one process
be able to restrict the capabilities of another? The second
part develops a model for process representation which captures
the concepts and intuitions developed in the first part. The
model presented is able to describe both the internal structure
of individual processes and the "interface" structure between
interacting processes. Much of the model's descriptive power
derives from its use of the notion of process state as a vehicle
for relating the internal and external aspects of process be-
havior. The third part demonstrates by example that the model
for process representation is a useful one for synthesizing
process behavior patterns. In it the model is used to define
a variety of interesting process behavior patterns. The dis-
sertation closes by suggesting how the model could be used as
a semantic base for a very potent language extension facility.

*This report reproduces a thesis of the same title submitted
to the Department of Electrical Engineering, Massachusetts
Institute of Technology, in partial fulfillment of the re-
quirements for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy, May 1971.
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CHAPTER 1

A Model For Process Synthesis

1.1 Introduction

The notion of sequential process has proven to bhe a
useful conceptual device for dealing with a number of
situations which arise in computing. The process notion has
seen use as a tool for understanding and designing operating
systems [Sa66] [Di68b], as a vehicle for investigating control
aspects of programming languages [Fi70], and as a building

block for simulation of discrete event systems [Da6é6].

It is usefully employed in situations that can bhe divided
into two or more parts which operate independently except for -
occasional interaction. The observation that in such
situations certain sequences of actions follow one another
naturally and are, for the most part, independent of other
such sequences is the intuitive basis for the process notion.
Dijkstra [Di68a] uses the phrase "loosely connected" to

describe such processes.

This dissertation investigates the problem of
representing groups of loosely connected processes. The goal
of the investigation is to develop a method for process

representation useful for synthesizing complex patterns of
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process behavior. It is important that the method be capable
of describing both the internal structure of individual
processes and the "interface" structure between interacting

processes.

The major part of the dissertation is concerned with the
development of a model which captures the essential aspects of
loosely connected processes. The model provides a synthetic
tool for describing situations that involve changing numbers
of processes, interactions between processes, interruption of
process activity and periods of process inactivity. It can
support detailed specification of two aspects of process
behavior: the internal aspects, having to do primarily with
the independent activities of a process and, the external
aspects, having to do primarily with interactions of a process
with other processes. Process behavior patterns such as those
exhibited by subroutines, coroutines, backup programming and
various kinds of parallel processing can be formulated in an

intuitive way in terms of the model,

The model derives much of its descriptive power from its
treatment of the notion of process state. Each process is
"aware" of its state to the extent that it can manipulate it

in much the same way as it can any other data object.

The model for process representation and synthesis
developed in this dissertation has a number of potential

applications. The remainder of this section discusses some of



them,

The model provides a conceptual framework in terms of
which ideas concerning the process notion can be concisely
formulated. Used in this way it can bring into sharp focus
ideas which might otherwise remain obscure and intuition
bound. One can use the model as a gedanken device for

experimenting with ideas and for communicating them to others,

Contemporary extensible languages, such as BASEL [Che68],
GPL [Gar68] and EL1 [Weg70], have been relatively successful
in providing for extension in the area of data types. Using
such a language one can, without much difficulty, define and
use new data types and operations. Such languages display an
almost total absence of facilities for describing new patterns
of flow of control. As a result, there is little that can be
done with them to specify extensions in the area of control.
For example, none include means of sufficient potency to
describe control patterns such as those required to construct
coroutines, simulation primitives or parallel processing. For
this reason one is led to conclude that contemporary
extensible languages are not very strongly extensible but are,
in fact, only slightly perturbable. To realize a truly
extensible language a semantic base capable of supporting
descriptions of control patterns, in addition to
specifications of data types, is required. The ability of the
model to describe both the internal and external aspects of

process activity that are necessary to synthesize a wide
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variety of process behavior patterns makes it attractive for

such an application.

These are interesting and practical situations which can
most naturally be thoﬁght of as involving more than a single
locus of control. For example, imagine a fully computerized
solution to the air traffic control problem involving ground
and airborne computers, all working together on a single
distributed computation: the scheduling and controlling of
aircraft maneuvers. The participants in the computation would
continually change as aircraft enter (takeoff) and leave
(land) the system. Because conventional programming languages
largely ignore the possibility of concurrency, they are
ill-suited for programming in situations which naturally
involves multiple, interacting loci of control. 1Its concern
with concurrency, interactions and dynamically changing
numbers of processes makes the model an ideal candidate for
the semantic base of a programming language capable of coping

with concurrency.

1.2 Related Work

This section surveys previous work that is relevant to
this dissertation. Although most of the work mentioned has to
do with external aspects of process behavior, it is important
to remember that the process representation method develoved
in the dissertation is for both internal and external aspects

of process behavior. The external aspects receive more
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attention here because they are less well understood.

For this survey it is convenient to separate the related

work into four categories:

1.

language definition work which seeks techniques for
formally defining programming languages;

theoretical work which seeks a fundamental
understanding of phenomena associated with processes,
concurrency and interactions;

linguistic work which attempts to provide facilities
for specifying parallelism in programs; and
operating system work which makes use of the process

notion as a means for coping with complexity.

Work representative of each category is considered in turn.

1.2.1 Language Definition Work

The primary goal of research in the area of language

definition is development of methods for formally defining

programming languages. I[lotivations for this research include:

l.

providing the language implementer with a complete and
concise definition of the language he is implementing;
providing the language designer with a framework for
design and comparison of languages;

providing the programmer with a reference he can
consult whenever the usual lanquage primers and
manuals provide insufficiently clear answers to his

questions; and
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4., providing a basis for making proofs about properties
of programs and correctness of implementations.
As Section 1.1 notes, most programming languages ignore the
possibility of concurrency. Consequently language definition
techniques, for the most part, have little to say about

external aspects of process behavior.

N considerable amount of research has been reported in
the area of language definition. Only the techniques most
relevant to this dissertation are discussed. MMore complete
surveys of the area are to be found in a paper by deBakker

[deB69] and a book edited by Steele [Ste66].

The language definition techniques of interest here are
those which use an interpreting machine to assign meaning to
language features. Generally, the interpreting machines
operate on abstract representations of programs rather than
directly on the programs themselves (concrete
representations). Because an abstract representation of a
program can better reflect its semantic structure, the
language definitions that result are less complex than they
would be if a concrete representation were used. Typically
the peripheral issue of parsing is side-stepped by defining a
mapping from abstract to concrete representation and by
assuming that the inverse mapping exists and is well defined.

lost techniques of this type are based on work by Landin and

¥cCarthy.
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As part of an effort directed toward developing a
language definition method based on the A~calculus of Church
[Chu51], Landin [Lan64], [Lan65] developed a mechanism for
evaluating expressions. Ilis expression interpreter, called
the SECD interpreter, evaluates "applicative expressions",
expressions constructed from "known" constants by functional
application and function abstraction. It consists of a stack
(S), whose items are intermediate results awaiting subseguent
use, an environment (E), made up of name-value pairs, a
control (C), which is a representation of the expression being
evaluated, and a dump (D), used in evaluating functional
applications. Wozencraft and Evans [Wo70] have shown how to
extend the SECD mechanism to interpret programs containing
imperative features such as assignment and transfer of

control,.

McCarthy [iMc66] uses the notion of state as the basis for
a language definition technique. The semantics of a language
L are defined in terms of a state vector function F_ which
specifies how programs in L transform a state vector f. The
meaning of a program P can be deduced by evaluating FL(Pa,{)
which is the state vector that results from applying Pa, the
abstract representation of P, to f. FL acts as an interpreter
for the program Pa. Embedded in it are the rules necessary
for interpreting L programs. Components of the state vector
include "data" which provides an environment in which to carry

-

out interpretation of L programs. For example, a definition
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of Landin's applicative expression language would consist of a
function Fge describirng the operation of the SECD interpreter.
The state vector f would include S, E and D; Pa would

correspond to C.

The result of perhaps the most extensive effort in the
area of lanquage definition is the method developed by the IBM
Vienna Laboratory [Lu68a]. The so-called Vienna method was
devised as part of an effort directed toward preparing a
completely formal definition for PL/I. It provides a
metalanguage and a basic abstract machine for constructing
language definitions. The metalanguage includes the
propositional calculus, conditional expressions, function
composition, and operators for manipulating structured
objects. A set of states {'ﬁ} and a state transition function
N define the basic machine. When applied to a state the
transition function produces a set of possible successor
states from which one is chosen as the actual successor. A
sequence of states, f§, {,..., g& where & = an initial state
and ﬁe/\(&q), defines. a computation. The nondeterministic
nature of the basic machine allows sets of actions to be
performed in an unspecified order. This makes it possible to
make language definitions which, where appropriate, leave open
certain aspects of a language, such as the order in which the
operands of binary operators are evaluated. It can also be

used to simulate concurrency.
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The definition of a particular language by the Vienna
method includes detailed specification of the state structure
and definition, in the form of a set of instructions, of how
the basic machine transforms states. To define PL/I the
metalanguage is used to describe an abstract representation
for PL/I programs, the translation from abstract
representation to concrete represcentation, the translation
from abstract representation tu initial machine states and a
set of instructions for the basic machine. Each syntactically
correct concrete program defines an initial machine state,
part of which includes instructions for the basic machine.

The behavior of the basic machine when "started" from an
initial state provides the meaning for the corresponding PL/I
program.

The Vienna method has been used to define other languages
including ALGOL 60 [Lau68], APL [Ger70] and BASIC [Lee69]. 1In
addition, it has been exploited to investigate certain
implementation issues concerning PL/I. Lucas has used it to
show the equivalence of two interpretations of the PL/I block
concent [Lu68b] and to uncover a subtle bug in a PL/I compiler

[Lu7ll.

The work in language definition has influenced the
development of the method for process representation in two
respects. The conceptual basis for the notions of process
state and process state transition rule, as they appear in the

model, is to be found in McCarthy's work. And, parts of the
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nodel which deal with internal aspects of orocess behavior are

similar in some respects to Landin's SECD mechanism,

1.2.2 Theoretical Work

The desire to develop a design methodology for hardware
constructed from asynchronously operating components has been
motivation for much theoretical work. Tynically, the approach
taken is to devise a model that can be used to investigate, at
a fundamental level, situations involving interactions between
asynchronous operations. The models generally consist of a
collection of computing and memory elements. The computing
elements operate according to rules which, depending upon the
particular model, permit various degrees of concurrency. The
memory elements are read and written by the computing elements
for input and output. The investigations proceed by placing
constraints on the models in attempting to answer questions
concerning desirable behavioral properties. OCne such property
is determinacy. A collection of computing elements is said to
be determinate if the results of computations it performs are
independent of the relative speeds of asynchronous operations.
Typically, constraints which disallow more than a single
computing element to change the same memory element at any
time are placed on the models. The results of such
investigations are usually conditions which are sufficient to
insure a particular property or under which certain

equivalence questions are decidable.
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Van Horn [VH66] uses a model called "machines for
coordinated multiprocessing" to investigate constraints which
insure that the sequence of values in each memory element is a
unique function of the initial state of the model. Systems
which display such behavior are said to exhibit complete
functionality. Constraints which insure output functionality,
behavior in which only a subset of the memory elements need
contain unique sequences of values, are the subject of
Luconi's work [Luc68]. Slutz [S1lu68] and Karp and Miller
[Ka68] have developed models for representing and studying
algorithms containing parallelism; the emphasis of their work
is on decision procedures for properties such as equivalence

and determinacy.

In his dissertation Haberman [Ha67] studies situations
involving collections of cooperating abstract machines in
which one machine performing a task can generate tasks for
others. In his model the input for each machine is the output
tape of another; a machine may proceed no further than the
availability of its input permits. Haberman looks for
conditions which insure that all machines in such a system

eventually return to their "homing positions”.

For the moaels cited above, the computing elements have
no internal structure and can be treated as "black boxes" in
analysis. Furthermore, the computations performed by the
individual computing elements are left unspecified. That is,

no interpretation is assigned to them. The only assumption
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made is that each computes a fixed but unspecified function.

Such models are said to be uninterpreted. Some work, such as

that of Slutz and of Karp and Miller, uses such uninterpreted
models to avoid the undecidability results associated with
interpreted algorithms., In Haberman's work the internal
activities of the individual abstract machines are ignored
because they are considered to be irrelevant to the question
of harmonious cooperation. In any event, the tasks and the
manner in which they are accomplished are not representable in
terms of these models. Illence, while they are well suited for
investigating conditions which insure certain general
behavioral properties, these models are inadequate for

synthesizing specific behavioral patterns.

1.2.3 Linguistic Work

The linguistic work has been concerned primarily with
proposals for language features which allow a programmer to
indicate that sections of program are to be executed in
parallel. These features are generally suggested as
extensions to existing languages such as FORTRAN or ALGOL.
Because most of the proposals have not been included in

complete language designs they are difficult to evaluate.

Conway [Con63], Anderson [An65] and Opler [0Op65] propose
and illustrate the use of statements for initiating and
terminating parallel execution paths. The statements "fork",

"join" and "terminate" are representative of their proposals.
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Separation of a single locus of control into two (or more,
depending upon the proposal) loci can be specified by "fork";
"join" specifies the merger of several loci into a single one.
A parallel path can be terminated by the "terminate"

statement.

Wirth [Wi66] proposes use of "and" to specify the
possibility of parallel execution; the decision as to whether
or not execution is, in fact, parallel would bhe left to the
implementer. Thus the phrase

S1 and S2 and S3

indicates that $1, 52 and S3 can be executed either in
parallel, or sequentially in any order, or even in some
fashion in which parts of the execution of each are
interleaved. Dijkstra [Di68a] proposes "parbegin" and
"parend" to bracket statements that are to be executed in
parallel. The entire construction between the brackets is
regarded as a single compound statement whose execution is
completed when the execution of all its constituents is

completed. Thus

begin
sl;
parbegin S52; S3; S4 vparend;
S5

end

indicates that after completion of S1, the statements S2, S3,
and 54 are to be executed in parallel and only after all of

them are finished is S5 to be executed.
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Some, but not all, of the proposals discussed above
include mechanisms for enabling a single path to obtain and

release the sole use of variables accessible to several paths.

The tasking facility of PL/I [Be70], [IBM69] provides
means to specify two or more concurrent program executions
(tasks). DPL/I allows tasks to be created under program
control and provides facilities for synchronizing tasks,
terminating tasks and testing for task completion. An
interrupt handling mechanism is provided hy PL/I's ON
condition facilitv which allows a programmer to specify
actions taken when certain interrupt conditions hold. Both
tasking and ON conditions in PL/I display anomalies. For
example, the lifetime of a task may not exceed that of the
block which initiated it. Such anomalies are probably, in
part, the result of the language having been designed with a

particular implementation and operating environment in mind.

The features discussed above represent first attempts at
introducing concurrency into programming languages. Using
them one can, indeed, write programs which exhibit multiple
loci of control. However, the kinds of interactions between
such loci that can be described conveniently are rather
limited. This is due, in part, to limited goals and, in part,
to the fact that the features have been added as afterthoughts
to already existing language designs. The rcalization of
languages well suited for describing multiple, interacting

loci of control requires that their design be based on a
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fundamental understanding of processes and interactions

between them.

The language SIMULA [Da66] is representative of a number
of simulation languages which make use of the process notion.
It uses vprocesses as the basis for decomposing discrete event
systems into separately describable components. The actions
and interactions of collections of processes are taken to.
represent the behavior of such systems. Although SIMULA
processes can be thought of as evolving concurrently, SIMULA
provides a basically quasi-parallel environment in which the
programmer explicitly schedules the running of processes in
order to simulate the behavior of a particular system. 3Such a
quasi-parallel environment is useful for certain simulation
applications. However, because the programmer must concern
himself with issues such as scheduling in order to achieve the
effect of concurrency, SIMULA only weakly supports the notion
of concurrently evolving, interacting processes. In all
fairness, it is necessary to add that the ability to
synthesize groups of loosely connected processes is not a
stated design goal for SIMULA and languages of which it is

representative,

1.2.4 Operating System Work

The process notion is frequently used as a tool in the
design and implementation of operating systems. It provides a

basis for discussion of the behavior of complex computer
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systems. Saltzer [Sa66)] pioneered its use in discussing the

design of an operating system.

Dijkstra [Di68b] describes an operating system which is
arranged as a society of sequential nrocesses. In that system
a process corresponds to each user program and-to each
peripheral device. Dijkstra claims that the use of the
process notion combined with a hierarchical structure made
proof of the correctness of the operating system by "discrete

reasoning" possible.

The MULTICS [Cor65] opmerating system associates a process
with each logged=-in user, In addition, it associates
processes with certain system provided services. User
processes can make requests of such processes. Tor example,
to obtain listings a user requests service from the process
corresponding to the line printer. A svstem provided backup
service is performed bv a "daemon" process that periodically

writes user files onto tapes.

lany onerating systems incorporate the process notion in
one guise or another. However, in most the properties of
processes are obscured by implementation details which are
peculiar to the particular system. In addition, few operating
systems make the process structure available to the user of
the system. A notable exception in this respect is the TENEX
[BBN70] operating system developed for the PDP-10 which

permits a user to create and destroy processes as he sees fit.
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1.2.5 Other Work

Before concluding this discussion it is important to note
two other efforts, neither of which fit neatly into the above

categories.

A prormosal by Leavenworth [Lca69] has influenced the
treatment of the notion of state in the process representation
method develonmed in this dissertion. Leavenworth considers a
programming language which includes as data objects states of
its own interpreter. The language he considers, !icG [Bur68],
is similar to that proposed by Landin as ISWIM [Lan66] and
implemented as PAL [Ev68]; 1its interpreter is similar to the
SECD interpreter. Although the specific mechanism proposed is
rather clumsy, it is possible for a programmer to define
functions which transform the current state of the
interpreter. In addition, it is possible to create, from
scratch, data objects which can subsequently be used as
interpreter states. Leavenworth's paper includes several
examples which illustrate how this mechanism can be used to

define sophisticated control structures.

In a thesis which investigates control structures of
programming languages and proposes several new and interesting
ones, Fisher [Fi70] attempts to isolate primitive control
operations from which more complex control structufes can be
built. The explanation of his primitive operations makes

heavy use of the process notion, Neither a definition nor a
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discussion of the term "process" is included in his work. As
a result, the meanings of the more interesting control
primitives, those concerned with monitoring, synchronization,
and relative continuity are only as precise as the reader's

intuitive notion of process,

Fisher describes a control definition language which
includes his primitives. That language can support
descriptions of a wide variety of behavioral patterns. There
is a significant difference between the approach Fisher takes
and the one taken here. Fisher's approach is an axiomatic
one. The question his work addresses is: Independent of
implementational considerations, what is an intuitively
appealing set of primitive operations for describing control?
The approach taken here is mechanistic and addresses the
question: Iiow can processes be represented in order to
facilitate synthesis of complex process behavior patterns?
The answer comes in the form of a model which can be used as a
base for synthesis of a wide variety of control patterns. In
Section 6.6 of this dissertation Fisher's primitives are

discussed further and defined in terms of the model.

1.3 Plan TFor the Dissertation

Conceptually, this dissertation is divided into three
phases. The first phase isolates the concepts which are to
form the basis for the process representation technique. The

second phase develops a model for process representation and
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synthesis which captures those concepts. The third phase
demonstrates, by example, that the model developed is useful

for describing process behavior patterns.

Chapter 2 (part of the first phase) examines the process
notion and characterizes the class of processes of interest.
It considers constraints placed on the process representation
method by the requirement that it be able to describe both
internal and external asvects of process behavior. The model
for process representation and synthesis is defined in
Chapters 3 and 4 (parts of the second nhase). Chapter 3
considers the model in overview. In Chapter 4 it is presented
in more detail. Chapter 4 notes a weakness in the model, to
be corrected in Chapter 7, concerning its ability to describe
situations involving processes with different capabilities.
Chapters 5 and 6 (parts of the third phase) are concerned with
using the model to describe process behavior patterns. A
simple programming notation for the model is defined in the
first part of Chapter 5. The remainder of Chapter 5 and all
of Chapter 6 illustrate use of the model to define
sophisticated patterns of process behavior. 1In Chapter 7
(part of all three phases) the problem of controlling the
capabilities of processes is considered and extensions are
made to the model (as described in Chapters 3 and 4) which
make it possible to do so, Chapter 8 completes the
dissertation bv suggesting areas for extending the work

presented in it.
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CHAPTER 2

Motivation For The Model

2.1 Introduction

This chapter discusses considerations which form the
intuitive basis for the model for process representation. It
begins by examining the process notion and by characterizing
the class of processes of interest. The chapter continues by
considering reguirements placed on the model by the ability to
describe groups of loosely connected processes. External
aspects of process behavior such as those related to
ihteractions between processes, interruption of process
activity and changing numbers of processes are considered.
Discussion turns next to internal aspects of process behavior,
such as the binding of identifiers and the universe of
discourse for processes, and then to a preview of the
treatment the notion of process state receives in the model.
The chapter concludes by presenting a list of specific

gquestions the model addresses.

2.2 The Process Notion

An important difference between computation and
traditional mathematics is captured by the notion of process.

The realm of traditional mathematics is infinite and timeless.



27 Sec 2.2

It deals with collections of values which are often infinite.
Operations are defined as mappings from one set of wvalues to
another. There is little more to be said about such
operations beyond demonstrating that they have certain
properties. On the other hand, the realm of computation can
be characterized as finite and dynamic. Its concern is with
finite collections of value representations. Operations are
performed for the effect they have. They generate new value
representations from existing ones. The process notion

captures the idea of continual change.

As our starting point we take an intuitive definition for

the term process.

A process is an activity comprised of a time-ordered

sequence of actions. A process is an abstract entity

and therefore can not be directly observed. The

evidence for the existence of a process is change.
Making this definition more precise and thereby achieving a
deeper understanding of the process notion is a primary goal
for the remainder of this chapter. The model for process
representation described in Chapters 3, 4 and 7 provides a
very precise definition for the term process which captures

the conceots and intuitions developed in this chapter.

It is useful to think of there being both a passive
member and an active agent associated with a process. As the
process evolves the condition of the passive member changes in

response to the actions of the active agent.
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The condition of the passive member is described by the

process state. At any given time the state of a process,

together with the "rules" used by the active agent to change
it, represents all there is to be known about the process,
The state describes all that is accessible to the active
agent. An important idea has been introduced:
The extent of the changes resulting from the activity
of a process is isolated; the effect the actions of a
process can have is limited to that which is

accessible from its state.

The active agent is called the processor. Although the
process representation method to be presented is capable of
describing the time multiplexing of processors, this
dissertation is not concerned with such issues. Consequently
each process is assumed to have its own processor. The
periods of process inactivity the model is capable of
describing do not result from the non-availability of physical
processors but rather occur whenever a process temporarily
runs out of things to do and awaits an occurrence that will

enable it to continue.

The class of processes under consideration is limited to
those for which the actions taken by a processor depend only
upon the process state, For such processes it makes sense to

talk of a state transition rule and to view the processor as

that which changes the process state according to the state

transition rule. Furthermore, in structuring the process
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state it is-useful to separate out part of it, a program
conponent, which is interpreted by the processor. The program
component is a specification of the future bhehavior of the
process., The specific actions taken when the program
component 1is interpreted may, in general, demend upon

information (data) found in other parts of the process state.

The possibility of (at least part of) the state of a
process being changed by other than the processor associated
with the process has not been excluded. 1Indeed, interactions
between processes require that one process be able to change
information accessible to another. That is, to interact, it
is necessary that one process be able to change (at least part

of) the state of another.

It is appropriate at this point to summarize:

1. A process is the activity of a processor interpreting
and changing a state in accordance with a state
transition rule.

2. The effect the actions of a process can have is
limited to that which is accessible from its state.

3. The state of a process includes a specification of its
future behavior. The process evolves as its processor
interprets that specification in the environment
provided by the remaining parts of its state.

4, Part of a process state may change in response to the
actions of other processes.

It is important to remember that a process is neither the
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processor nor the process state but rather the activity of the
processor as it changes the process state. This view of
process is consistent with that proposed by Dennis and Van
Ilorn [Dns66] of an "abstract entity which moves through the
instructions of a procedure as the procedure is executed by a

processor".

2.3 The Role of Memory

The term "memory" frequently brings to mind physical
storage devices such as core, machine registers, disc units,
etc. In this dissertation the term memory is used in a more
abstract sense to mean a collection of passive elements which

are capable of holding information.

The passive member or state associated with a process
"resides" in memory. As the process evolves, its state and,
therefore, the condition of memory change. The state of a
process defines the memory elements accessible to the process.
It is those parts of memory which are interpreted and changed

as the process carries on its activity.

An important notion has been introduced:
Processes have memory requirements.
This view of the relation of processes and memory is
consistent with the practice of identifying a process with an

address space [Sa66] [Lam68].
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As implied above, the model does not deal directly with
rhvsical memory devices. Rather, it deals with an abstract or

virtual memory. Virtual memory can have properties

significantly different from those exhibited by physical
memory devices., For example, a virtual memory may provide the
illusion that memory is much larger than the available core
memory, that access to memory is limited, or that memory is
organized in a particular way. Examples of virtual memory
include: the HMULTICS segmented memory [Cor65] for which
addresses are two-dimensional and access to a memory element
may be constrained to be read only, write only or instruction
fetch only; PAL memory [Ev68] for which memory elements are
stretchable and can contain arbitrarily large amounts of
information; and LISP memory [Mc62] for which memory elements
have two parts: car and cdr. Of course, an implementation of
a virtual memory must transform virtual memory operations into
physical memory operations. This dissertation is not
concerned with the problems of implementing virtual memories.
The reader interested in such issues is refered to the

tutorial paper by Denning [Dng70] on that subject.

Virtual memory can be thought of as a parameter for model
description. By varying it models with very different
properties can be obtained. It is appropriate to note here
three properties of physical memory which are preserved in the
mnodel virtual memory:

1. the possibility of running out of memory exists
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(finiteness) ;

2. when a memory element is simultaneously presented with
two or more storage or retrieval requests it handles
them sequentially rather than concurrently (arbiting
ability); and

3. a distinction is made between memory elements, names
of memory elements and "contents" of memory elements.

Details of the particular virtual memory incorporated into the

model are described in Section 4.2,

2.4 Controlled Interactions

The possibility of interactions between processes
suggests that process behavior has two asvects. It has
external aspects, concerned primarily with interactions with
other processes., And, it has internal aspects, concerned
primarily with activity which is independent of other
processes., The structure of process states in the model
reflects this distinction. Certain state components of the
state are used mostly in connection with internal actions
while others are used primarily in connection with external
actions. Although this distinction proves to be useful, it is
not a rigid one because external actions are frequently

undertaken to achieve the internal goals of a process.

Interactions between processes can occur only through
memory that is shared by the processes. It is useful to view

systematic interaction as occuring by way of the exchange of
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messages in shared memory.

Before two previously non-interacting processes can begin
to interact certain prerequisites must be satisfied. Spier
and Organick [Sp69] have noted that these prerequisites must
be satisfied externally to the two processes. The
prerequisites are:

1. each process must be aware of the other's existence;

2. the processes must have access to common memory; and

3. conventions must be established in order that the
processes can detect the occurrence of interactions

and interpret their meaning.

These prerequisites place regquirements on the model.
Since more than two processes may exist simultaneously a means
for identifying processes is needed. That is, the model must
include in some form the notion of process identifier. There
rnust be a way to achieve shared memory between two processes.
This could be accomplished by organizing the process state
such that part of it is accessible by way of process
identifier to all (authorized) processes or by providing
operations which make it possible to achieve overlap in the

memory that is accessible from separate process states.

Process which interact are no longer isolated from one
another, for to interact each must sacrifice some of its
independence. The means for cooperative interaction is also

potentially the source of destructive interference. It is
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important to provide along with the means for achieving

interactions the means for controlling them,

The key to controlled interactions is the notion
introduced in Section 2.2 that there are limitations to the
effect the actions of a orocess can have. In particular, that
there are limitations to the effect one process can have on
another., The key is to relax process isolation sufficiently
to permit interaction but not enough to allow interference.
Virtual memory plays an important role in achieving this kind
of process isolation. An obvious minimal requirement for the
virtual memory is that it deny free access to arbitrary memory
elements. (This point is discussed further in Section 4.2,

Section 4.7 and Chapter 7.)

The distinction proposéd earlier between internal and
external actions can be refined. Within a process, internal
actions are those whose effect can be guaranteed to be limited
to that process' state. External actions are those which,
because they effect other process states, require close
monitoring to insure that the process stays within its

limitations.

2.5 Events

The occurrence of something of interest to a particular
process is an event. The discussion of events in this section

is largely from the point of view of the interested process.
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An event can occur only as the result of the action of
some process, Frequently, but not always, an event is the
result of the action of a process other than the interested
process and, therefore, represents part of an interaction
between processes. The occurrence of an error situation and
the arrival of a message from another process are examples of

tyoical events.

Although events are often anticipated, they typically
occur at unpredictable times. Consequently, it is necessary
for a process to monitor for the occurrence of events of
interest. The monitoring may occur either explicitly or
implicitly. Explicit monitoring occurs at the direction of
the process and appears as actions encoded in the program
component of its state. Implicit monitoring occurs
automatically as part of the activity of the process. Events
detected by implicit monitoring are usually called interruots.
(Most hardware processors automatically monitor for the
occurrence of certain events, such as the appearance of a
voltage level on a narticular bus.) While at some level
monitoring is necessary, it makes a significant difference in
synthesizing interacting processes whether monitoring can be
assumed to occur automatically or whether processes must

explicitly check for event occurrence.

Implicit monitoring for certain kinds of events is
incorporated into the model, 1In addition, it is possible to

explicitly monitor for others.
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Dealing with events detected by explicit monitoring
presents little that is new. A process merely checks for and
responds to the occurrence of events whenever it sees fit to

do so.

On the other hand, the possibility of interrunt events
places interesting requirements on the model. Because a
process has little control over when an interrupt event will
be detected it must be prepared to respond to the occurrence
of an interrupt event at all times. Its response to an
interrupt event includes suspension of its current activity,
with the possibility of later resuming it, in order to perform
an action appropriate to the particular event. The ability to
respond in this manner requires means for remembering the
interupted activity and, in addition, a "programmed" response

for each anticipated interrupt event.

Because interrupt events are caused bv processes, the
possibility of one process interrupting another to the point
of interference exists., If interrupt events are to be
allowed, it is important that a process have the means to
control whether its current activity is interrupted whenever a
particular interrupt event occurs. Ideally, if continuing
uninterrupted is more important to a process than responding
to the occurrence of a particular interrupt event, it should
be able to postpone its response. Such an ability requires
that a process have both the means to specify the importance

of continuing its current activity relative to that of
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responding to various interrupt events and the means to
remember that an interrupt event has occurred until it chooses

to respond to it.

When a number of interrupt events occur in quick
succession the "current activity" may well be the response to
an earlier interrupt. Consequently, a method for specifying
the relative urgency of particular interrupt events is
desirable., Furthermore, it is frequently the case in such
situations that the order in which the events occur is
important; hence it is desirable that not only the occurrence
of interrupt events but also their order of occurrence be
remembered. There is, of course, a limit to the number of

interrupt events that can be remembered at any time.

2.6 Changing Numbers of Processes

At the request of existing processes new ones can be
created. The creating process must, of course, specify an
initial state for the new process. As far as the creating
process is concerned, process creation is an atomic act.
However, from the previous discussion it is clear that process
creation includes:

1. fulfilling the memory requirements of the new process;

2. insuring the isolation of the new process from

existing processes;

3. associating a processor with the new process; and

4, associating a process identifier with the new process.
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The first two actions involve the virtual memory-physical
memory interface and, the third, the multiplexing of physical

processors.

Because a process requires resources, whenever it
completes its activity or whenever its actions are deemed no
longer necessary it should cease to exist. How should process
destruction be initiated? There are at least three
possibilities:

1. suicide: a process ceases to exist as a result of its
own actions;
2. murder: a process is forced out of existence by
another; and
3. orphanage: a process ceases to exisf because its
creator has been destroyed.
All but suicide renresent potential sources of interference
between processes., The model provides suicide as the only
means of initiating process destruction. The effect of murder
can be achieved when one process commits suicide at the
request of another., Destruction by orphanage can be achieved

in a similar way.

The possibility of process creation and destruction gives
rise to interesting gquestions concerning the amount of control
-(if any) one process can exert over another and the
capabilities of processes with respect to one another. For
example, it seems reasonable that a process should be able to

exert some deqgree of control over those it creates. Questions
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such as these are considered further in Section 2.9.1, Section

4.7 and Chapter 7.

2.7 Internal Aspects of Process Behavior

The discussion so far has focused on the requirement that
the method for process representation support descriptions of
interactions between processes. It is equally important that
it be able to describe how individual processes structure

their sequences of actions to achieve their internal goals.

The way a process actually evolves is an important part
of its behavior. As Section 2.2 notes, the actions a nrocess
performs are encoded in the program component of its state.
The processor traces a path through the program focusing first
on one encoded operation and then on another. The information
needed to control the evolution of that pnath must be part of
the process state. After completing a state transition, in
order to initiate the next one, the processor needs to know

1. what the next operation is; and
2, whether or not it is to be performed now (recall that
interruption of process activity is possible, as are
periods of process inactivity).
The process state must include this information since it

includes all there is to be known about a process.

As a process evolves, it produces results or values which

are of only short term or temporary interest. Once used they
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can be discarded. Iilowever, until they are used such
intermediate results must be held somewhere. What constitutes
an intermediate result depends upon the sequence of actions
which are of interest. For example, when the sequence of
actions under consideration are those comprising the execution
of a single hardware machine instruction, the contents of
storage buffer and storage address registers can be considered
intermediate results. On the other hand, if those comprising
the execution of a block of instructions are of interest the
contents of index registers and accunulators represent
intermediate results. The point to be noted is that processes
require a mechanism for retaining intermediate results,
Pushdown stacks provide a very simple mechanism for temporary
storage, As intermediate results are produced they can be

pushed onto a stack and as they are used, popped from it.

The specific operations processes can perform represent
an important aspect of their behavior. From previous sections
it is clear that there are operations to cause interrupt
events, to create other processes, to initiate process
destruction and to interact with virtual memory. Another
class of operations, of particular interest when considering
internal behavior, has to do with the kinds of objects
processes can directly deal with. That class of operations
defines a universe of discourse () for processes. Integers,
for example, are considered to be part of the universe of

discourse if arithmetic operations are included in the



41 Sec 2.7

operation repetoire but are not if arithmetic operations are
absent, even if they can be implemented with sequences of
other operations. The universe of discourse for the model is
described in detail in Chapter 4. Like virtual memory, it can
be thought of as a parameter for model description. Models of

quite different properties result from varying it.

To be a useful device for synthesis the model should
include features which make it easy to build complex behavior
patterns from basic operations. That is, the model should
include features making it attractive to program. Two such
features, used to great advantage in programming languages,
are included in the model. ©One is the ability to use
identifiers of one's own choosing to denote particular values

and the other is a data structure facility.

The relation between an identifier and the object it
denotes is called a binding. When such a relation exists
between an identifier and a value, the identifier is said to
be bound to its (the) value. Conventional hardware is
incapable of coping with identifier-value bindings. As a
result it can not directly mechanize programs involving them.
Two approaches are commonly used to handle identifier-value
bindings. One approach is to bind identifiers to memory
locations by systematically replacing references to
identifiers by references to memory locations. The
programming languages FORTRAN, ALGOL, and PL/I are usually

implemented by "compiling" identifiers in this way. The other
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approach is to implement a virtual machine or interpreter
capable of dealing with identifier-value bindings by
augmenting the hardware with software. The dynamic linking
capability provided by the MULTICS operating system requires
such a virtual machine. The LISP and PAL interpreters are
other examples of virtual machines which can handle

identifier-value bindings.

Because issues concerned with the compilation of
identifiers are not of interest in this dissertation, the
model incorporates the second approach. That is, a process is
capable of interpreting identifiers appearing in the program
cormponent of its state. This capability requires that the
state include a record of identifier-value bindings. As a
process evolves its identifier-value bindings may change.
Consequently, operations for creating and deleting bindings

are required.

The data structure facility of the model provides

construction operations for building structures from

collections of parts and selection operations for accessing
components of structures. Usually, a distinction is made
between structures on the basis of how components are
selected. There are those structures, usually called vectors,
tuples, or arrays, whose components are selected by integer or
subscriot. And, there are those, usually refered to simply as

structures, whose parts are selected by name.
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Structure operations supported by programming languages
are usually implemented by mapping them into physical memory
overations by a compilation process. In a sense, compilers
for such languages implement virtual memories., To avoid
getting involved with questions concerned with how mappings
from structure operations to physical memory operations are
accomplished, structures are included in the universe of

discourse of the nodel.

2.8 The Process State as a Data Object

Many interesting behavioral patterns exhibited by
processes are conveniently described directly in terms of
state transformations. Consider, for example, how subroutine
behavior exhibited by a single process could be explained in
terms of operations which extract, manipulate and set its
state. The subroutine pattern consists of a call, a save, and
a return. When a process performs the call and save it
transforms its state to prepare for the subroutine execution.
It sets its program component to corresvond to the subroutine
"code" and the other parts of its state to include the
bindings for the formal parameters of the subroutine and the
values certain components of its state had at the point of
call. It accomplishes the return by restoring the values of
those components of its state which it saved at the point of

call.
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The process state is a natural vehicle for describing the
interrelation of the internal and external aspects of process
behavior. For example, the behavior of a process subsequent
to an externally caused interrupt event depends, in part, upon
its internal activity. The occurrence of the event and the
reaction of the process to it can be described conveniently
and intuitively in terms of the state of the process, just

prior to the event, and subsequent changes to it.

The process representation method includes means to
describe behavioral patterns directly in terms of state
transformations. The model allows processes to directly
modify their own state. The values of components of the
current process state can be "extracted" and operated upon as
ordinary data objects. Furthermore, a process can perform
operations on data objects which it can subsequently use as
components for its own state. It can, for example, construct
a structure which represents identifier-value bindings and by
an appropriate operation specify that the structure be used as
the identifier-value bindings component for its state. The
subroutine pattern, as described above, involves this kind of

state transformation.
2.2 Other Issues
2.9.1 On the Independence of Processes

The issues considered in previous sections, concerning

initiation of process destruction, isolation of processes, and
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preventing interruption of the current activity of a process,
all relate to process indevendence. How much of it and in
what wavs should it be relinquished to permit useful
interactions between processes? The question follows: Can one
process be forced by another to do something? That is, within

what bounds can one process control another?

In the model a process is, in principle, independent to
the extent that after its creation it determines its own
destiny. This is consistent with the goal that the model
describe groups of brocesses which operate independently
except for occassional interactions between them. Hence, one
process can not force another to do something; it may merely

éall the other's attention to its wishes.,

The situation is not nearly so anarchic as it might seem.
When a process creates another it specifies an initial state
for the new process. The creating process has, in effect,
control over the behavior of the new process. It sets the
program component for the new process and specifies how it is
to respond to interrupt events. Therefore, although one
process can not directly force another process to do
something, processes can be created such that they respond
obediently to the wishes of other processes. Furthermore,
although the model insures that nrocesses are normally
isolated from one another, it includes mechanisms enabling a
process to relinquish a large amount of its isolation by

granting another access to what normally only it could access.
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2.9.2 The World External to the Model

It is not intended for groups of processes synthesized by
the model to exist completely independently of the outside
world. For the model to be capable of describing situations
of practical interest it must be able to describe interactions
with the outside world so that processes can obtain input and

report outnut.

As far as any process 1is concerned there is little to
distinguish its interactions with the outside world from those
with other processes, nor is there much to distinguish
interrupt events caused by the outside world from those caused
by other processes. Consequently, the outside world can be

adequately represented by a process or group of processes.

In order for a process to interact with another it is
unnecessary for it to understand the other's behavior in
detail. Therefore, there is no need to specify the detailed
behavior of nrocesses representing the outside world.
Whenever it is necessary to discuss the interactions of
processes with the outside world, the approach taken in the
sequel is to make no more assumptions concerning the behavior
of the process (or processes) representing the outside world

than necessary to permit processes to interact with it (them).
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2.9.3 On the Traditional Problems Arising From Concurrency

he ability of a group of processes to evolve
concurrently is a manifestation of their relative
independence. Because interaction between processes can

occur, their relative independence is not total.

It is frequently important to coordinate the behavior of
such processes. For example, processes are typically
coordinated in order to avoid, or at least to resolve, race
conditions in which two processes attempt to change the same
data item at the same time or in order to prevent one process
from accessing data which temporarily is in an inconsistent
state because another is modifying it. Achieving such
behavior is variously called coordination, synchronization, or

rnutual exclusion.

The arbiting ability of memory plays an important role in
achieving coordinated behavior. The model copes with
coordination at two levels:

1. Coordination is involved as part of some of the
built-in operations a process can perform. Such
operations and the coordination required are discussed
in Chapters 3 and 4.

2. The model can be used to define groups of processes
which exhibit coordinated behavior. That is, it

includes means to synthesize coordinated behavior.
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Typically, coordination techniques require processes to
adhere to certain conventions regarding the use of some type
of locking mechanism. The semaphore and P and V operations
introduced bv Dijkstra [Di68a] provide an elegant mechanism
for achieving coordination. Section 6.4 illustrates how the
model can be used to describe processes coordinated by

semaphores,

The locking mechanism which makes coordinated behavior
possible unfortunately also makes the following kind of
situation possible:

Process A has item 1 locked and will not unlock it

until it uses item 2 which is currently locked by

Process B, Similarly Process B will not unlock item 2

until it uses item 1,

Neither process can proceed.
Such deadlock or deadly embrace situations are almost always
undesirable and are usually catastrophic. Haberman [Ha69] and
Dijkstra [Di68a] have investigated strategies for preventing
deadly embrace. The attitude taken in this dissertation is
that a model with sufficient constraints to insure that deadly
embrace situations can not arise would be too strongly
constrained to be of nractical interest. This does not imply
that deadly embrace can not be avoided. Indeed, programmers
willing to discipline themselves appropriately can
successfully avoid describing such situations. In this regard

deadly embrace is somewhat analogous to looping. A
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programming lanquage sufficiently constrained to prevent
specification of programs with endless loops is of little
practical interest. However this does not prevent programmers

from writing terminating programs in practical languages.

2.9.4 llow the Notion of an Executive Fits In

The notion of an executive is relevant when discussing
how the model might be implemented on a conventional digital

computer,

In an implementation a single "atomic" process action
might, in reality, be the result of a number of executive
actions. The executive actions would, of course, be invisible
to the process. That is, processes would be unaware of the

existence of an executive.

Among the responsibilities of the executive would be:

1. Associating with each process a processor,
This involves multiplexing hardware processors.

2. Imnlementing the state transition rule.
This includes implementation of operations which are
not built into the hardware nrocessor and, in
addition, "monitoring" for the occurrence of interrupt
events.

3. Providing the illusion of a virtual memory by managing
the allocation of physical memory and transforming

virtual memory operations into physical memory
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operations.

4, 1Insuring that processes are isolated from one another.
This includes "monitoring" the external operations
undertaken by a process.

The executive would deal directly with hardware and operating

system software (if any) to accomplish these things.,

2,10 Toward a Particular Model

The issues raised in this chapter can be reformulated as
a list of specific questions which the model addresses. The
questions are conveniently divided into two groups: those
related primarily to internal aspects of érocess behavior and

those related primarily to external aspects.

The specific questions xelated to internal aspects are:

Il1. How are the operations a process performs represented?
That is, how is the program component of the process
state represented?

I2, How does a process keep track of which operation it is
to do next?

I3. How does a process store intermediate results until
they can be used? That is, how is temporary storage
accomplished?

I4., 1lHow does a process keep track of identifier-value
bindings?

I5. What is the universe of discourse? That is, what

classes of values are directly manipulable by
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processes?
What operations can a process perform? That is, what

is the repertoire of the processor?

The specific questions related to external aspects are:

El.

E2.

E3.

E4,

E5.

E6.

E7.

E8.

L9.

How can processes achieve shared memory?

How can a process indicate the relative importance of
its current activity?

How does a process know when to interrupt its current
activity in .order to respond to an interrupt event?
How is monitoring for interrupt events accomplished?
How often is it performed?

How are the relative urgencies of interrupt events
represented?

How can a process find information about a particular
interrunt event so that it may properly respond to it?
Can a process accept more than a single request to
interrupt its currenﬁ activity? If so, how?

How does a process know the proper response to a
particular interrupt event?

How can a process remember an interrupted activity so
that it may resume it after responding to an interrupt

event?

These questions should be kept in mind as the model is

presented in Chapters 3, 4 and 7. Answers are to be found in

the organization of the process state, the state transition

rule, and the virtual memory processes deal with.
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CHAPTER 3

The Model In Overview

3.1 Introduction

The presentation of the model for process synthesis is
made in three parts. This chapter represents the first part.
It describes the organization of process states and the process
state transition rule. Chapter 4 is a more detailed discussion
of the model. It presents the virtual memory, the universe of
discourse and the treatment of process states as data objects.
The details of aspects of the model discussed in overview in
the present chapter are to be found in Chapter 4. Chapter 5
defines a simple programming language for using the model to
synthesize patterns of process behavior. Some of the notation
to be described in Chapter 5 can be used to advantage in the
present and the following chapter and, therefore, is introduced

informally whenever it is convenient to do so.

3.2 Organization of Process States

Process states are structured as collections of state

components., Some of the information that must be included in

process states was discussed in Chapter 2. The way I have
chosen to organize that information is, in part, a reflection

of the kinds of operations I expect will frequently be
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performed on it.

The components of a process state are:
1. program (prog):
The prog component is a collection of "instructions" which
defines the actions comprising the current activity of a
process. Each instruction defines a state transition, the
details of which may, in general, depend upon the values of
other state components. The state of a process undergoes
transition as the instructions of its prog component are
interpreted in the environment provided by its remaining state

components.

2. program counter (pc):
The pc indicates the instruction of the prog component to be
interpreted next. As a process evolves, its pc component, in

effect, defines a locus through its prog component.

3. level:

The activity of a process is interpretation of its prog
component. The level component is a measure of the importance
a process places on its current activity. Its value is an
integer between one and lmax where lmax is a fixed (for all
processes) integer greater than one; 1l{level{lmax, l<lmax. An
exact value for lmax is not given. Ilowever, none of the
examples appearing in later chapters requires it to be greater

than 7.
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4, active flag (aflag):

The aflag indicates whether or not a process is currently

evolving.

5. stack:
The stack component is a pushdown store used for temporary

storage. Items enter and leave the stack at its "top".

6. program identifiers (prog-id):
The prog-id component is a record of identifier-value bindings.

A process uses its prog-id to interpret identifiers appearing

in its prog component.

7. process identifiers (proc-id):

Like prog-id, the proc-id component contains bindings for
identifiers. It represents a means by which a process can
tailor its state structure to match the requirements of
specific behavior patterns. (This point is discussed more

completely below.)

8. reserve program (rp):

The rp component is a collection of instruc¢tions suitable to
serve as the prog component. It is to be interpreted whenever
the pc component is undefined. ©One way for the pc component to
become undefined is for a process to "complete" interpretation

of its prog component (see Sections 3.3 and 3.5).

9. handler programs (hp):

The hp component is an ordered collection (1,2,...,lmax) of
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"programmed" responses for anticipated interrupt events. Each
component of hp is itse%f suitable to éerve as the prog
component. Each is a collection of instructions defining a
sequence of actions to be taken whenever a particular interrupt

event occurs.

10. the queues (q):

The q component is an ordered collection (1,2,...,lmax) of
first-in-first-out (FIFO) queues. Items enter a queue at one
"end", called its back, and leave it at the other "end", called
its front (see Section 4.2). Each component of g can collect

requests for the process to interrupt its current activity.

11. the dump:

Whenever a process responds to an interrupt event the dump
component is used to remember the interrupted activity. The
dump is an ordered collection (1,2,...,lmax) of "areas", each
capable of holding information about an interrupted activity

sufficient to allow it to be resumed at a later time.

12, the seized flag (sflag):

The sflag of a process indicates whether it has been "seized"
by another process. After a process has been seized it can
neither continue its current activity nor respond to interrupt
events until it is "released". A process can not directly set

its own sflag.

More detailed discussion of each state component is

deferred until Chapter 4. However, the existence of two
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components, prog-id and proc-id, both of which record
identifier-value bindings requires further comment. Both are
included in the process state because they are used for quite
different purposes. The prog-id component is used by a process
to interpret identifiers which appear in its prog component.
Its use is discussed further in Section 3.5. The proc-id
component provides a means for a process to achieve variability
in its state structure. Identifiers bound in it function as
"extra" state components which enable a process to exhibit
specific behavior patterns. Reconsider the subroutine pattern
as described in Section 2.8. An important part of the state
for a process able to engage in subroutining is the part which
holds values for the state components to be saved at points of
call. That part of the state can be thought of as a special
"component" useful for the specific pattern of subroutining.

It is special because not all processes require it. The
proc-id component represents a means for realizing such
"special purpose" state components. The difference in the way
the prog-id and proc-id components are used is reflected by the
amount the identifier-value bindings they record can be
expected to change as a process evolves. The bindings recorded
by the prog-id component can be expected to be quite dynamic.
For example, in the case of subroutine behavior they would
change on each call and return. On calls, bindings for formal
parameters would be added to the prog-id and on returns,
removed from it. On the other hand, the identifier-value

bindings recorded by the proc-id component can be expected to
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be more static. The proc-id component is used extensively in

the examples to be found in Chapters 5 and 6.

Certain groups of state components are frequently used in
combination. The prog and pc components form one such
combination called the control. he control components
identify the instruction which describes the next state
transition to be taken by a process as part of its current
activity. The combination called the status is made up of the
prog, pc, level, and aflag components. It defines the current
activity of a process. The stack, prog-id, proc-id and rp

components comprise the environment combination. In the

absence of interactions with other processes, the activity of a
process is the interpretation of its control components with

respect to its environment components.

3.3 The State Transition Rule

Each action in the sequence of actions making up the
activity of a process is a state transition., Each transition
occurs in accordance with fhe state transition rule. In
general, the states of several processes can undergo transition
concurrently. No commitment is made with respect to the

relative speeds with which such transitions occur.

The parenthesized numbers appearing in the following
discussion refer to parts of Figure 3.1, a flow diagram for the

state transition rule. That figure and the discussion to
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follow use ¢(j) to denote the jth queue of the queues
component. Similarly, dump(j) and hp(j) are used for denoting

the jth components of the dump and handler programs components,

Each state transition begins with a check to see whether
the process has been seized by another (l). If it has been
seized the state "transition" is completed with no further

action being taken.

If the process has not been seized, the state transition
continues with a check to see if the current activity should be
interrupted (2). It is to be interrupted only if both:

a. an interrupt event more important than the current
activity has occurred (2.a,b,c); and
b, a programmed response has been defined for such an
event (2.d). (The sense in which "defined" is used is
explained in Section 4.3.)
If there is to be an interruption, the status components of the
process state are saved in the dump (3) and the state
transition is completed by initiating the response to the
interrupt event (4). If an event has occurred for which no

response has been defined, the event is ignored.

If no sufficiently important interrupt events have
occurred and if the process is active (5), the process
continues with its internal activity. 1If the pc component is
defined (6), interpretation of the operation specified by the

control components (9) completes the state transition. Section
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3.5 discusses this part of the state transition rule in more
detail. If the pc component is undefined and if the rp
component is defined, the state transition is completed by
initiating interpretation of the rp component (8). Should both
pc and rp components be undefined the process is terminated
(10). If the process is inactive (5) the state "transition" is

completed with no changes having been made to the state.

The distinction made earlier between external and internal
aspects of process behavior is reflected by the six possible
routes through the state transition rule. Some paths, A and T,
represent possible reactions to the influence of other
processes. And others, B, C, D and E, describe how a process
accomplishes its activity independent of the influence of other
processes. As Section 2.4 notes, this distinction is not a
rigid one. The action taken as the control components are

interpreted (9) may involve other processes.

Assuming processes evolve independently of one another
except for occassional interactions, path E describes how the
majority of state transitions can be expected to occur. The
state transition that occurs when the operation specified by
the control components is interpreted (9) results in changes to
pc and, depending upon the particular operation, to various
other state components. Chapter 4 details operations processes

can perform.
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Paths A and B describe the behavior, or more accurately
lack of it, exhibited by seized and inactive processes. ilote
that there is a difference between a process which has been
seized and an inactive process which has no interrupt events to
respond to. Heither produces change to its process state.
However, an inactive process can respond should an important
interrupt event occur, while one which is seized can not. lNote
also that once a process becomes inactive it can become active
again only as the result of the actions of another process.
Similarly, a process which is seized can be "released" only by
another process. The role process seizure plays in the model

is discussed in Section 3.6.

Because the state transition rule repeatedly checks a
seized process to see whether it is seized (1) and an inactive
one to see whether it is inactive (5), it might appear at first
glance to waste a computing resource that could be used for
other useful computation. Recall, however, that each process
has a processor associated with it. When a process is inactive
there is no other computation for its processor to perform.
Hence, there is no waste. Similarly, when a process is seized,
another process is keeping it from proceeding. Again, there is
no computation its processor can perform and so, there is no

waste. On the other hand, an implementation of the model is

free to use techniques such as maintaining lists of inactive
and seized processes to help achieve the effects of steps (1)

and (5) of the state transition rule. An implementation that



62 Sec 3.3

repeatedly tests seized and inactive processes would be

intolerably wasteful.

The rp component and its role in state transition path C
requires comment. First, note that if ever the pc becomes
undefined while the rp component is being interpreted,
interpretation of rp is re-initiated. The possibility of
looping exists. For example, completion of interpretation of
rp has the effect of causing pc to become undefined (see
Section 3.5). As a result, the next state transition
re-initiates interpretation of rp. Such potential loops can be
avoided by including explicit terminate or state component

setting operations (see Section 4.6) in rp.

7,

A second comment concerns the necessity of the rp
component: It is unnecessary. Without it path C would
disappear from Figure 3.1 and a process would terminate when
its pc becomes undefined. The motivation for the rp component
is that a typical process, through the course of its existence,
can be expected to use a number of different programs as its
prog component. An important aspect of such a process is the
action taken when it completes interpretation of the program
that is currently its prog éomponent. That aspect is made
explicit by the rp component. The rp can be regarded as the
response defined for a special, internally generated interruot
event: completion of the prog component., In initiating the
response to that "event" (8) it is unnecessary to save the

status components; prog lhias been completed and the aflag and
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level components are not changed. The subroutine pattern as
described in Section 2.8 is an example of a process behavior
pattern for which an important part is the action taken by a
process upon completion of its prog. When a process finishes
interpreting the prog corresponding to a subroutine it is to
perform the return. As another example, consider the behavior
patterns implied by bDijkstra's "parbegin" proposal (see
Sections 1.2.3 and 6.4). A process which corresponds to a
parallel path generated by a parbegin statement is no longer
needed after it completes interpretation of its path and may,
therefore, terminate. lHowever, before it does so, it should
report its completion. The rp component can be used to
accomplish the subroutine return and the parbegin completion
report and subsequent termination. Detailed examples of how rp
can be used in synthesiziny behavior patterns are to be found

in Sections 5.3.3, 6,3, 6.4, 6.6 and 6.7.

3.4 External Aspects

The state components level, q, hp and dump determine

whether, when and how a process responds to interrupt events.

An interrupt event occurs when an item appears in one of
the queues of the g component of a process state. The presence
of such an item represents an interrupt request. The item
itself may be any member of the universe of discourse. The
particular item constituting an interrupt request represents

information about the interrupt event.
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“onitoring for the occurrence of interrupt events is
accomplished by checking the queues of the g component far the
presence of interrupt requests (2,c). Because it is part of
each state transition, the monitoring action is invisible to
the processes being monitored. That is, processes need not
concern themselves about it for it is automatically part of the

activity of every process.

The value of the level component of a process state is a
measure of the importance of the current activity of the
process: the smaller its value, the more important the
activity. The queue in which an interrupt request appears is a
measure of the importance of the request relative to the
current activity of the process. Hence, a request in g(3) is
more important than one in g(4) but is less important than the
current activity when the value of level is 2. Only an
interrupt request which is more important to a process than its
current activity can cause a response. That is, a request in
q(j) can cause a response only if j{level (2,a). Less
important interrupts requests are ignored until the value of
the level component is appropriately changed. The state
transition rule insures that when several important interrupt

requests are present the most important one is responded to

(2,b).

The way a process responds to interrupt events is defined
by the hp component of its state. The hp(j) component defines

its response to an interrupt request of importance j. Should
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hp(j) be undefined, the process does not expect interrupt
requests to appear in ¢(j). In the absence of a defined
response interrupt events are ignored (2.d). This is
consistent with the prerequisites for process interactions
discussed in Section 2.4. Before meaningful interaction can
occur between two processes conventions for the interactions
must be established. If the interactions are to include
interrupt events, the conventions must include the queues in
which interrupt requests are to appear and the responses the
requests are to trigger. The meaning of an undefined hp(j) is
that the process has not agreed to respond to interrupt
requests appearing in g(j). Such a request remains in g(j)
until it is explicitly removed. Its presence in g(j) continues
to represent an interrupt request and is capable of triggering

a response, should one subsequently be defined.

When an interrupt event for which a response is defined
occurs, the response is initiated in two steps. The first step
(3) stores the status components of the state, which represent
the current activity of the process, in dump(j). The second
step (4) redefines the current activity by:

a., setting the control components so that interpretation
of Eg(j) hegins on the next state transition;

b. setting the aflag to indicate that the vprocess is
active (recall that inactive processes can be
interrupted); and

c. setting the level component to j to insure that the
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response can be interrupted only by more important

interrupt requests.

After actions appropriate to the interrupt event are
taken, the interrupted activity can be resumed by restoring the
status components, prog, pc, level and aflag, stored in
dump (j). This can be accomplished using the operation

restore=cdump (3j)

It is possible for the response to an interruot event to change
the values of the status components saved in dumn(j). Such
behavior might bhe expected in response to an interrupt event

signalling the occurrence of an error situation (Chapter 7).

An interrupt request in g(j) remains until it is
explicitly removed. If the interrupted activity is to continue
upon completion of the response to the request, the response
should remove the request from gq(j). If it does not, the
presence of the request could re-initiate the response,
resulting in a loop. Generally, when the interrunted activity
is to continue after the interrupt request is handled, hp(j)

will consist of the following sequence of actions:

. actions in response
. to the interrupt event
advance (q(3)); } remove request from q(J)

restore-dump (j) } restore the interrupted
activity

The advance and restore-dump operations could alternatively
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appear in an appropriately specified rp component. In such a
case when the "actions in response to the interrupt event" were
completed, the resumption of the interrupted activity would

appear to be automatic,

Processes cause interrupt events to occur. To cause an
interrupt event a process must identify the process that is to
receive the interrupt request. When created, each process has
associated with it a unique identification tag or process
designator. The effect of the operation

interrupt (pd, n, v)
is to place v at the end of the g(n) component of the state of
the process designated by pd. As a result, process pd receives

an interrupt request of importance n.

The preceding paragraphs have introduced additional
notation:
a. operators are underscored;
b. semicolons sevarate operations appearing in a sequence;
c. parentheses separate operands from operators; and
d. when an operator takes more than a single operand,

commas are used to separate the operators.

Because processes can evolve concurrently the possibility
exists that several might simultaneously attempt to interrupt
the same process at the same level. The arbiting property
assumed for memory elements (see Section 2.3) prevents the loss

of interrupt requests that could result from "races" between
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several processes trying to devosit items in the same queue.

It insures that whenever two or more processes simultaneously

attempt to deposit items in the same queue, the items are

deposited sequentially in an arbitrary order.

It is appropriate at this point to summarize the main

ideas presented in this section., This can be accomplished

nicely by reviewing how the g component of the process state is

used:

Ae

It provides shared memory required for interactions
between processes. A process can directly access its
own q component; others can access it indirectly
through the process designator of the process by using
the interrupt operation.

It holds requests for the process to interrupt its
current activity.

Because it is an ordered collection of queues, it can
define the relative importance of each interrupt
request it holds.

By holding requests associated with interrupt events it
remembers the occurrence of events until the process
can respond to them,

Because each queue is managed in a FIFO manner, the g
component remembers the order in which interrupt events

of the same relative importance occur.
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3.5 1Internal Aspects

This section discusses the part of the state transition
rule concerned with interpreting the prog component (i.e., part
9 of I'igure 3.1). It is primarily concerned with how the prog,
pc, stack and prog-id components function together. In many
respects their behavior is similar to that of the SECD
evaluator described by Landin [Lan64]; the control components,
prog and pc, correspond roughly to Landin's control (C), the
stack to his stack (S), and the prog-id component to his

environment (I&).

It is useful to visualize the prog component as a directed
graph with labeled arcs and to think of the pc component as
identifying a nqde within that graph. Such a graph is referred
to as a p-graph (for prog gravh). The exact representation for

the prog and pc components is presented in Section 4.5.

N p-graph is a directed graph for which
1. each arc is labeled with a label from the set
next, true,false ; and

2. each node must have departing from it either:
a. no arcs, oOr
b. a single arc labeled next, or
c. two arcs, one labeled true, and one labeled

false.
The nodes in a p~graph represent "instructions" for the

processor. The pc component indicates which node of the prog
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p-graph is to bhe interpreted. Arcs departing from p-graph node
n serve to specify the node to be interpreted following
interpretation of node n. As a process evolves its pc
component traces a path through its prog component by following

p-graph arcs. Fiqure 3.2 illustrates some p-graphs.

al
]

Xt next
-
next alse
| | nex
Figure 3,2

Examples of p-graphs. Nodes are represented by E:j's.

P-graphs represent sequences of actions in postfix form.
Together the prog, pc and stack components function as a
postfix evaluator. The motivation for the choice of a "stack"
evaluator for the model is that a single state component, the
stack, can fulfil the temporary storage requirements of the
state transition rule. Stacks represent a very simple
mechanism for temporary storage. All operands come from the
top of the stack. And, the values produced by all operations

are pushed onto it., Their last in-first out property makes
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stacks well matched to the temporary storage requirements of

nested expression evaluation.

Figure 3.3a expands part 9 of the state transition rule
displaved in Figure 3.1. It describes in more detail how
interpretation of the control components is accomplished. The
parenthesized numbers, (9.1) through (9.8), appearing in the

following discussion refer to parts of Figure 3.3a.

Conceptually, there are two parts to the interpretation of
a p-graph node:
1. the state transition specified by the node is made
(9.1); and
2. the pc component is set to designate the node to he

interpreted on the next state transition (9,2-9.8).

To explain the state transitions that result from
interpreting p-graph nodes (9.1) it is useful to partition the
nodes into three classes:

l. prog-items;
2. identifiers;
3. other members of the universe of discourse (f2)
(1 includes prog-items and identifiers).
Prog-items represent operators. Several prog-items, among them

restore-dump, advance, and interrupt, have already been

introduced in Section 3.4. Identifiers and other members of {1
appearing as p-graph nodes represent operands. When a

prog-item is to be interpreted, the operation denoted by it is
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Part 9 of the state transition rule (See Figure 3.1)
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performed. The operands, if any, required by the prog-item are
taken from the top of the stack component and the results, if
any, produced by the operation are pushed back onto the stack.
If the p-graph node to be interpreted is an identifier, the
value to which the identifier is bound by the process prog-id
is pushed onto the stack. Finally, if the node is any member
of ) other than an identifier or a prog-item, the action taken

is to push its wvalue onto the stack.

When the action specified by a prog-item includes setting
the pc component no further action is taken and the state
transition is completed (9.2). (This case includes degenerate
situations in which the value to which the pc is set is its
current value.) Otherwise, poc must be set to_complete the
state transition. What pc is set to depends upon the arcs
departing from the p-grarh node. If the node has a "next" arc
which terminates on node n (situation 1 of Figure 3.3b), pc is
set to node n (9.4). If it has "true" and "false" arcs
terminating on nodes t and f respectively (situation 2), then
the new pc setting depends upon the top item of the stack. if
it is the value true, pc is set to t (9.6), otherwise pc is set
to f (9.7); in either case, the top item is popped from the
stack. A p-graph node with no departing arcs (situation 3)
represents a "terminal" node of the p-graph. After it is
interpreted, the pc component is set to the value undef (9.9)
to indicate that the prog has been completely interpreted.

(For a discussion of undef see Section 4.3.) In such a case,
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the next state transition either initiates interpretation of
the rp component, if it is defined, or, if it is not,

terminates the process (see Figure 3.1).

- At this point an example is in order. Consider a vprocess

whose prog and pc components are as indicated in Figure 3.4.

prog

pcC

node n

frestore-dump
E :

Figure 3.4

The prog and pc state components for a process (see text).

Assuming that its current activity is not interrupted, its next
two state transitions are:
transition 1 - path E2
(refer to Fiqures 3.1 and 3.3a)
the integer 6 is pushed onto the stack
component;
the pc component is advanced to node n
transition 2 - path L1
the prog, pc, level and aflag components
are set from the values saved in the 6th

component of the dump;
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the top item (the integer 6) is popped from

the stack component.

As noted earlier both in this section and in Section 2.9,
identifiers can appear in the prog component. The prog-id
component is used to interpret such identifiers. It is a
record of identifier-value bindings. Note that there is a
difference between an identifier and the value to which it is
bound. Conventional programming practice dictates that an
identifier appearing in a program means the value to which it
is bound. That practice is followed in the model. When the
p-graph node to be interpreted is an identifier, the identifier
is interpreted to be the value associated with it by the
prog-id component. The following actions are taken (as part of
(9.1)) to interpret such a node (see Figure 3.5a):

a. the prog-id component is searched for a binding for the

identifier;

b, if a binding for the identifier is found, the value to

which it is bound is pushed onto the stack; otherwise,
the value undef is'pushed onto the stack, to indicate

that the identifier is currently unbound.

There is occassion to deal with identifiers as objects
themselves (see Section 4.4). The prog-item quote can be used
in such a case to prevent an identifier from being interpreted
with respect to the prog-id component. When the p-graph node
being interpreted is quote, the action taken is to push the

"next" p~-graph node item onto the stack and advance the pc two
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Figure 3.5

Interpretation of the identifier x.

Interpretation of quote (x).
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nodes, Fiqure 3.5 compares the interpretation of an identifier
with that of a "quoted" identifier. A complimentary prog-item
binding interprets a specified identifier with respect to a

specified prog-id to produce the value to which the identifier

is bound in that prog-id (see Section 4.5).

3.6 Manipulating the Process State

A process has the ability to extract and to set both the
values of its own state components and those of other
processes. Each operation a process performs is accomplished
by making changes to its state. However, a useful intuitive
distinction can be made between "component setting" operations
and "ordinary" operations. The state transition required to
accomplish a component setting operation is explicit in the
operation. The state components to be changed and the values
they are to be changed to are explicitly stated as part of the
operation itself. On the other hand, ordinary operations, such
as arithmetic or structure manipulating operations, represent
more implicit changes to the state in the sense that they do
not detail the state changes required to accomplish them.
Ordinary operations are largely independent of the process

state structure, whereas component setting operations are not.

State component setting operations are useful for making
extraordinary changes to the activity being performed by a
process. The components set determine the degree of change:

setting pc is equivalent to a local goto (i.e., within the same

et
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prog); setting level changes the class of interrupt requests
to which a process responds; setting varts of hp redefines
responses interrupt requests receive; setting prog-id
redefines identifier-value bindings and may have a significant
effect upon the behavior of a process. When a process creates
another it can initialize the state of the new process using

state component setting operations.

Whenever a process manipulates its own state it is engaged
in potentially tricky business because the program and data
that describe the manipulations are part of the state being
manipulated. Consider, for example, a process attempting to
make a "copy" of its stack component. To do so it could obtain
a previously unused stack (see Section 4.2) and begin pushing
items held in its stack component onto it. The potential
confusion arises from the fact that all operations involved in
making the copy take their operands from the stack being
copied. An example in Section 5.3.1 shows how such a copy can
be made. Whenever a group of components to be set includes the
prog and pc, care nust be taken to insure that prog and pc are
the last set, since they describe the setting operations. The
situation is less confusing when one procecss sets components of
another's state because the program and data describing the
operations are not part of the state whose components are being

changed.

Because a process can set the state components of another,

the situation could occur that several processes simultaneously
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attempt to change components of the same process state., For
example, process Pl might attempt to set components of process
P2's state while P2 itself is changing them as part of its
internal activity. Or, Pl and a third process P3 might both
attempt to set components of P2's state. In either case P2's

state could be left in an inconsistent condition.

The model insures that at any time only a single process
can be engaged in setting the state components of process P2,
That process may be P2 itself or it may bhe another process. A
prerequisite for another process Pl to set components of P2's
state is that Pl have P2 "seized". Process seizure is a kind
of locking operation. No other process can seize P2 while Pl
has it seized. Consequently while it is seized by Pl no
process other than Pl can change the components of P2, P2 is
unable to because it is seized (part 1 of Figure 3.1) and
others, because to do so they must first seize P2. DBecause the
sflag is tested only once as part of each state transition and
because that test occurs before any changes to the state are
initiated (see Figure 3.1), a process can not be stopped
"mid-way" through a state transition as the result of being
seized by another vrocess. In particular, once P2 initiates an
operation to set its own components the operation is guaranteed

to be completed.

The prog-item t-seize (for test and seize) is used to
seize a process. It is a predicate with a side effect. When

t-seize (pd)
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is interpreted an attempt is made to seize the process
designated by pd. If that process is not already seized, the
attempt succeeds and the value of the predicate is true;
otherwise the attempt fails and the value of the predicate is
false. The t-seize operation is indivisible in the sense that
no other process can seize the process between the test and the
seizure. Furthermore, if t-seize succeeds the sflag of the
designated process is set immediately but the value true is not
"returned" to the seizing process until the designated process
completes its current state transition. This quarantees that
the seizing process can not set the state of the seized process
while the seized process is completing a state transition. A
process can "release" processes it has seized. Interpretation
of

release (pd)
causes the process designated by pd to be released (i.e., to be

no longer seized).
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CHAPTER 4

The Model In Detail

4,1 Introduction

The description of the state transition rule started in
Section 3.3 and continued in Sections 3.4 and 3.5 is complete
except for the part that reads

interpret the p-graph node specified by pc

(i.e., part 9.1 of Figure 3.3a). To complete the description
this chapter discusses each prog-item and the state transition
that results from its interpretation. In the course of doing
so it defines the virtual memory for the model and its universe
of discourse. In addition, it presents the way in which the
model treats state components as data objects. A summary of
all prog-items may be found in Appendix 1 which is included to

serve as a reference source.

This chapter also discusses the extent to which processes
are isolated from one another and ways in which interactions
between them can occur. That discussion reveals a weakness in
the model, to be corrected in Chapter 7, concerned with
controlling capabilities of processes. The chapter ends with a
summary of the process representation method in which the

questions stated in Section 2.10 are re-examined.
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Before proceeding, it is appropriate to introduce some
conventions to be used in this chapter. As Section 3.5 notes,
prog-items take their operands from the top of the stack
component. The expression

pi (rl, ..., rn)
is used to denote application of prog-item pi to operands
rl,...,rn. The p~-graph fragment corresponding to that
expression is such that when pi is interpreted the top item in
the stack component is the value of rl, the second item the
value of r2, etc. For example, the p-graph fragment
corresponding to
interrunt (od, n, v)

is displayed in Figure 4.1. The phrase

the value of E is V
where E is an expression is frequently used in the sequel. 1Its
meaning is

after the p-graph fragment corresponding to E is

interpreted the top item in the stack is V.
All prog-items taking operands remove those opefands from the
stack. Unless it is explicitly noted that a particular
prog-item produces a value, the only effect its interpretation
has on the stack component is to remove its operands (if any)
from the top of it. For example, the effect interpretation of

interrupt has on the process stack is to pop the top three

items from it.
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fragment
evaluate
next
fragment
evaluate
next
fragment
evaluate
next
interrupt

Figure 4.1

The p-graph fragment corresponding to

interrupt (pd, n, V)

to

to

to

Sec 4,2

4,2 Virtual Memory for the Model

The virtual memory provides three kinds of memory

elements:
1. stacks;
2. queues; and

3. cells.

Stacks and queues have been discussed in connection with

process states and the state transition rule.

Although they

behave in different ways, the three kinds of memory elements

have four properties in common:

l. storage property: memory elements are used by

processes to hold values. A memory element can hold
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any member of the universe of discourse.

2., retrieval property: processes can retrieve values
stored in memory elements; retrieval has no effect on
the values stored in a memory element.

3. allocation property: a process can request and obtain
use of a "new" memory element guaranteed inaccessible
to other processes (within the constraint that memory
is finite); until it chooses to "share" them with
other processes, a process has "exclusive" use of
memory elements it allocates.

4, arbiting property: attempts by several processes to
simultaneously access the same memory element (for
storage or retrieval) result in sequential access,

How memory elements can be guaranteed inaccessible to certain

processes 1is discussed in Section 4.7.

A process can use stacks in addition to the one which is
the stack component of its state. The values held in a stack
are kept in a linear list. The storage operations make
insertions to and deletions from one end of the list, called
the top of the stack. Each stack has associated with it a

stack designator which uniquely identifies it.

Like a stack, a queue holds the values stored in it in a
linear list. As with stacks, the storage operations are
insertions to and deletions from that list. However, for
queues insertions occur at one end of the list, called the back

of the queue, and deletions occur at the other end, called the
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front of the queue. Associated with each queue is a queue

designator which uniquely identifies it.

A cell, unlike a queue or stack, can hold only a single

value. Each cell has associated with it a cell designator

which uniquely identifies it. The terms l-value and r-value,
coined by Strachey [Str67], are used in the sequel when
referring to cells, The r-value of a cell is the value held by

it; the l-value of a cell is its cell designator,

Cells, stacks and queues are collectively referred to as
memory elements and cell designators, stack designators and
queue designators, as memory designators., Note that a
distinction between memory elements, memory designators and the

values held hy memory elements is made by the virtual memory.

The prog-items new=-cell, new-stack and new-queue are the

allocation operations. They are used to request the use of new
memory elements. The value of
new—-cell (value)

is the cell designator of a new cell whose r-value is
initialized to value. The value of

new-stack
is the stack designator of a new stack and that of

new-queue
the queue designator of a new queue. New stacks and queues are

initially empty.
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The storage operation for cells is store;
store (cd, value)
sets the r-value of the cell designated by cd to value. The
insertion and deletion operations for stacks are push and pop
respectively. Interpretation of
push (sd, wvalue)
causes value to be inserted at the top of the stack designated

by sd, and that of

pop (sd)
has the effect of removing a single value from the top of the
designated stack. Tor queues the storage operations are
enqueue (insertion) and advance (removal)., When
engqueue (qd, value)
is interpreted, value is inserted at the back of the queue
designated by gqd. The value at the front of the designated
queue is removed by
advance (qgd)
Stacks and queues have finite capacity. Stacks can hold smax
items and queues gmax. An attempt to make an insertion to a
full stack or queue results in an error situation (see Section

7.6).

The retrieval operations for memory elements are rval,
length, and index. The r-value of the cell designated by cd is
rval (cd)

The value of

length (sd)
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is the number of items currently held in the stack designated
by sd., Similarly, the number of items currently held in the
queue designated by gd is
length (gd)

The prog-item index is used to retrieve values held in stacks
and queues. The nth item from the top of the stack designated
by sd is

index (sd, n)
(by convention, the "first item from the top" of a stack is the
top item). Similarly

index (qd, n)
is the nth value from the front of the designated queue.
Should less than n items be in the stack or queue, the value

produced by index is undef,

With respect to storage operations queues behave in a
strictly FIFO manner, Similarly, stacks exhibit strictly LIFO
behavior with respect to storage operations, Note, however,
that the retrieval operation index permits the value of any
item in a stack or queue to be accessed. This property of
stacks and queues with respect to the retrieval operation
represents a departure from the ususal restriction that only
the item at the top of a stack or the front of a queue be

accessible,

An additional operation for cells provides a basis for
building locking mechanisms. It is t-set (for test and set), a

predicate with a side effect. When the predicate
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t-set (cd)

is interpreted the r-value of the cell designated by cd is
examined. If it is 0, it is set to 1 and the value of the
predicate is true; otherwise it is left unchanged and the
value of the predicate is false. The t-set operation is
"indivisible"” in the sense that no other process can set the
r-value of the cell between the test and the set. An example

in Section 5.3.2 uses t-set to build a locking mechanism.

It is frequently useful to be able to display memory
elements graphically. 7The following conventions are used to
graphically represent memory elements and memory designators:

a. memory designators are drawn as arcs pointing to memory
elements; arcs that point to the same memory element
represent the same memory designator;

b. cells are drawn

r-value

c. stacks are drawn

value
top
value
d. queues are drawn
value
' front

value
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Consider the queue designated x shown in Figure 4.2a. It
holds the values «, é and ¥. For that queue the following are
identities:

length (x) = 3

index (x, 1) = X

index (x, 3) = ¥

index (x, 4) = undef

——— X —— g e
23 top e top @ top
& ) L
advance (x) enqueue (x, §)

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 4.2

The effect of the queue storage operations advance

and enqueue.

Figures 4.2b and 4.2c show the queue after interpretation of
advance (x)
and then of

enqueue (x, &)
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4,3 The Universe of Discourse

The universe of discourse for processes, f1, is the set of
objects processes can deal with. (1 is partitioned into classes
called types. Different types have different properties.
Practically speaking, one type is distinguished from another by
the operations that can be performed on it, For example, the
operation t-set can be performed on l-values but not on

integers; 1l-values and inteqers are different types.

Section 2.8 develops an operational definition for QL which
can be paraphrased
anything that can appear as an item in the stack
component is in .
Together with the discussion of previous sections this

definition implies that fQ includes

process designators (Section 3.4)
cell designators (l-values) (Section 4.2)
stack designators (Section 4.2)
queue designators (Section 4.2)
identifiers (Section 3.5)
prog-items (Section 3.5)
integers (Section 3.4)
truthvalues (Section 3.5)
undef (Section 3.5)

In addition Q includes two kinds of structure designators:
designators for rows and for structs (to be discussed in

Section 4.4). Note that designators for memory elements,
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rather than memory elements themselves, are members of (l.

The universe of discourse for processes is such that given
a value it is possible to determine its type. Interpretation
of a prog-item includes checking its operands for type. If an
operand is not of the proper type an error situation results
(see Section 7.6). Such behavior is commonly called dynamic

type checking.

There are explicit type checking predicates for each type.
If the operand of a type checking predicate is of the type
being tested, the predicate produces the value true;
otherwise, it oproduces the value false. The type checking

predicates are: is-proc, is-lval, is-stack, is-queue,

is-prog-item, is-ident, is-int, is-truthval, is-undef, is-row,

and is-struct.

The prog-item eq is the equality predicate; it tests any
two members of £} for equality. The value of
eq (vl, v2)

is true only if the value of vl is equal to the value of v2.

There are two operations of interest for objects of type
prog-item: quote and do. As it does for identifiers, quote
prevents prog-items from being interpreted (see Section 3.5).
When do is interpreted the top item of the stack is expected to
be a prog-item. The state transition that results is the same
as would result if the prog-item were pooned from the stack and

used in place of do as the prog-item being interpreted.
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The usual operations are included for integers and

truthvalues., The operations for integers are plus, minus,

times and divide; the predicates are greater than (gr), less
than (ls), greater than or equal (ge), less than or equal (le)
and the general equality predicate (eg). The truthvalues are
denoted true and false. The operations for truthvalues are

and, or and not.

The value undef is special in two respects:

1. all type checking predicates produce true when applied
to it; and

2. with the exception of predicates, each value-producing

operation produces undef if any of its operands is

undef. (e.g., 2 + undef = undef, but
eq (2, undef) = false)

Although it "propogates" in the same way as an undefined value

would (i.e., 2 + undef = undef), undef is a specific, testable

value (there is a predicate is-undef) and therefore, is not,
strictly speaking, undefined. 'The pc, rp and hp(i) components
are said to be undefined (see Figure 3.1) whenever their values

are undef,

Note that a numbér of types usually found in programming
languages, such as reals and strings, are not included in (].
Additional types such as these could certainly be added to {1
with little more than a perturbation to the model resulting. I
would consider as faithful an implementation of the model that

includes, in addition to the prog-items described in this
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dissertation, prog-items whose only effect is upon the top part
of the process stack. Thus, an implementer is free to include
strings and string operators in his implementation if he
chooses, lle is free, also, to introduce additional operators

for existing types,

4.4 Structures

A structure is an organized collection of values. Each
structure has a structure designator associated with it when it
is constructed. A particular member or component of the
collection can be accessed by "applying" a selector to the
structure designator. Any member of the universe of discourse,
including a structure designator, can be a component of a

structure.

Processes can deal with two kinds of structures: rows and

structs., Rows are sequential structures for which integers are

used to select components. T[For structs, identifiers are used
as selectors, IHeither structs nor rows are required to be

homogeneous.,

The null structure, nil, is the empty collection of values
and is considered to be both a row and a struct. Thus

is-row (nil) = is-struct (nil) = true.

The predicate for the null structure is is-nil.

The row designated by row designator rd has

length (rd)



94 Sec 4.4

components. The integers 1,2,...,length(rd) serve as selectors
for it., Providing that 14{n{length(rd), the value of the
expression

index (rd, n)
is the nth component of the row designated by rd; otherwise it

is undef.

The prog-item row is a constructor for rows. The value of
row (n' Vl’ e 0 Vn)
is the row designator for a row having n components, vl, ...,

vn.

Recall that "unquoted" identifiers appearing as p-graph
nodes are interpreted with respect to the prog-id component.
Identifiers to be used as selectors for structs should be
quoted to prevent tﬁeir interpretation with respect to the
prog-id. In the discussion of structs that follows id-exp,
id-expl, ..., id-expn are used to denote identifier-valued
expressions and id, idl, ..., idn to denote the values of those

expressions.

The value of
selectors (sd)
is the row designator for a row whose components are the
selectors for the struct designated by sd. No commitment
concerning the order in which the selectors for the struct
appear in the row of selectorsvis made. Successive

applications of selectors to the same struct designator are
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guaranteed to produce the same row designator., If id is a
component of selectors(sd), the value of

select (sd, id-exp)
is the "id component" of the designated struct; otherwise its
value is undef. The expression id-exp can be arbitrarily
complex. Selection of the "id component" of a struct can be
accomplished simply by

select (sd, quote (id))

Structs can be constructed using the prog-item struct,.

The value of
struct (n, id-expl, vl1l, ..., id-expn, vn)

is the struct designator for a struct having the n components
vl, ..., vn, selected respectively by the selectors idl, ...,
idn. When the prog-item struct is interpreted, the top item in
the process stack, which is the value of n, indicates the
number of items to be taken from the top of the stack to build

the struct.

The following notational conventions permit the quote
operation to be omitted when referring to selectors, making
descriptions of struct manipulations somewhat more readable:

l. sd.id is equivalent to select (sd, gquote(id));

2. fiai:vi, ..., idn:vn]] is equivalent to

struct (n, gquote(idl), vi1, ..., ggggg(idn), vn)
There are analogous conventions for rows:
1. rd[n] is equivalent to index(rd, n);

2. [[v1,...,vn] is equivalent to
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row (n,vl,...,vn)

Rows and structs have identity independent of their
structure. That is, the value of
eq (sdl, sd2)
where sdl and sd2 are structure designators, is true only if
sdl is the same structure designator as sd2., Thus, for example
eq (row (2, 1, 2), row (2, 1, 2)) = false
because the operands of eq designate different, although

structurally identical, rows.

As with memory objects it is frequently useful to
graphically display structures and structure designators. Rows
and structs are displayed using the following conventions:

a. nil is drawn

@

b. The row [vl, ..., vn)] is drawn

A

vl vn
c. The struct [idl:vl,...,idn:vn] is drawn

id idn

vl vn
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d. Structure designators are drawn as arcs pointing to
structure circles, Arcs that point to the same circle

represent the same structure designator.

The row

E4, nil, new-cell(new-cell(6)) ]

and the struct

[ a:[undef, 7], b:s, c:new-cell(new-stack)n
are displayed in Figure 4.3, These two expressions are
equivalent to

row (3, 4, nil, new-cell (new-cell(6)) )

and

struct (3, quote(a), row(2, undef, 7),

quote (b), 5,
guote(c), new-cell (new-stack) )

respectively.

There are two additional constructors for structures.
Lach produces from a given structure a new one identical in all
respects to the original with the single exception that the new
structure has one Component more than the original. The value
of
aug-row (rd, v)

is the row designator td, such that

a. length (td) 1 + length (rd)

b. {v for n = length(td)

index(td,n)
index (rd,n) otherwise
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top

unde f 7

Tl

(a) (b)
Figure 4.3
A row and a struct produced by the constructors row

and struct, respectively (see text).

The wvalue of

aug-struct (sd, id-expl, v)

is a struct designator td such that

a. selectors (td) = aug-row (selectors(sd), id-expl)

b. v if id = idl

select (td,id-exp) =
select (sd,id-exp) otherwise

Figure 4.4 illustrates structures produced by aug-row and

aug-struct. MNote that x[3] and x'[3] "share" the same 1l-value.

Any operation which has the effect of changing rval(x[3]) also
has the effect of changing rval(x'([3]). Sharing is discussed
further in Section 5.3.3. Operations complimentary to aug-row

and aug-struct for constructing from a given structure another
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1

x' = aug-row (x, [6, new—cell(falsexn)

(a)
y y' = aug-struct (y, quote(price), 72)
weight olume weight %1 hme price
12 6 12 6 72
(b)

Figure 4.4

Examples of structures produced by the constructors
aug-row and aug-struct. Note that x[3] and x'[3] "share"
the same l-value.
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one with one fewer component can be expressed in terms of

length, index, aug-row, selectors, select and aug-struct. As

remarked in Section 4.3, an implementor is free to build

prog-items for such operations into his implementation.

4,5 State Components as lMembers of (L

There are operations for directly manipulating components
of process states. Hence, by the operational definition given

in Section 4.3, state components are members of fl.

prog, rp, hp:

The prog, rp and each of the lmax components of hp are
p-graphs. There are two ways the model could deal with
p—-graphs as values:

1. a new type, p-graph, could be introduced and included
as part of {1; or
2., an existing type could be used to represent p-graphs.
The second approach is used for the following reasons:
1. it allows the pc component to be particularly simple;
2. 1t requires no additions to {;
3. it appears to be no more complex than the first

approach.

Rows are used to represent p-graphs. The components of a
row representing a p-graph are designators for structs which
correspond to the nodes of the p-graph. Each struct is of the

form:
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Titem:~~ , nexti~~ 7
The integer selector for the struct corresponding to a specific

p-graph node is referred to as the index of the node.

Three cases must be considered:

1. The p-graph node has no departing arcs:

: ITEM |

Recall that ITEM can be a prog-item, an identifier or
any other member of (. The struct corresponding to
such a p-graph node is:

[item:ITEM, next:undef J]

2. The p~graph node has a single departing arc:

IITEM I

next

node n

The corresponding struct is:
[item:ITEM, next:INDEX n ]|

where INDEX_n is the index of node n.

3. The p-graph node has two departing arcs:

ITEM

true \\\i?lse

node t node f

)



102 Sec 4.5

Such a node is represented by a struct of the form

where INDEX_t and INDEX_f are respectively the indices

of node t and node f.

The p-graph shown in Figure 4.5 can be represented by the
row
I [item:x, next:27],

[item:length, next:3],

[item:10, next:4],
[item:eq, next:[[5, 8]
[item:10, next:6]J),
Titem:x, next:77],

[item:index, next:undef’l,

[item:z, next:97],

fitem:x, next:10]),

{item:push, next:1] 1
Note that there are a number of other rows which also represent
the structure of that p-graph. For example, a row whose third,
fourth and fifth components are respectively

[item:10, next:5]]

[item:10, next:6]]

[item:eq, next:[[4, 8] ]
and which otherwise is identical to the one above also

represents it.

pc:

The value of the pc component is an integer which is to be
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next

next

next

true

[ 10

next

next

next

LEpdeng

Figure 4.5
A p-graph fragment.

interpreted as the index of a node in the prog p-graph. The
instruction

prog[pcl.item
describes the next state transition to be taken by a process as
part of its current activity. By convention, 1 is the index
for the node for a p-graph to be interpreted first. Therefore,
the value of pc is set to 1 by parts 4 and 8 of the state

transition rule as described in Figure 3.1.

level, aflag:
The value of the level component is an integer j such that
1$j$lmax. The remaining status component, aflag, is a

truthvalue.



104 Sec 4.5

stack:

The stack component is a stack designator. The prog-item
spop can be used to explicitly pop items from the stack
component. When it is interpreted a single item is popped from

the stack component.

prog-id:

The prog-id component is a struct. It is either nil or it
is a struct of the form

[top:struct, rest:p]

where p is itself a struct suitable for use as a prog-id
component. The individual structs making up the prog-id
component are called id-layers. Hence, the prog-id component
is either nil or a list of id-layers. Two structs which can be
used for the prog-id components of process states are shown in

Figure 4.6.

When a process has a prog-id component that is nil none of

the identifiers appearing in its prog component is bound.

Lach id-layer describes a set of identifier-value
bindings. The identifier x is bound in id-layer L if x is a
selector for L; in such a case, the value to which x is bound
is L.x. For the prog-id shown in Figure 4.5b, identifiers x, y
and z are bound in the top layer, and identifiers a, x, and q,
in the next id-layer. When a p-graph node that is an
identifier is interpreted, the id-layers of the prog-id

component are searched in order (i.e., first prog-id.top, then
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(a) (b)
Figure 4.6

Structs suitable for use as prog-id state components.

prog-id.top.rest, etc.) until either the identifier is found to
be bound in an id-layer, in which case the wvalue to which it is
bound is pushed onto the stack component, or the id-layers are

exhausted, in which case undef is pushed onto the stack.

Identifiers can be bound to any member of ()} (including
EEQEE)' The prog-items bind and unbind create and delete
identifier~-value bindings. The effect of

bind (id-exp, value)
is to bind id (the value of id=-exp) to value in the top
id-layer (prog-id.top) of the prog-id component. Fiqure 4.7
illustrates the effect interpretation of

bind (quote(w), 2)

has upon the prog-id component illustrated in Figure 4.6b.
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bind (quote(w), 2)

Figure 4.7
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When
unbind (id-exp)

is interpreted the selector id is removed from the top id-layer
of the prog-id component, thereby "unbinding" id in that
id-layer. Identifier-value bindings can also be changed by
directly setting the prog-id component (see Section 4.6). The
value of the expression

binding (id-exp, p_id)
where p_id is the designator for a struct suitable for use as a
prog-id and the value of id-exp is the identifier id, is the

value to which id is bound in p_id.

proc-id: -
The remaining environment component, proc-id, is a struct.
The selectors of the struct define the identifiers that are

bound by the proc-id.

queues, sflag:

Each component of the queues component is a queue
designator. The value of the sflag component is either nil or
a process designator. When its value is a process designator,
the sflag of a process indicates that the process is currently
seized by the process designated. Therefore, the test
specified by part 1 of Figure 3.1 could be accomplished by
either

is-nil (sflag) or is-proc (sflag)
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dump:
Each component of the dump component is the designator for

a struct of the form

pro

capable of holding the status components of an interrupted
activity. Because the struct is composed of l-values, the
response to an interrupt event can, when appropriate, change
the status components of the interrupted activity before

allowing it to continue.

4.6 Process Creation and State Components as Operands

The operation new-proc creates a new process. The value
of
new-proc
is the process designator of a newly created process. When a
process comes into existence its state components have the

values:

prog = undef
pc =1

Imax

level

aflag = false
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stack = designator of a new stack

prog-id = nil
proc-id = nil
rp = undef

hp(l),...,hp(lmax) all = undef
aq(l),...,qg(lmax) each = designator of a new queue

dump(l),...,dump (lmax) each = struct of form

[ prog:new-cell (undef),

pc:new=cell (undef),

aflag:new-cell (undef),

level:new=-cell (undef) ]|

sflag = designator of creating process

NWote that a process comes into existence seized by its creator.
The creating process can use the component setting operations

to initialize the states of processes it creates,

In the model, one process can not explicitly terminate
(destroy) another. The only way a process can cease to exist
is by self destruction (see Section 2.6). If its rp component
is undefined when it completes interpretation of its prog
component, a process terminates (see part 10 of Figure 3.1).
7o explicitly cause its termination a process can use the

prog-item terminate.

Most state component setting operations require the
process designator of the process whose components are to be

set as an operand. That designator must be either that of the
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process performing the operation or that of one it has seized.
A process can use the prog-item proc to obtain its own

designator.

State components can be set singly or in combination.
Interpretation of
set-proy (pd, rd)
sets the prog component of the process designated by pd to the

row designated by rd. The prog-items set-pc, set-level,

set-aflag, set-stack, set-prog-id, set-proc-id and set-rp work

in an analogous manner. The components of the queues, dump and
handler programs components are set individually. The eflﬁct
of

set-q (pd, n, qd)
is to change the queue which accents interrupt requests of
importance n for process pd to the queue designated by qgd.
When

set-hp (pd, n, rd)
is interpreted the nth component of the hp component for the
designated process is set to the row designated by rd. The

set-dump operation works in an analogous manner.

The operations for setting combinations of state

components are set-control, set-status and set-env which

respectively set the control, status and environment component
combinations (see Section 3.2). The effect of

set-status (pd, sd)
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where sd is the designator for a struct of the form

pro c/ leye aflag rd row designator
m, n = integers
tv truthvalue

n

Lea] [m | [n ] [ev]

is to set the prog, pc, level and aflag components of the
designated process to rd, m, n and tv, respectively. The

prog-items set-control and set-env work in an analogous way.

Note that

restore-dump (j)

is equivalent to

set-status (proc, dump(3j))

A process can simultaneously set its own level and aflag

components using the prog-item set-level-inactive., When a

process performs

set-level-inactive (n)

its level component is set to n and its aflag to false. This
operation is useful in situations which require a process to
wait until it receives and handles a particular interrupt
request expected to appear on a higher level (for examples see
Sections 5.3.4 and 6.4). It enables the process to’ 'increase
its level and set itself inactive to await the interrupt event.
In such situations the sequence

set-level (proc, n);

set-aflag (proc, false)
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is inadequate because the anticipated interrupt event might
have occurred before the set-level operation or it might occur
after the set-level but before the set-aflag. Both cases
require the process to respond to the interrupt request before
it can set its aflag. As a result, upon completion of the
response, the process would set its aflag to await the request.
By setting its aflag and level simultaneously, a process
insures that it does not respond to the interrupt event before

becoming inactive.

As is the case with setting components, a process can
access both the values of its own components and those of other
processes. The operations for accessing the values of state
components are analogous to those for setting them with the
exception that they produce values rather than having effects.
To access components of another process, a process must fifst

have the other process seized.

The value of
prog-of (pd)
is the row designator of the prog component for the process

designated by pd. The prog-items pc-of, level-of, aflag-of,

stack-of, proc-id-of, and rp-of work in an analogous manner.

Components of hp, g, and dump are accessed individually. The
value of

hp-of (pd, n)
is the row designator of the nth component of the handler

programs for the designated process. The prog-items dump-of
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and g-of work in a similar way.

The value of

control-of (pd)

is the designator for a struct of the form

prog pc
rd = row designator

n = integer

[x¢] L»]

where rd and n are respectively the prog and pc components of
the state of the designated process. The prog-items status-of
and env-of work analogously. Because the structs produced by
these operations contain l-values a process can use the
operations to extract values for a collection of state
components, some of which it can subsequently change by
assignment, and then use the corresponding component setting

operation to restore the modified collection.

An additional set of operations enables a process to
access the values of its own state components without
specifying its own process designator. When

prog
is interpreted it is as if

prog-of (proc)

were being interpreted. Similary the prog-items pc, level,

stack, prog-id, proc-id, rp, hp, g, dump, control and env work

in a manner analogous to their counterparts discussed above,

with the exception that a process designator is not specified.
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The process is understood to be the one performing the

operation. These operations are included for convenience.

°

Note that the sflag component is treated differentlyv from
other state components with respect to component setting and
accessing. There are no operations for it analogous to the
set= ww and ww -of operations for other components. The
operations t-seize and release are the only means for setting
and extracting its value. This is consistent with the sflag
component's function as a lock. A "set-sflag" operation would
defeat its purpose. There is no need for a process to ever
examine its own sflag for the fact that it can proceed implies
that the value of its sflag is nil.

4,7 Isolation and Interaction in the Model

With the exception of the relation existing between a
process and those processes it creates, the model insures that
processes are normally isclated from one another. Consider the
ways two processes could interact. (As Section 2.4 notes, all
interactions between processes must occur through shared
memory.) In the model there are just three:

1. by way of shared memory elements (cells, stacks,
queues) ;

2. by way of the interrupt operation in which case the
memory shared is the relevant queue of the g state
component;

3. by way of component setting operations in which case
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the state components set represent the shared memory;
Each requires use of either the process designator of the other

process or a memory designator known to the other process,

The only operations that generate process designators or

memory designators are new-proc, new-cell, new-stack and

new-queue, Processes can not arbitrarily create process or
memory designators. In particular, a process can not generate
a value which it can subsequently use as a process designator
or as a memory designator. DBecause a process can not generate
designators of existing processes or memory designators held by
other processes, it can "have" such a designator only if it has
been "given" it. 1In this way the model insures control of

isolation of processes.

It is clear why two non-interacting processes, initially
isolated from one another, can not interact unless "helped"
externally. 1If they do not have the required memory or process

designators there is no way they can obtain them on their own.

For interactions to be possible there must exist a
mechanism for relaxing the isolation of processes from one
another. In the model interactions are made possible by the
new-proc operation., When a process creates another it obtains
the process designator of the new process. Hence, it is
possible for a process to interact with processes it creates in
any of the ways listed above. Furthermore, because it can

interact with them, it can arrange for them to interact with
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each other by providing them with the required process or

memory designators.

Consider, for example, how a process could arrange for two
processes it has created to interact by way of interrupt
events., To do so it must provide each with the other's process
designator. In addition, it must establish conventions for the
interactions. It can establish the necessary conventions by
setting the handler programs component of each's state. These
arrangements having been made, the prerequisites, noted in
Section 2.4, are satisfied and the two processes are free to
interact:

1. each process has been made aware of the other and has
been provided with the other's designator;

2. the q components for the processes represent the shared
memory;

3. the monitoring action of each state transition detects
interactions when they occur; interpretations for the
interactions are defined by the hp state components of

the processes.

The ability to control interactions between processes is
based on the fact that values, in particular process
designators and memory designators, can not be arbitrarily
generated by processes but rather can be created only in
certain restricted ways. Unfortunately this permits only very
coarse control to be exerted. Whether or not it is sufficient

depends upon how hostile processes are to one another. In any
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environment but a very friendly (and debugged) one it is likely
to be insufficient. There is, for example, no way to control
how a process uses the designator of another once it obtains
it. It can interrupt the other process; it can seize it and
change its state in any way it sees fit. The possibility of
interaction degenerating to interference is very real. This
represents a weakness in the model. It is a consequence of too
great a relaxation of process isolation. Finer controls for

process interactions are desirable.

The following hypothetical situation illustrates another
aspect of this weakness:
Process P is to create processes upon request from
initial state specifications. In addition, P is to act
in a supervisory manner toward the processes (slaves)
it creates. That is, it is to have some control over
them, Tor example, P should be able to cause a slave
to terminate. The specifications for processes it is
to create originate externally to P,
This situation is not an unrealistic one. Operating systems
exhibit behavior similar to P's. An operating system receives
requests originating externally to it to create processes and

it is important that the system be able to control processes it

creates.

A technique P might use to control its slaves is to
reserve an important interrupt level, say level 1, for

interactions with them. P could do this by setting the hp (1)
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component of the state of each process it creates such that

whenever a slave receives an interrupt request of importance 1

from P the slave responds as P wishes. Unfortunately, because

processes are able to set their own state components, this

technique will not always work. P has no control over the

process specifications it receives. Therefore, P can not be

sure that a slave will not set its level component to ignore

P's interrupt requests or even redefine its hp(l) conponent to

react as it wishes to P's requests.

As an alternative technique, whenever it wishes to exert

control over a slave, P could seize the slave and force it to

behave in a particular way'by setting its state components.

This technique is unsatisfactory for at least two reasons:

1.

It is just barely workable., Should a slave obtain P's
designator it could seize P, The result could be
catastrophic.

While it solves this problem, it is not applicable to
the solution of the more general problem of which this
is a specific instance. Suppose, for example, that
slaves create other processes. P could not use this
technique to control descendents of its slaves because
there is no way to force its slaves to reveal

designators of processes they create.

The general problem is that of controlling the abilities

of processes. As the model currently exists all process are

equally capable. There is no way to restrict the capabilities
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of a particular process. If there were, the first technique
proposed could provide a workable solution to the specific
problem. P could restrict the way slaves set their level
component and could prevent them from tampering with their

hp (1) components. There is no way P can do this as the model
presently exists, short of responding to each request to create
a process by creating, instead, an "interpreter process" which

interprets the specified prog component.

o attempt is made in the present chapter to correct the
weakness noted above, Rather, further discussion of it is
deferred until Chapter 7. Chapters 5 and 6 present a series of
examples in which the model is used to describe some
non-trivial process behavior patterns. My reason for
organizing the dissertation in this way is to give the reader a
chance to familiarize himself with the model by seeing it used
before presenting the additional features which permit process
capabilities to be controlled. The reader may, if he wishes,
read Chapter 7 before Chapters 5 and 6 with little loss in

continuity.

4,8 The Model in Perspective

The important aspects of the model for process
representation which have been presented so far are summarized
in this section. The approach taken is to reconsider the
questions posed in Section 2.10, indicating for each how it is

addressed in the model. To aid the reader the questions are
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repeated and relevant section numbers noted.

I1l. How are the operations a process performs represented?
The operations are represented by the prog component of
the process state. The prog component is a structured
collection of prog-items, identifiers and other members of
the universe of discourse which, taken together, define
the actions comprising the current activity of a process

(Sections 3.2, 3.5, 4.5).

I2, How does a process keep track of which operation to do
next?
The pc component of the process state indicates the
operation of the prog component to be interpreted next

(Sections 3.2, 3.3, 3.5, 4.5).

I3. How does a process store intermediate results until they
can be used?
Temporary storage is accomplished by the stack component

of its state (Sections 3.2, 3.5).

I4, How doés a process keep track of identifier-value
bindings?
Identifier-value bindings are recorded in the prog-id
component of its state. A process has the ability to add

and delete bindings as it wishes.

I5. What is the universe of discourse?

Q1 includes integers, truthvalues, process designators,
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memory designators, structure designators, identifiers and

undef (Section 4.3).

What operations can a nrocess perform?
Sections 3.4, 4.3, 4.4, 4.5 and 4.6 describe the operation

repertoire. Appendix 1 is a summary of all prog-items.

How can a process achieve shared memory?

The g component of a process state is directly accessible
to the process and indirectly accessible to others by way
of the interrupt operation (Sections 3.2, 3.4, 4.6, 4.7).
Furthermore, processes can share cells, queues, and
stacks; Section 4.7 discusses how this can be

accomplished.

How can a process indicate the relative importance of its
current activity?

The value of the level component of a process state
indicates the relative importance the process places on

its current activity (Sections 3.2, 3.3, 3.4).

llow does a process know when to interrupt its current
activity?

Assuming that the value of the level component of its
state is lev, a process is to interrupt its current
activity whenever an item appears in g(j) of its g

component for j¢lev (Sections 3.3, 3.4).
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How is monitoring for interrupt events accomplished?
Part of each state transition checks the g component of
the process state for the presence of interrupt requests

(section 3.3).

How are the relative urgencies of interrupt events
represented?

The importance of an interrupt request relative to other
interrupt requests and the current activity of a process

is defined by the queue it appears in (Section 3.4).

How can a process find information about a particular
interrupt event so that it may properly resvond to it?
Associated with each interrupt request are two pieces of
information: 1its relative importance, which is defined by
the queue it appears in, and its value, which is the
actual value that is in the queue and constitutes the
request, & process can access values in the gqueues of its

g component (Section 3.4, 4.6).

Can a process accept more than a single request to
interrupt its current activity?
Yes, it can accept as many requests as its queues can hold

(Section 3.4, 4.2).

How does a process know the proper response to a
particular interrupt event?
The handler programs component of its state defines the

responses for all interrupt requests (Sections 3.2, 3.3,
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3.4).

E9, How can a process remember an interrupted activity so that
it may resume it after responding to an interrupt event?
The interrupted activity is automatically remembered as
part of the state transition initiating the interrupt
response. It is saved in the dump component of the

process state (Sections 3.2, 3.3, 3.4).

The definition of the model is completed in Chapter 7
which considers the problem of controlling the capabilities of
particular processes. In that chapter the model as described
in Chapters 3 and 4 is extended to enable control to be exerted

over certain external aspects of process behavior.
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CHAPTER 5

A Prograrming Notation For Using the !Model

5.1 Introduction

This chapter has two parts. The first part presents, in
an informal way, a programming language for describing
p-graphs, parts of which have already been introduced in
Chapters 3 and 4. The second part is a collection of examples
intended to illustrate both the language and some features of

the model.

5.2 PGL - A Language for Describing P-graphs

The relatively simple and intuitively appealing
explanation of the model state transition rule (see Figures 3.1
aﬁd 3.3 which are reproduced in Appendix 2) is due, in part, to
the austere structure of p-graphs. The use of p-graphs as a
programming notation has two serious flaws:

1. most people find postfix notation unnatural; and
2. each program in p-graph form represents the solution of
a graphical layout problem which for large programs can
be quite formidable.
Consequently, it is very tedious to express any but the most
trivial programs directly in terms of p-graphs. From the point

of view of programming the row representation for p-graphs is,
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if anything, worse than p-graphs themselves. This section
presents a simple language, called PGL (for p-graph language),

for describing p-graphs.

The nurpose of a descriptive language is to suppress
aspects of descriptions which are constant to permit attention
to be focused on aspects of a particular description which are
variable, The design of such a language is concerned largely
with deciding which aspects are likely to be constant and
should therefore be suppressed and which are likely to be
variable and, therefore, emphasized. The goals of a language

provide the basis for making such decisions,

PGL has a single, simple goal. It is to serve as a
vehicle for demonstrating the descriptive power of the model.
It should, therefore, be simple and unsophisticated and should
contain no more features than "necessary" to make it easy to
describe p-graphs. Two important considerations have
influenced the design of PGL:

1. all features of the model must be accessible from PGL;
2, the correspondence between PGL constructs and the
p-graph fragments they represent should be obvious.
While PGL itself is relatively unsophisticated, it can be used
to describe quite sophisticated patterns of process behavior

(see Chapter 6).

As programming languages go, there is little in PGL that

is unusual. For the most part, the meanings of various
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constructs are obvious from their syntax. PGL has the
following capabilities:

1. It is unnecessary to use postfix notation. Nested
expressions are permitted.

2. It is unnecessary to draw "next" arcs. Sequencing can
be described in several ways.

3. There are a variety of ways to express conditional and
iterative execution.

4, There is a declarative or automatic bhinding facility
which makes it unnecessary to explicitly use the bind
operation.

5. Infix notation is permitted in a number of situations.

6. There is a comment convention.

7. There is a macro facility.

The presentation of PGL is relatively informal. Each
feature is explained by exhibiting a correspondence either
between it and a fragment of p-graph or between it and other

features previously explained.

Figure 5.1 defines the syntax for PGL. The grammar
presented for it in Figure 5.la is ambiguous. To disambiguate
it the precedence relations shown in Figure 5.1lb and the
convention that binary infix operators (OP's) associate to the

right are adopted.

The remainder of this section discusses, in turn, each of

the features of PGL.
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P ::= let 1D =€ { ;1D=E } inB | B

R = s { ;s t*

S 1= iff £ do E | wuntil Edo E | 1if E then F else FE
| while E do E | wunless E do E | or ID = E to E do E
| ID =>S | nextis Id | E :=E | E

E ::= ECLCE] | EOPE | -E | E . ID | prog-item
| prog-item ( E { , E Y)Y | L p:€E {, 1D :E 1* 1
| T {,E3¥¥ T §P $1 (P) | nul
| ref C 1D ) | LIT

LIl ::= undef | nil | true | false | INT | ID

OP ::= + | = | * | / | < | > 01 <1 21 AN |V

(a)

A * /
increasing + -
precedence > < 2 £

FAN
V
(b)
Figure 5.1

a. Grammar for PGL. A PGL program is regarded as a continuous
stream of characters rather than a sequence of lines, in that,
with two exceptions, the transition from one line to the next
has no significance in the language. The two exceptions are:
the newline character is treated as a space; and, newline
terminates comments (see Section 5.2.6). 1D denotes an
arbitrary identifier and INT an arbitrary integer. 59}‘
represents 0 or more repetitions of the string V.

b. Precedence relations which, with the rule that OP's are right
associative, disambiguate the grammar in (a) for PGL.
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5.2.1 XHesting

Application of prog-item pi to operands rl, ..., rn is

denoted by the expression

pi (rl, ..., rn) (5.1)
where the ri mav themselves be such expressions. The p-graph
fragment described by (5.1) is its postfix representation and
is displayed in Fiqure 5.2a. When pi is interpreted the prog,
pc and stack components are as shown in Figure 5.2b; the top
item of the stack is the value of rl, the second item the value

of r2, ... etc.

The single exception to the above rule occurs when pi is
quote. For quote (x) to have the desired effect (see Sections
3.5 and 4.3), quote must be interpreted before x. The p-graph

fragment corresponding to quote (x) is shown in Figure 5.2c.

5.2.2 Sequencing

Semicolons (;) are used in place of "next" arcs to specify
sequencing. The p-graph fragment corresponding to the
expression

a; b (5.2)
is displayed in Figure 5.3a. Although postfix notation need

not be used, PGL permits its use. Hence, the expression

is equivalent to (5.1).
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p-graph
fragment prog jguote
for rn next
next
pc
fragment
for x
next
fragment
for rl
next
pi
) veluer,; 1 top
value ry
(a) (b) (c)
Figure 5.2

a. P-graph fragment described by (5.1).
The prog, pc and stack when pi is interpreted.
¢c. P-graph fragment for quote (x).

o

fragment
fragment for El

for a

next
fragment fragment
for b for E2
fragment
for E3
(a) (b)

Figure 5.3

a. P-graph fragment described by (5.2).
b. P-graph fragment described by (5.3).
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In PGL sequencing can be specified by explicitly naming
successor expressions. The construct
ID => E
associates the name ID with the expression E; and
F ; nextis ID
specifies that the successor to expression F is the one named

ID. Figure 5.3b illustrates the p-graph fragment described by

é2;

nextis ID;

B
To translate the above PGL program into the corresponding
p-graph an association is made between ID and the "entry" node
of the p-graph fragment which corresponds to El. That is, the
integer which is the index of the relevant p-graph node (see
Section 4.5) is associated with ID; stated somewhat
differently, the "value" of a PGL "label" is an integer. Of
course, the association between ID and the node index is not
part of the p-graph that results from the translation. Note
that the semicolons that surround the nextis construct do not

represent "next" arcs.

The PGL operator null is a placeholding operator intended
for use with the expression-naming and nextis constructs.

Figure 5.4 illustrates the p-graph fragment corresponding to
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él;
ID =>null; (5.4)
E2;

E3;
nextis ID;
B4

Illote that null is not a prog=-item but rather is a PGL operator.

fragment
for E1l1

fragment
for E2
]
[

o
X
J

Figure 5.4

fragment
for E3

fragment
for E4

P-graph fragment described by (5.4).
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5.2.3 Conditionals and Iteration

PGL includes a variety of ways for expressing conditional

and iterative execution.

The "one-armed" conditional expression

iff adob ; c (5.5)
specifies that a is to be interpreted first. If its value is
true, b is to be interpreted next, followed by interpretation
of ¢; otherwise, ¢ is to be interpreted immediately after a.
The effect of

unless a dob ; ¢ (5.6)
is identical to that of

iff not(a) do b; ¢

Figure 5.5 illustrates the p-graph fragments corresponding to
(5.5) and (5.6). The p-graph fragment described by the
"two-armed" conditional expression

iﬁ a then b else ¢ : d (5.7)

is shown in Figure 5.6.

The iterative expression
while a do b ; c (5.8)
specifies that b is to be repeatedly interpreted as long as the
value of a is true. Its effect is equivalent to that of

L =& iff a do

( b ; nextis L };

c
where L is an identifier not found elsewhere in the program.

Lach iteration bhegins with interpretation of a. If its value
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fragment
for a

fragment
for a

fragment
for b

fragment
for b

fragment fragment

for c for c
(a) (b)
Figure 5.5
¢
a. P-graph fragment corresponding to (5.5).
b. P-graph fragment corresponding to (5.6).
fragment i

for a

fragment
for b

fragment
for c

fragment
for d

Figure 5.6

P-graph corresponding to (5.7)
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is true, b is next interpreted, followed by another iteration;
otherwise, the iterations are ended and c is next interpreted.
Thus, if a is initially false, b is not interpreted at all.
The effect of

until a do b ; ¢ (5.9)
is eguivalent to that of

while not(a) do b ; c

The p-graph fragments corresponding to (5.8) and (5.9) are

displayed in Figure 5.7.

fragment
for a

fragment
for a

next false next

v\'v/
fragment fragment fragment fragment
for b for ¢ for c for b

(a) (b)

Figure 5.4
a. P-graph corresponding to (5.8).
b. P-graph corresponding to (5.9).

The iterative expression
for 1 = a to b do ¢ ; 4

is equivalent to
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store (1, a);
until gr(rval(i), b) do
C cv ; —
store (i, rval(i) + 1) );

d
where c' is obtained from c by replacing each occurrence of i

by rval (i). ©Hote that with this rule for generating c' it is

not possible to directly update i within c because
store (i, value)
in ¢ would appear in c' as

store (rval(i), wvalue)

This treatment of the iteration variable is based on the
feeling that within ¢ most situations call for its r-value.
Therefore, PGL suponresses this constant aspect, by allowing
omission of the rval operator. There are, however, situations
in which the l-value of i and not its r-value is desired within
c. To accommodate such situations, PGL includes the operator
ref which can be used to prevent insertion of the rval operator
when ¢' is generated. When ref(i) appears within the body of a
for construct (i.e., within ¢), it is replaced by i when c' is
generated. Appearances of the ref operator which are not
within the body of a for construct have no effect on the
p-graph being described. Note that ref, like null, is not a

prog-item but rather is a PGL operator.

5.2.4 Declarations

PGL provides means to bind identifiers (i.e., declare

variables) without explicitly referring to the prog-id
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component. The expression

let x1 = vl § X2 = V2 § .ee. ; Xn = vn
in
A

where the xi are identifiers, is equivalent to

set-prog-id (proc, [top:nil,
rest?E?og-id]) ;

bind (quote({xl), vl) ;

bind (quote(x2), v2) ;

bind (quote(xn), wvn)
A
set=prog-id {(proc, prog-id.rest)

~-e

Upon "entry" to a let construct a new id-layer, which is to
bind the "declared" identifiers, is "pushed onto" the existing
prog-id component. On "exit" from it, that id-layer is "popped
from" the prog-id component. The let construct provides block
structure scoping rules for identifiers. Hote, however, that
PGL does not require that the model be used in a block

structured way. The prog-items bind, unbind and set-prog-id

can be used in whatever way one see fit.

A caveat concerning the let construct is in order. Entry
to and exit from expression A can occur as the result of
operations which set the prog or pc components (e.g., set=-progqg,
set-pc). Whenever such an "abnormal" entry to or exit from A
occurs, the prog-id component is not changed. The block
structure effect is achieved only when entry to and exit from
the let construct is "normal": that is, "through" the

set-prog-id operations which bracket the p-graph corresponding

to A.
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Sec 5.2.5

PGL permits departure from the prefix notation described

in Section 5.2.1 in a number of situations, several of which

have previously been noted in Chapters 3 and 4.

equivalents are provided for the following operators.

l. store

a := b is equivalent to store (a, b).

2. select

if id is an identifier, a.id is equivalent to

select (a, quote(id)).

3. index

a[n] is equivalent to index (a, n).

Infix

4. plus, minus, times, div, gr, 1ls, le, ge, and, or
infix prefix infix prefix -
representation | equivalent representation | equivalent
a+b nlus(a, b) a<b lg(a, b)
a=b minus (a, b) a>b ge(a, b)
a*b times (a, b) ago le(a, b)
a/b div(a, b) aAb and(a, b)
ab gr (a, D) avb 9£Za, b)

5. row

Cvi, ..., vnlis

row (n, vl,

oo e p

6., struct

equivalent to

vn)

if all the idi are identifiers, [idl:vl, ..., idn:vnll

is equivalent to

struct (n, gquote(idl),vl, ..., quote(idn),vn)
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Furthermore, the expression
$ & §
is used in PGL to denote the row that represents the p-graph
corresponding to expression IZ, Thus, for example the row
corresponding to the p-graph shown in Figure 4.5 on vage 103
can be denoted in PGL by
§ until eq (10, length(x)) do

oush (x, z) ) ;

x (107§

5.2.6 Comments

Comments can appear in P5L., All characters between a
double slash mark (//) and the end of a line are regarded as

comment and have no effect on the p-graph being described.

5.2.7 !acros

There is a macro facility associated with PGL. A macro

definition is made by associating with a macro name a specific

string of PGL text. Whenever a macro call apnears in a p-graph

descrivtion, the macro named is replaced by the string of text
which is its definition. ‘“lacros can have parameters, in which
case the string replacement includes substitution of the actual
paramneters appearinag in the macro call for the formal

parameters appearing in the macro definition.

The syntax for macro definitions in PGL is:
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MACRO_DEF ::= MACRO : name P ENDMACRO

MACRO : name ( ID { , ID }* ) P ENDMACRO

ACRO and ENDMACRO are terminal symbols which serve as
delimiters for macro definitions. The macro being defined is
name and the string of PGL text to be associated with it as its
definition is P (see Figure 5.1). The first alternative is
used to define macros with no formal parameters and the second,

to define macros with one or more parameters.
Macro calls in PGL are of the form
MACRO_CALL ::= name name (& { , E }*)

where the two alternatives represent, respectively, a call for
a macro with no parameters and one for a macro with parameters.
In PGL macro calls belong to syntactic class E (see Figure

5.1).

The following macro definition defines increment, a macro
which increments its first parameter by its second parameter:
MACRO: increment (x, y)
X = rval (x) + vy
ENDMACRO
When the macro call
increment (ALPHA, 7)

is encountered, it is replaced by

ALPHA := rval (ALPHA) + 7

Macros are used extensively in the examples which follow.

In all cases, they are used in such a straightforward way that
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any "reasonable" interpretation of macro expansion should not
lead to confusion as to what is intended. TFor this reason, I
have chosen not to belabor the reader with further explanation
of how macro expansion works in PGL. (A programmer's manual
for a PGL implementation would, of course, detail rules for

macro expansion.)

5.3 Using PGL: Examples

This section contains four examples which illustrate the
use of PGL. The examples are:

1. making a copy of the process stack component;

2. a locking mechanism;

3. a LISP like Eval operation; and

4, copying arbitrary members offl.
The examples each make use of the macro facility described in

Section 5.2.7.

5.3.1 Making a Copy of the Stack Component

There are two parts to this example. The first part shows
how a process can nake a copy of a stack other than its own

stack state component. A macro stack-copy, which has a single

parameter, is defined. The value of

stack=~copy (s)

is to he the designator of a new stack containing the same

items as the stack designated by s.
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The second part attacks the trickier »nroblem of how a
process can copy its own stack component. A macro

stack-comp-copy, which has no parameters, is defined. The

value of

stack-comp~cony

is to be the designator of a new stack which holds the same
items currently held by the process stack component. That is,

after the p-graph corresponding to stack-comp=-copy is

interpreted, the top item of the process stack is to be the
designator of a stack containing the same items as the rest of

the process stack component.

l. stack-copy

The strateqgy for stack-copy is relatively simple. A new

stack, C, is allocated and the items contained in the stack s

are pushed onto it. The definition for stack-copy is

MACRO: stack-copy (s)
let S = s;

C = new-stack;
i = new-cell (length(S))

in
until eq(rval(i), 0) do
( push (C, S[rval(I)]) ;
T = rval(i) = 1 ) ;

C
ENDMACRO

Comments:

1. When interpretation of stack-copy is completed, the top
item of the stack component is the stack designator to
which C, the copy, was bound.

2. The actual parameter of stack-copy may be an

arbitrarily complex expression. Using S within the
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body of the macro rather than s insures that s is
evaluated only once. Because macro expansion involves
nothing more than string substitution, if S were not
bound to s, s would be evaluated for each appecarance of

S in the definition of stack-copy.

2. stack-comp-copy

To see why it 1is tricky business for a process to copy its

own stack component consider the effect of stack-copy (stack),

assuming that the length of the process stack is n. First,

consider what happvens when new-cell (length(S)) is interpreted.

After S is interpreted, the process stack contains n+l items.
Thus, the new cell is initialized to n+l. UNext, consider what
happens with the- first interpretation of S[E_v_a_]_._(i)]:
rval(i): causes n+l to be pushed onto the stack increasing
its length to n+2;
S: causes its own designator to be pushed onto it,
increasing its length to n+3,
index: accesses the (n+l)st item in the stack component,

which, clearly, is not its "bottom" item.

The macro stack-comp-copy avoids these difficulties by

a. saving the designator of the stack component, -
b, temporarily setting the stack component to a new stack,

c. making a copy of the "saved" stack using stack-copy,

d. pushing that copy onto the "saved" stack, and
e. restoring the "saved" stack.

The definition for stack-comp-copy is
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MACRO: stack-comp-copy

let S = stack //Save designator

In //of stack component.

set-stack (proc, new-stack) ; //Switch stacks.

pusn (S, stack-copy (S)) ; //Make copy.

set-stack (proc, S) //festore original
ENDMACRO //stack.

Comment:

Each use of stack-comp-copy requires the allocation of a new

stack, to be used temporarily while the copy is being made.
This potentially wasteful stack allocation can be avoided by
using the same stack each time. This could be accomplished by
using the proc-id component to bind an identifier, savy T-STACK,
to a stack designator and replacing the first set-stack

operation in stack-comp-copy by

set~-stack (proc, proc-id.T=STACK)

5.3.2 A Locking Mechanism

This example describes a simple locking mechanism which a
process can use to insure that it has sole access to a
particular memory element. In effect, the locking mechanism
provides a new kind of memory element called a lock. Before a
process can read or write the "contents" of a lock, it must
first lock it. Tive macros provide the locking mechanism:

1. new-lock is the lock allocation operator. The value of
new-lock (v) is to be the designator of a new lock whose
"contents" are initialized to v.

2. t-lock is a predicate with a side effect. When

t=-lock (d) is interpreted an attempt is made to lock the
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designated lock. If the lock is not currently locked,
the attempt succeeds and the value of the predicate is
true; otherwvise, it fails and the value is false.

3. unlock unlocks a designated lock, provided the process
performing unlock currently has the lock locked.

4, lock-val is the retrieval operator for locks. It
produces the "contents" of a designated lock, provided
the process performing it currently has the lock
locked.

5. lock-store is the storage operation for locks, It

changes the "contents" of a designated lock, provided
the lock is currently locked by the process performing

it.

A lock is represented by struct of the form

proc

"contents" process designator

of lock or undef
The status component indicates whether the lock is locked and
the proc component, the process, if any, which currently has
the lock locked. The t-lock macro performs a t-set operation
on the status component. If the t-set succeeds, the proc
component is set to the designator of the performing process.

The unlock, lock-val and lock-store macros each check the proc
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component of the designated lock to see whether it is currently
locked by the performing process. There is no way to prevent
processes from directly accessing the components of a lock.
Therefore, to insure that the locking mechanism works properly,
processes must agree to access locks only by way of the five

lock macros.

The definitions for the lock macros are:

MACRO: new=-lock (V)
[ vaIlznew-cell(v),
status:new-cell (0),
proc:new=ccll (undef) ]|

JHDMACRO

MACRC

in
If t-set (L.status)

then  (L.proc := proc ; true)
else false

MACRO: unlock (d)

let L = d
in

if eq (rxval(L.proc), proc)
then  (L.proc := undef ; L.status := 0)
else [RROR

LWDMACRO

MACRO: lock-val (d)
let L = d
in
if eq (rval(L.proc), proc)
then rval (L.val)
else LRROR2
ENDMACTRO
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MACRO: lock-store (d, v)
let L = d

in
if eq (rval(L.proc), proc)
then L.,val := v

else ERROR3
DNDMACRO

Comments:

1. ERROR1l, LERROR2 and ERROR3 are left unspecified. Tor a
particular application appropriate error handling
actions could be specified.

2. A lock could be represented more efficiently by a

struct of the form

"contents" 0,1 or process designator
of lock

Such a change in representation would, of course,

require that the macros bhe redefined appropriately.

5.3.3 A LIEP-like Zval Operation

For this example a macro eval, similar in effect to the
eval function of LISP [Mc62], is defined. The value of
eval (x, p)
where x is a p-graph and p is a prog-id (i.e., X is a row
representing a p-graph and p, a struct suitable for use as the

prog-id component for a process state), is to be the result of
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interpreting x in an environment with prog-id p. The eval

macro is used in Sections 5.3.4, 6.3 and 6.7.

The definition for eval makes use of the rp and proc-id

state components. The strategy used to define it is the

following:

l.

When eval(x,p) is performed values for the prog, pc and
prog-id components, for use after x has been evaluated, are
saved. 1lext, the prog, pc, and prog-id components are set

to initiate evaluation of x with respect to prog-id p.

"Return” upon completion of the evaluation of x is to be
accomplished by the rp component. (Recall that rp is
interpreted when interpretation of the prog component is
completed; see Figure 3.1l.) When interpretation of x is
completed and rp is initiated, the top item in the process
stack is the value of x. The rp component verforms the
return by setting the nrog, nc and prog-id components to

the values saved by eval,

- The identifier EVAL STACK is bound in the proc-id

component. It is bound to the designator for a stack which
holds values, saved by cval, for the prog, nc and prog-id

components.

The auxilary macros make-control and top-from are used in

the definition of eval, Interpretation of

make-control (x, n)




148 Sec 5,.3.3

where x is a p-graph and n is a node of x (i.e., x is a row
and n is an integer), produces a value which when used as

the operand for set-control results in interpretation of

p-graph x beginning at node n. Since the value of a label
in PGL is an integer (see Section 5.2.2), n may be a PGL
label. The effect of

top-from (S)
is to pop the top item from the stack designated S,

producing it as its value.
The macro definitions are:

MACRO: top-from (S)
S[1];
pop (S)

ENDMACRO

MACRO: make-~control (x, n)
prog:new~-cell(x), pc:new=cell (n)T]

ENDMACRO
MACRO: eval (x,p)
push (proc-id.EVAL STACK, //Save prog and pc
make-control{prog, EXIT)); //for return.
push (proc-1id.EVAL STACK, //Save prog-id for
prog-1id) ; //return,
set-prog-id (proc, p);
set-control (proc, make-control(x, 1));
EXIT =2 null //Define EXIT.
ENDMACRO

To use eval a process must have a proc-id component of the

form:

E -
EVAL_STACK:new-stack

. D
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The rp comnonent which accomplishes the return is

$ iff eq(0, length(proc-id.EVAL STACK))//If no place to
it egq - -

do terminate; //return to, terminate.
set-prog—-1d (proc, //Restore prog-id.
top-from(proc-id.EVAL_STACK));
set-control (proc, //Restore prog and pc.

top-from(proc-id.LVAL_STACK))

-3.4 Copying Arbitrary 'embers of (L

(92}

This example shows a way to "copy" an arbitrary member of
the universe of discourse. The macro copy, to be defined, is

used in Sections 6.4 and 6.5.

The notion of sharing is useful in discussing copying.
Sharing is said to occur between two items which have one or
rnore memory designators in common. (The statement "A and B
have memory designator C in common" means that designator C can
be obtained from A by performing an appropriate sequence of
operations, and can also be obtained from B by performing an
appropriate, but possibly different, sequence of operations.)
Some examples of sharing are shown in Figqure 5.8. Sharing
occurs between the stack and the queue of Figure 5.8a; SI[3]
and Q1] share the same cell designator. Similariy, the cell
designated L and the row designated R in Fiqure 5.8b exhibit
sharing; rval(L).b and rval(R[1l]) share the same stack
designator. iote that the first and third components of R also

share.
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s —> Q
a Ttop 12 front
false 0
true

(a)

4

19
undef

(b)

Figure 5.8

Examples of Sharing
a. S and Q share; S[3] and Q[l1l)] are the same l-value.
b. L and R share; rval(L).b and rval(R[1l]) are the same

stack designator. Note that R[1l] and R[3] also share.
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The basis for interactions between processes is sharing
between process states (see Sections 2.4 and 4.7). A
consequence of sharing between two items is that whenever a
storage operation is performed on a memory designator held in
common both items are affected. Sharing can not occur between
integers, truthvalues, prog-items or identifiers. Such values
are said to be atomic. On the other hand, sharing can occur
between items which have "parts", such as rows, structs and

memory elements (gqueues, stacks and cells). Such objects are

said to be non-atomic. For this example process designators

are considered to be atomic.

The copy of a non-atomic item Il is another non-atomic
item I2 which exhibits certain well defined sharing relations
with Il and certain well defined "structural" similarities to
Il. The "copy" of an atomic item Il is Il itself. Copies can
pe classified on the basis of the nature of the sharing
relations and structural similarities exhibited by Il and I2:

1. For complete copies Il and I2 are structurally
identical and no sharing exists between them, The term
"structurally identical" is taken to mean that the
sharing relations between "components" of 12 (i.e.,

items accessible from I2 using rval, select and index)

are identical to those between corresponding
"components" of Il.
2. TFor partial copies sharing may exist between Il and I2,

[ ftbeabhcmdis L

and I1 and I2 need not be structurally identical.
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Some examples should help clarify the distinction between
complete and partial copies. A struct Sl and its complete copy
$2 are shown in TI'igure 5.9a. There is no sharing between Sl
and S2. ©Note also that S1 and S2 are structurally identical;
for example, note that in S1, Sl.b and rval(sl.a[2]) share the
same l-value, and that in S2, so also do S2.b and
EXgi(s2.a[2]). In general, the copies made by the macro

stack-copy, defined in Section 5.3.1, are partial copies of

stacks. Fiqure 5.9b shows a stack 5, a copy C of S produced by

stack-copvy and a complete copy CC of S. Partial copies such as

C are sometimes called "one-level" copies. Figure 5.9c
exhibits another kind of partial copy. Row R2 is a partial
copy of row Rl produced using a "cooy rule" that requires
one-level copies of stacks and complete copies of all other
non~atomic values. Row R3 is a complete copy of Rl. Note that
there is sharing between R1 and R2. Furthermore, note that Rl
and 2 are not structurally identical; R1[2] and R1[1][1]

share the same l-value whereas R2[2] and R2[1][1l] do not.

The macro copy defined in this example makes complete

copies. The following is the strategy used:

1. Copies are made by a dedicated process C which accepts
requests for its services from other processes. A process
P requests C to copy item S by using the macro cooy (S).
While P waits (with its aflag set to false), C responds by
making S', the requested copy. C expects requests for

copies to appear in its g(2) component and to be of the
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(a)
S C CC
| true "1 true true
6 6 6
to X to to
P Jundef I 7 I undef P P undef
(b)

R2 R3

R1
1 I\f 1 2 1 2

Y \ \
] undef 6 T undef ':6:, I undef 6

(c)
Figure 5.9

Examples of complete and partial copies.
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form
Lrequestor:P, original:S]
When S' is ready, P expects it to appear in its g(lmax-1)

component.

C makes S' using the “function“ COPY. (COPY is in reality
a p-graph which is "applied" using the macro eval defined
in Section 5.3.3.) COPY builds S' by "walking over" S. It
adds to S' a copy of each non-atomic item of S it
encounters on its walk., To insure that components of S'
exhibit the same sharing properties as those of S, COPY
maintains a table, named TABLE, whose entries are copies of
the non-atomic items of S encountered on its walk. Tor
each non-atomic item I of 5 it encounters COPY first checks
TABLE to see if I has been encountered previously. It then
works as follows:
A, if I has not been previously encountered then
1. if it is a queue designator then
a. a queue designator I' is obtained using
new=queue;
b. an entry is made for I and I' in TABLE;
c. for each item I[i] for 1<£i{length (I)
i, 1if I[i] is atomic, it is added to I' as
its ith item.
ii. otherwise, a copy of I[i] (made by COPY)
is added to I' as its ith item.

d. the copy of I is I',
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2-5., analogous actions for the cases stack
designator, row designator, struct designator,
and cell designator.

if I has been encountered previously then there must

be an entry for it and its copy I' in TABLE. The

copy of I is I'.

3. TABLE is a stack to which entries are made using push.

4

copy :

a.

1. The following auxilary macros are used in the definition of

lookup (I), which searches TABLE for an entry for I;
if an entry is found the value of lookup(I) is I',
the copy of I, otherwise, its value is undef.
enter(I, I'), which makes an entry for I and its copy
I' in TABLE.

is—-atom(I), a predicate for atoms.

copyl(I), which "calls" the "function" COPY using
eval.

top~-stack, whose value is the top item of the process

stack component,

When process C is created its status and environment

components are initialized as follows:

prog = undef stack = new-stack

pc =1 prog-id = ni

level = lmax rp = rp defined in section 5.3.3 for eval
aflag = false proc=id = [COPY:p-graph defined below,

TABLE:new-stack,
EVAL_STACK:new—stadaﬂ
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C's hp(2) component, whose job it is to respond to requests for

copies, is

§ until eq (0, length(proc-id.TABLE)) do //Clear TABLE from
pop (proc-id.TABLE); //the last request.
interrupt (q(2)11l].requestor, lmax-1, //Make the copy
—  cooyl (g(2)[1ll.original)); //and return it.
advance (q(2));
set-level-inactive (lmax) § //Wait for next
//request

The definition for copy is

IACRO: copy (8)
level; //place current level in stack for "return”.

interrupt (C, 2 //Request copy

[ requestor:proc, original:s]):;
set-level~inactive (lmax) //and wait for it.
ENDMACRO

The job of the hp(lmax-1l) component for a process requesting a
copy is to accept the copy from C; a suitable p-graph for

hp(lmax-1l) is

$ dump (lmax-1).level := top-stack; //Retrieve level
Spop; //from the stack.
dump (1max-1) .aflag := true;
glImax-l)[l]; //Push the copy
advance (q(lmax-1)); //onto the stack,

set-status (proc, dump(lmax-1)) §

Definitions for the auxilary macros follow.

MACRO: copvl (%) //Macro to "call" COPY
eval (proc-id.CoPY, [top:[quote(s):xJ, rest:nil])
ENDIMACRO
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MACRO: lookup (I) //Macro to search TABLE
let 7T proc-id.TABLE; //for entry I.

A new-cell (undef):;

i new-cell (0)
in
for i = 1 to length(T) do
—( iff §§ (I, Tli].item) do

(A := T[i].copy,
nextis EXIT ) );
EXIT = rval (&)

ENDMACRO
MACRO: enter (S, C) //Macro to make entry
push (proc-id.TABLE, //in TABLE for S.
fitem:S, copy:C])
ENDMACRO

MACRO: is-atom (x)
is=Int (x) V
1s-1dent (x) V
1Ls=proc (X) V
is-prog-item (x)V
is-truthval (x)

ENDMACRO

MACRO: top-stack //When index is performed the top
stack [3 //2 items 1n the stack are the

ENDMACRO //designator for the stack and 3.

The p-graph for COPY is written assuming it will be evaluated
in an environment in which the item to be copied is bound to S.

COPY is defined as follows:

§ if is-atom (8) //Is S an atom?
then S //Yes, S is its own copy.
else //Ho, has S been
{ Iet x = lookup (S) //previously encountered?
p— e——
in
If is-undef (x) //No, for S an lvalue

then if is-lval (S) then
‘ ( let C = new=cell (undef)
in
enter (S, C); C := copyl (rval(s));
C
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else if is~-gqueue (S5) then //For S a gueue
( let C new-gqueue;

i = new-cell (0)

in
enter (S, C);
for 1 =1 to len th (S) do
enqueue » conyl(STil));
C)
else if is-stack (S) then //For S a stack
T (T1et C = new-stack;
T i = new-cell (length(S))
in

enter (S, C);
until eq (o, rval(l)) do
( push (C, copyl(slrval(i)1));

1 := rval(y) - 1 );
C)
else if is~row (S) then //For S a row
—( let C = new-cell (nil)

i new-cell (length(S))

in
until eq(0, rval(i)) do //Leave copies of

( copyl (STrval(i)]); //components on

1 := rval(i) - 1); //stack for row.
C := row (length(S)); //Build row from
enter (S, lval(P)), //copies on stack.
rvaI c) )
else //S must be a struct

- let C = new-cell({nil)
LL = selectors(S);

i = new=cell (length(SEL))
in

for i = 1 to length(SEL) do //Leave copies of
{ copyl T(scTect(S, SEL[IT));//components on

SEL[1]); //stack for struct.
C := struct (length (SEL)): //Build struct from
enter (S, rval(C)): //copies on stack.
rval (C) )
alse x § //S has been previously

//encountered and is
//in TABLE.
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CHAPTER 6

Using The Model: Examples

6.1 Introduction

This chapter illustrates by examplé how sophisticated
patterns of process behavior can be expressed in terms of the
model. Six examples are presented, each presentation having
three parts. The first part of each explains the behavior
patterns of interest; the second part discusses the strategy
to be used to synthesize the behavior in terms of the model;
and, the third part presents the PGL code for the description.
The casual reader may choose to skim the third part of each

example,

Several further remarks concerning these examples are in
order. It is not the intent of this chapter to teach basic
programming skills. Consequently, PGL code for the details of
tasks such as building and manipulating tables is frequently
omitted. Because the examples are intended to be illustrative,
the programs that appear in this chapter are written ﬁo be
efficient pedagogically. No attempt to optimize in any other
way is made. In particular, an effort is made to avoid using
programming "tricks" to minimize the "run time" or "storage
space" the programs would require if run. Each example

snecifies process state components which enable processes to
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exhibit the particular behavior pattern of interest. No
attempt is made in any of the examples to collect the

specifications together into a single formal specification.

6.2 Blocks and Secret Variables

The notion of secret variables for block structured
languages was first proposed by Mitchell [Mi70]. The essence
of the idea is that there are two kinds of variable
declarators, new and secret. Variables declared using new obey
the usual block structure scoping rules, the scope of a "new"
variable being the block in which it is declared and all nested
blocks in which it is not redeclared. The scope of a variable
declared using secret is limited to the block in which it is
declared. Such a variable is not accessible from and hence
kept "secret" from bloéks nested within the one in which it is

declared,

This example has two parts. The first defines block
structure and ordinary (new) variable declaration. The second
part modifies the definitions for block structure and variable

declaration to include secret variables.

1. Block structure and new variables.
The macros block and new are defined. The effect of
block (x)

is to be equivalent to the ALGOL fragment

begin X end
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Variables are to be declared using new. The effect of
new (x)

is to bind identifier x in the top layer of the prog-id
component to a cell initialized to undef. The definitions for
block and new are:
MACRO: block (x)

set-prog-id (proc, [[top:nil, rest:prog=-id]);

X3

set=-prog-id (proc, prog-id.rest)
ENDMACRO

MACRO: new (x)
bind™ (quote (x), new-cell (undef))
ENDMACRO

2. Secret variables.

The macro secret, the declarator for secret variables, is
defined in this part. The addition of secret variables
requires that new and block be redefined. The strategy used is

the following:

1. 1llew variables and secret variables are bound in separate
id-layers of the prog-id component. Secret variables for a
block are to be bound in the top id-layer and new

variables, in the next id-layer (see Figure 6.la).

2. Upon entry to a block B nested within block A, the id-layer
binding A's secret variables is removed from the prog-id
component and saved until exit from B. Next, a new
id-layer is added to prog-id for the duration of processing
B's declarations (see Figure 6.1lb). The only identifiers

bound in that layer are NLAYER and SLAYER. As variable
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prog-id prog-id
top
entry
to B
. NLAYER SLAYER top est
o~
A's
secret
variables
A's new . A's new
variables —— r;uy variables
for B's for B's
new secret

variables variables

(a)

prog-id

end of B's

declarations

B's secret
variables

B's new
variables

A's new
variables

(c)

Figure 6.1

(b)

A's secret
variables

A's new
variables

(d)

Strategy for manipulating the process prog-id
component on block entry and block exit in order to
realize secret variables.
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declarations are encountered new variables are added onto
the id-layer (struct) being built in NLAYER and secret
variables, onto the one being built in SLAYER. After all
of the declarations in B have been processed, prog-id is
set such that top two id-layers in it bind, respectively,
B's secret and new variables (see Fiqure 6.1lc). At block
exit prog-id is restored to as it was prior to block entry:
the two lavers binding B's variables are discarded and the
layer binding A's secret variables is restored (see Figure

6.ld)¢

This strategy requires that declarations in a block appear
before the "statements". This restriction could be relaxed
in a more sophisticated system which included a "compiler".
The end of the declarations must be signalled to allow the
prog-id component to be set appropriately. Again, in a
more sophistica£ed system, the signal could be an implicit
one detected by the compiler (see Section 8.2.3). However,
no such compiler is assumed for the bresent situation.
Rather, the macro end-dec is used to explicitly signal the

end of declarations.

The identifier SEC_ID is bound to a stack designator by the
proc-id component. It is used to "save" the secret
variable bindings which are temporarily discarded at block

entry,
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5. The purpose of this example is to demonstrate how the model
can be used to realize the scoping rules for secret
variables. Because processes can directly access their own
state components a process could "cheat" and examine
proc-id.SEC_ID to peek at variables intended to be kept
secret from it. As the model has been defined, there is no
way to prevent a process from doing that. The general
problem of limiting the capabilities of a process is
considered in Chapter 7. Were the model to serve as the
base for an extensible language, this problem would not be
a serious one. Because all language features would be
defined in terms of the model, a language extender could
define his extended language such that proc-id.SEC_ID not
be accessible directly from it and thereby guarantee that
secret variables are truly secret. That is, the compiler
for the language would never produce the code required to

"cheat",

The definitions for blbck, new, secret and end-dec follow. The

macro ton-from is defined in Section 5.3.3.

MACRO: block (x)

push (proc-id.SEC_ID, prog-id); //Save secret variables.
set-prog-id (proc, //Remove secret variables
Etop:ENLAYER:new—cell(nil), //and set
SLAYER:new=-cell(nil)]], //prog-id for
rest:prog-id.rest [ ) ; //declarations.
X7
set-prog-id (proc, top-from(proc-id.SEC ID))
ENDMACRO -

MACRO: new (x)
NLAYER := aug=-struct (rval (NLAYER), quote (x),
new-cell (undef

EMDMACRO
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MACRO: secret (x)
SLAYER := aug~struct (rval (SLAYER), quote(x),
new-cell(undef§$

ENDMACRO

MACRO: end-dec
set-prog-id (proc,
[top:xrval (SLAYER),
rest: [top:rval (HLAYER),
restiprog-id.rest J] 1))

ENDMACRO

These macros require the proc-id component to be of the form

T -

SEC_ID:new-stack

6.3 Functions

Nearly every high level programminq~language permits
definition of procedures which can subsequently be "called".
This example describes a facility which allows value-producing
procedures, called functions, to be created and subsequently
"applied". Macros to create and to apply functions are

defined.

Before proceeding further, it is useful to develoo some
terminology. The expression to be evaluated when a function is
applied is called the body of the function. The collection of

formal parameters of a function is called the bound variable

part (bv-part) of the function. A particular member of the

bv-part of a function f is said to be a bound variable of f, or
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simply a bound variable when it is clear that the function in
question is f. Identifiers appearing in the body of f which

are not bound variables of f are said to be free variables of

f. Consider, for example, the function
g (x, y) = a*x + b*y
The bound variables of g are x and y; 1its body is a*x+b*y and

its free variables are a and b.

When a function is applied to a collection of actual
parameters its body is evaluated in an environment in which its
bound variables are bound to the actual parameters. That is,
when its body is interpreted, the identifiers comprising its
bv-part are bound by the process prog-id component to the
actual parameters supplied. Programming lanquages display a
variety of methods for treating free variables appearing in
function bodies. This example considers three such methods:

l. Free variables are to be left unbound.
A compiler for a language with this kind of free
variable "binding" could detect function definitions
containing free variables and report them. The effect
would be equivalent to forbidding free variables in
function bodies. The macro functionl (p, b), where p
is a row of identifiers and b is a o=-graph, is to build
a function whose bv=-part is p and whose body is b. The
macro applyl (£, a), where f is a function created by
functionl and a is a row of actual parameters, is to

apply f to a, leaving free variables in the body of f
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‘unbound.

Free variables are to be bound when the function is
applied.

Unless the programmer explicitly states otherwise, LISP
[Mc62] binds free variables in this way. The term
"fluid variable" is sometimes used to refer to a free
variable bound in this way. When this method of
binding is used, a function applied in different places
to the same arguments may produce different values,
even in the absence of side effects. Consider, for
example, the function g defined above. When it is
applied to [1, l]]in an environment in which a and b
are both bound to 1 it produces 2. However, if a is
bound to 1 and b to -1 at the point of application, it
produces 0. The macros function2 and apply2 create and
apply functions using this method of free variable
binding.

Free variables are to be bound when the function is
created (declared).

ALGOL 60 ({Na63], PL/l [IBM69] and PAL [Ev68] bind free
variables in this way. When this method of binding is
used a function applied in different places to the same
arguments produces the same values, in the absence of
side effects. The macro function3 creates a function
whose free variables are bound as it is created. The

macro apply3 is used to apply such a function.
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The following strategy is used to define the "function"

and "apply" macros:

1.

Structs are used to represent functions. Those created by
functionl (p, b) and function2 (p, b) are represented by

structs of the form

bv ody

P b

A function built by function3 includes, in addition to its
bv-part and body, bindings for its free variables. The
function created by function3 (p, b) is represented by a

struct of the form

bv/ bgdy \free_var
p b p_1id
where p~-id is the wvalue of the process prog-id when the

function is created.

The "apply" macros all use the macro eval defined in
Section 5,.3.3. Each first constructs an id-layer which
binds the bound variables of the function to the values
supplied for the actual parameters. Then, each uses eval
to evaluate the body of the function with the appropriate
prog-id. The three "apply" macros differ only in the
prog-id they supply to eval. Use of eval requires that the
proc-id component include the identifier EVAL_STACK and

that the rp conponent be prepared to perform "returns" as
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described in Section 5.3.3.

3. The "apply" macros use an auxilary macro make-layer. The

value of make-layer (¥, A), where F is a row of identifiers

and A, a row of values, is an id=-layer (struct) in which
the identifiers of F are bound to the corresponding

components of A,

The macro definitions follow,.

MACRO: make-laver (F, A)
let IDL = new=-cell (nil);
i = new-cell (90)

in
for i = 1 to length (F) do
T IDL := aug-struct (rval(IDL), F[i], A[i]);
rval (IDL)
CNDMACRO

MACRO: functionl (p, b)
[ bv:p, body:b 1l

ENDMACRO
MACRO: applyl (f, a)
eval i%.Body, [top:make-layer(f.bv, a),
rest:nil]
ENDMACRO

MACRO: function2 (p, bh)
Tbv:p, body:bJ
ENDMACRO

MACRO: apply2 (£, a)
eval i?.body, [ top:make-layer (f.bv, a),

rest:prog—lans
ENDMACRO

MACRO: function3 (p, b)

fov:p, body:D, free_var:prog-id]]
ENDMACRO

MACRO: apply3 (f, a)
eval i%.%ody, f[top:make-layer(f.bv, a),

rest:f.free_yar])

ENDMACRO
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6.4 Dijkstra's Semaphores and Parallel Begin

Dijkstra [Di6é8a] has suggested an extension to ALGOL 60 to
permit description of parallelism of execution (see Section
1,2.3). He proposes use of "narbegin" and "parend" to bracket
statements to be executed in parallel. The entire construction
between the brackets is to be regarded as a single compound
statement whose execution is completed when execution of all
its constituents is completed. Thus,

begin
S1;
parbegin S2; S3; S4 parend;
S5
end
specifies that after completion of S1, statements S2, S$3 and 54

are to be executed in parallel, and only after all of them are

finished is S5 to be executed,

Dijkstra, in addition, vnroposes semaphores, together with
two primitive operations v and p, as a means for synchronizing
processes created by parbegin. A semaphore is a special
purpose integer-valued variable whose value is constrained to
be non-negative. The effect of the v operation on a semaphore
is to increase its value by 1. The v operation is
"indivisible" in the sense that two processes simultaneously
attempting it on the same semaphore perform it sequentially in

an unspecified order. The effect of the p operation on a
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semaphore is to decrease its value by 1 as soon as the
resulting value would be non-negative. The p operation
represents a potential delay. If the value of semaphore S is
not positive when a process initiates p(S), the p operation can
not be completed until another process perform a v operation on

S.

Several processes using the same data base can insure that
only one of them accesses it at any time by agreeing to use a
binary semaphore b (b's value must be either 0 or 1). Each
agrees to perform p(b) before accessing the data base and v(b)
upon completion of the access. In an analogous manner a group
of processes can use a general semaphore g, whose value is
restricted to the range 0¢value(g){n, to insure no more than n
of them are engaged in a particular activity at any time. Each
process agrees to perform p(g) before starting the activity and

v(g) immediately upon completing it.

The macros parblock, semaphore, v and p are defined for

this example. The effect of parblock (x), where x is a row of
p-graphs, is to be equivalent to

parbegin x[1); x[2]);: ... x[length(x)] parend
The macro semaphore (S, n) declares identifier S to be a
semaphore with initial value n. The p and v macros correspond
to the p and v operations. To provide context for these
macros, assume they are to be used with the macros 2&92& and

new as defined in the first part of Section 6.2.
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The strategy to be used in defining the macros is the

following:

l.

When a process P performs parblock it creates a new process
for each of the p-graphs to be executed in parallel. UNext,
it waits inactive until each process it has created reports
completion. When a process created by P completes its

task, it informs P and terminates.

A semaphore is represented by the designator for a struct

of the form

val /' lo¢k q
front

The val component is the "value" of the semaphore. If it
is zero when a process attempts a p operation, completion
of p is delayed. Designators for processes awaiting
completion of the p operation on the semaphore are held in
the g component. The lock component is used to insure that

only a single process accesses the val component at any

time,

To perform the p operation on semaphore S, a process first
performs t~set on S.lock until it succeeds. If S.val is
positive it decrements it by 1, clears S.lock (i.e., sets
it to 0) and continues. Otherwise, it places its process
designator at the end of S.q, clears S.lock and sets itself

inactive to await completion of the P operation.



173 Sec 6.4

To perform the v operation on semaphore S, a process first
locks S.lock (using t-set until it succeeds). WNext, if no
processes are waiting completion of a p operation on S, it
increments S.val by 1. Otherwise, it notifies the process
whose designator is the first item in S.q of completion of
its p operation and advances S.q. Finally, it clears

S.lock.

The identifiers NSONS and FATHER are bound in the proc-id
component of each process P. FATHER is the designator of
the process that created P. NSONS is the number of P's

descendents which have not yet reported completion.

The conventions extablished for the interactions that occur
between processes make use of three levels:

2: Processes perform their normal activities at level 2;
in addition, a process expects completion notifications
from its descendents to appear in its g(2) component.

3: A process expects notification that it can complete a p
operation it initiated to appear in its g(3) component.

4: Processes use level 4 to await the completion of
descendents and of p operations.

When a process must wait, either for permission to complete
a p operation or for its descendents to complete, it uses

the set-level-inactive operation to simultaneously increase

its level from 2 to 4 and set its aflag to false. Use of

set~-level-inactive prevents races by insuring that the

process can not be interrupted by a completion notification
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until it becomes inactive (see Section 4.6).

The job of the rp component for each process is to
terminate it after reporting completion of its task to its

creator; it is:

$ interrupt (proc-id.FATHER, 2, nil); //Report completion
terminate § //and terminate.

The hp(2) component is responsible for responding to
notification from a descendent that it has completed its task;
it is:

$ proc-id.NSONS := rval(proc-id.NSONS) - 1;

1ff eq (0, rval(proc-1d.HNSONS)) do //1f all sons have
- dump (2) .aflag := true; //completed, prepare

dump (2) .level := 2 ); //to resume,
advance'TETg));

set-status (proc, dump(2)) §

Response to notification that a p operation it has initiated
has completed is handled by the hp(3) component of a process;
it iss’
$ advance (q(3)):
3?E=T?T.a%lag 1= true;

ump (3) . level := 2;
set-status (proc, dump(3)) §

The macro defintions are:

MACRO: parblock (x)

let ¥ = x:
N = length (X);
T = new~-cell (undef):
i = new-cell (0)

in

proc-id.NSONS := N; //Sct number of descendents.
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for i = 1 to N do //Create each descendent.
( T := new-proc;
set-prog (rval(T), X[i]):; //Set state components
set-level (rval(T), 2); //for descendent
set-aflag (rval(T), true);
set-prog-id (rval(T), //".rest" because don't want

rog-id.rest) ; //X,N,T,i in prog-id of T.
set-proc-id (rva%lTi, [NSONS :new-cell (0),
FATHER:ErOCID A

set-rp (rval(T), rp):;
set-hp (rval(T), 2, hp(2));
set-hp (rval(T), 3, hp(3)):;

release (rval(T)) )
set~-level-inactive (4) //Wait for descendents

//to finish,

MACRO: semaphore (S, n)
bind (quote(S), [val:new-cell(n),
lock :new-cell (0),

q:new-queue])
ENDMACRO
MACRO: p(S) '
unti¥l t-set(S.lock) do null; //"Lock" S.
if eq (0, rval(S.val)) //Is S positive?
then ( enqueue (S.q, proc); //No, must wait to
S.lock := 0; , //complete P,
set-level-inactive (4) ) )
else ( S.val := rval (S.val) -1; //Yes, decrement S
S.lock := 0 ) //and continue.

ENDMACRO

MACRO: Vv (S) .
until t-set (S.lock) do null;
if eq (o, length(S.q)) //Processes awaiting P completion?

~then S.val := rval (S.val) + 1; //No, increment S.
else ( interrupt (S.qll]l, 2, nil); //Yes, inform process
advance (S.q) ): //of p completion.
S.lock :=
ENDMACRO

6.5 Backtracking

In many situations problems arise which can be usefully
represented by "search trees" whose non-terminal nodes

represent choice points and whose terminal nodes represent
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potential solutions. A solution to such a problem can be found
by traversing the corresponding tree, beginning at its root,
until a satisfactory terminal node is encountered.

Floyd [F167] has proposed a programming technique making
it easy to write programs to solve such problems. His
technique includes an automatic backtracking facility. In
effect, Floyd proposes two operations:

choice, which chooses one branch to traverse from the group
departing from a non-terminal node in the search
tree; and

backup, which "undoes" everything done since the last choice

including the choice itself.

For this example macros for choice and backup are defined.

The value of the expression
choice (n)

is to be an integer ¢ such that 1{c{n. If, at some time after
it is made, a choice is found to be a bad one, it can be
"remade" using backup. Interpretation of backup causes
"execution" to return to the point of last choice where the
choice is remade. Then, execution continues from that point as
if the choice had been made for the first time. In particular,
storage operations performed after the unsuccessful choice and
prior to the backup are "undone". If all choices from the
given choice point have been tried, backup causes the choice at
the previous choice point (if any) to be redone. That is,

choices may be nested.
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The macros choice and backup are defined using the

following strategy:

10

Interpretation of backup causes the pc, prog, stack and
prog-id components to be reset as they were at the previous
choice point. Prog and pc are set to the values they had
immediately after the unsuccessful choice. The prog-id
component is set to a complete copy (see Section 5.3.4) of
the prog-id as it was at the choice point. And, the stack
is set to a complete copy of the stack component as it was
immediately after the unsuccessful choice, with the
exception that the top item is the new choice rather than
the unsuccessful one. Installating complete copies of the
stack and prog-id components insures that all storage
operations are undone., It is important that stack and
prog=id be copied "together" to insure that the copies
exhibit the same sharing properties as the originals. For
example, suppose identifier x is bound in the prog-id to be
copied to an lvalue which is also the 6th item in the stack
to be copied. It be crucial that x be bound in the copy
prog-id to the lvalue which be also the 6th item in the
copy stack. MNote that state components other than prog,
pc, stack and prog-id are not restored by backup. An
assumption made in defining the choice and backup macros is
that processes using them do not change state components
other than their prog, pc, prog-id and stack. The macros
could, if desired, be defined such that other state

components were restored also,
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The first choice made for choice (n) is n. ew choices are
made, as often as necessary, by subtracting 1 from the old

one, until the last choice, 1, is made.

When choice (n) is interpreted preparation for the first
backup is made by saving the wvalues of the prog and pc
components and by saving complete copies of the stack and
orog-id components, MNext, n, the first choice, is pushed

onto the stack.

If not all paths of the tree have been traversed when

backup is performed, the following actions are taken:

a. If the new choice is not the last one for the most
recent choice point (i.e., if it is not 1), preparation
for the next backup is made. Prog and pc values for
the choice point and copies of the stack and orog-id
components, as they were at the choice point, are
saved,

b, If the new choice is the last one for the most recent
choice point, premaration for the next backup need not
be made. Preparation for it has been made at the
choice point occurring before the most recent one.

c. The prog, pc, stack and prog-d components are set to
perform the backup.

If every path of the tree has been traversed, there is no

solution to the problem and an error situation arises. 1In

a "real" application appropriate action could be defined.
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5. The definitions for choice and backup use the identifiers
CONTROLS, STACKS and PROG_IDS which are bound in the
process proc-id component. These identifiers are bound to
designators for stacks which are used to hold values saved
for the control, stack and prog—id components,
respectively. The identifiers S, P and C, which are used
for temporary storage, are also bound in the proc-id

component.

6. The macros top-from, make-control, stack-comp-copy and copy

are used. Definition for the first two macros are to be
found in Section 5.3.3 and, for the remaining two, in

Sections 5.3.1 and 5.3.4, respectively. To use copy the
hp (lmax-1) state component must be defined as in Section

5.3.4.

Definitions for the macros follow.

MACRO: ChOlce (n)

n, 1)
_Hén;%
else
( let S = stack-comp-copy; //Copy stack and prog-id
T = copy (ISTACK:S,
P_ID:prog-id.rest])

in

§_ (T.STACK, n-1); //Prepare for the

push (proc-id.STACKS, T.STACK); //first backup.

push (proc-id.PROG IDS, T.P_ID);
pusn (proc-id.CONTROLS,
make-control (prog, EXIT)):;
n; //Make first choice.
EXIT = null )
ENDMACRO
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MACRO: backup

iff "eq (0, length(proc-id,STACKS)) do ERROR; //Failure.

5?30—5%.8 := top-from (proc-id.STACKS) ;

proc-id.P := top-from (proc-id.PROG IDS);

proc-id.C := top-from (proc-id.CONTROLS) ;

unless eq (1, (rval(proc-id.s)[1]) do

(et T = copy (ISTACK:rval (proc-id.S), //Prepare for
- P_ID:rval{proc-id.P)]) //next backup.
in

pop (T.STACK);
push (T.STACK, (rval(proc-id.S))[1l] - 1);
push (proc-id.STACKS, T.STACK);
push (proc-id.PROG_IDS, T.P_ID);
push (proc-id.CONTROLS, rval(proc-id.C)) );
set-stack (proc, rval(proc-id.S)); //Backup.
set-prog-id (proc, rval(proc-id.P));
set-control (proc, rval(proc-id.C))
ENDMACRO

6.6 Non-deterministic Programming

This section suggests an alternative approach to the
problem described in Section 6.5. The operations choice and
backup, defined in Section 6.5, can he used to traverse a
"problem” tree. At each non-terminal node first one branch and
then another is followed until a satisfactory terminal node is
encountered. Using this approach the tree is traversed in a
strictly sequential manner, each path being investigated in

turn.

The behavior that results from the alternative approach is
reminiscent of that exhibited by non-deterministic automata.
Whenever a non-terminal node in the tree is encountered, a
separate process is created to follow each branch departing
from it, Should a process find that the path it is following

leads to an unsatisfactory result, it terminates. If the path
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it follows leads to a satisfactory result, the process reports
the result and processes working on other paths terminate.
This approach, for which paths are investigated concurrently,

results in a non-sequential tree search,

The non-deterministic behavior can be described using the

macros eval-nd, choice and failure. To indicate that an

expression is to be evaluated non-deterministically a process
uses eval-nd., After process M performs

eval-nd (e)
it waits for a newly created process P to evaluate e for it,
If P successfully evaluates e, it notifies M of the result.
Should it be unable to evaluate e (i.e., if all paths in the
tree lead to unsatisfactory results), P notifies ™M that e is
undefined. When a path is discovered to lead to an
unsatisfactory result, the process following it performs
failure. The effect of failure is to first inform the creator
of the process and to then terminate the process. When a
process Q performs

choice (n)
it creates n new processes Cl, ..., Cn, each of which
represents a different choice. Each of the Ci then proceeds
with the evaluation with a different value for the choice while
Q waits for failure notifications from the Ci. If all Ci fail,
Q notifies its creator and terminates. Should a process Ci
follow a path leading to a satisfactory solution, it notifies P

(the pfocess created to evaluate e for M) of its success and
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terminates. P then notifies M of the successful result,
arranges for processes still following paths to terminate and
finally terminates itself., The three macros are defined to

allow nesting of eval-nd.

The explanation of the strategy used to define the macros
uses M., P, Ci and Q to denote processes. M is used to denote a
process performing eval-nd, P to denote the process created to
carry out the non-deterministic evaluation for M, and Ci to
denote a process created by the choice operation. Q is used,

whenever appropriate, to denote an arbitrary orocess.

The strategy is the following:

1. The conventions established for interactions between
processes performing the non-deterministic evaluation make
use of five levels:

5: This level is used by processes for awaiting the
occurrence of interactions with other prbcesses. M
waits for the result of the non-deterministic
evaluation, Arbitrary process Q awaits notification
from its Ci.

4: Q expects failure notifications from its Ci to appear
in its g(4) component.

3: P expects notification from a successful Ci to appear
in its g(3) component.

2: This level is used by processes for performing their
internal activity. In addition, M expects P to vlace

the result of the non-deterministic evaluation in its



183 Sec 6.6

q(2) component.

l: Q expects termination orders to appear in its g(1)
component,

To avoid potential race situations processes use the

set~level-inactive operation to change from level 2 to

level 5 (see Sections 4.6 and 6.5).

Should a process receive an order to terminate it must be
able to order its descendents to terminate, By creating
each Ci such that its q(l) component is the designator for
the same queue, a process P can avoid maintaining a table
of its Ci. By placing an item in that one shared queue, P
can interrunt all its Ci simultaneously ordering them to

terminate.

To perform eval-nd (e) process M

a. prepares to receive the result of the non-deterministic
evaluation by setting its own hp(2) component;

b. creates process P to evaluate e and releases it; and

c. sets itself inactive to await notification from P of
its result.

When P is created its prog component is set to e. Its

22(1) component is set to respond to terminate orders and

its 53(3) component, to respond to success notifications

from Ci it subsequently creates.

To verform choice (n) a process Q

a. prevares to respond to failure notifications from the
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processes it is about to create by setting its own
22(4) component;
b., creates n processes Cl,...,Cn and releases them,
c. sets itself inactive to await failure notification
from the Ci.
The hp(l) component of each Ci is set to respond to

terminate orders.,

To perform failure a process first notifies its creator and
then terminates. Should process Q interpret its prog in
its entirety, the path it is following has led to a
satisfactory terminal node and the top item in its stack
component is the value of e. In such a case, Q's rp

component notifies P and then terminates Q.

Process Q responds to a failure notification from one of
its Ci by decrementing a count it keeps of the number of
its Ci which have not yet reported failure. If all of its
Ci have failed, the action Q takes depends upon whether the
choice which created its Ci corresponds to the root node of
the problem tree. If the choice does correspond to the
root then Q is P, all paths have been investigated and no
solution to the problem exists. In such a case, Q notifies
M of that fact and terminates. When Q is not P, it

notifies its creator of its failure and terminates.

The identifiers SONS_Q, FATHER, NSONS, SPROC and ROOT are

bound in the proc-id component of each process Q. SONS_Q
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is bound to the designator for the queue used as the g(1)
component of Q's Ci. FATHER is the designator of the
process that created Q, HSONS, the number of Q's Ci which
have not yet reported failure and SPROC, the designator of

process P, ROOT indicates whether  is P,

8. A number of auxilary macros are used:

a. stack-comp-cooy (Section 5.3.1), copy (Section 5.3.4)

and top-stack (Section 5.3.4);

b. hpl, hp2, hp3, hp4 (to be defined) whose values are

p-graphs used for the hp(1l),...hp(4) components of
processes created bv choice and eval-nd.

c. ndrp (to be defined) whose value is a p-graph used for
the rp component of processes created by choice and
eval-nd.

d. terminate-sons (to be defined) which is used by a

process to order its Ci to terminate.

The macro definitions follow.

MACRO: ndrp //P-graph for rp component of processes
$ interrupt (proc-id.SPROC, 3, top-stack);//created by choice
terminate § //and eval-nd.
ENDMACRO E—
MACRO: Egi //P-graph for hp(l); responds
$§ terminate-sons //terminate orders.
terminate §
ENDMACRO
MACRD: hp2 //hp(2) for M; accepts result from P
$ g(Z)[l]; //Place result on stack.
advance (g(2));
dump (2) .aflag := true; //Prepare to become active.
dump (2) . level := 2 i
o

set-status (proc, dump(2)) §

ENDMACRO
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MACRO: hp3 //hp(3) for P; responds to success notice,
§ interrupt (proc-id.FATIER, 2, gq(3)[1]); //Notify M.
terminate-sons; //Terminate
terminate 5* //remaining Ci.
ENDMACRO
MACRO: hp4 //P-graph for hp(4); responds to
- //failure notices from Ci.
§ proc-id.NSONS := rval (proc-id.NSONS) - 1;
unless eq (0, rval(proc-id.NSONS) do //Not the last Ci,
advance (q(4)); //wait for further
set-status (proc, dumn(4)) ) //notice.
if proc-id.ROOT //The last Ci.

then 1nterrupt (proc-id.FATHER, 2, undef)
else failure:
terminate §

ENDMACRO
MACRO: terminate-sons //0rder Ci terminate by
enqueue (proc-id.SONS_Q, //causing a level 1
nil) //interrupt to occur.
ENDMACRO

MACRO: eval-nd (e)

let S = stack-comp-copy:
T P = new-proc; //Create P,
T = copy {LSTACK:S, //".rest" because don't want
P_ID:prog-id.restll) //S,P,T in T's prog-id.
in //Prepare to receive
set-hp (proc, 2, hp2); //result from P.

set-prog (P, e);

set-level (P, 2);

set-stack (P, T.STACK):
set-prog-id (P, T.P ID);
set-proc-1d (P, [ROOT:true
FATHER:DYroOC,

Se———
SPROC: P,
NSONS:new=~-cell (0),
SONS_Q:new-queue]) ;
set-rp (P, ndrp);
set-HE (p, 1, hpl);
set-hp (P, 3, hp3);
set-q (P, 1, proc-id.SONS_0Q);

release (P); //Release P.
set=level-inactive (5) //Wait for result from P.
ENDMACRO

MACRO: failure
interrupt (proc-id.FATHER, 4, nil);
terminate -
ENDMACRO
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MACRO: choice (n)
let S = stack-comp-copy;

PROG ID = prog-id.rest;
T = Héw—ce%I iunaef);
Ci = new-cell (undef);

N = n;

i = new-cell (0)
in - //Prepare for
set-hp (proc, 4, hpd); //notification from Ci.
proc-id.NSONS := n;
for 1 = 1 to n do //Create the n Ci.
T Ci := new-proc;

set-control (rval(Ci), //Set Ci's state.

make-control (prog, EXIT):;
set-level (rval(Ci), 5);
T := copy (ISTACK:S, P_ID:PROG Inl);
push (T.STACK, 1i); -
set-stack (rval(Ci), T.STACK);
set-prog-id (rval(Ci), T.P_ID);
set=proc-i1d (rval(Ci), [ROOT:false,
FATHER:proc
SPROC:proc-id.SPROC,
NSONS :new~-cell (0),
SONS_Q:new-queue) ;
set-rp (rval(Ci), ndrp);
set-hp (rval(Ci), 1, hpl);
set-q (rval(Ci), 1, ?roc-id.SONS 0);

release (rval(Ci)) //Release Ci.

set-level-inactive (5); //Await failure notification.
EXIT = null
ENDMACRO

6.7 Fisher's Control Primitives

Fisher [Fi70] has isolated seven operations which he
considers suitable to serve as "control primitives" for
constructing larger control structures (see Section 1.2.5).
This section defines a set of macros which correspond to his

primitives.

Fisher's control primitives are:
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seq (x1, X2, ..., xn)

Expressions x1 through xn are to be evaluated in order,
from left to right. The value of the "sequence"
expression is to be the value of xn.

cond (pl, el, p2, e2, ..., pPn, en)

Beginning with »l and proceeding from left to right
every other operand (i.e., pl, p2, etc.) is to be
evaluated until one produces the wvalue true. The value
of the "conditional" expression is taken to be the
value of the ei corresponding to the pi whose value is
true. Should no pi have value true, the value of the
entire expression is taken to be undef.

par (x1, X2, ..., Xn)

Expressions x1 through xn are to be evaluated
concurrently., No commitment is made concerning the
relative speeds of their evaluation; hence, there is
no commitment concerning the chronological order of
their side effects, if any. The value of the
"parallel" expression is to be the value of xn and is
to be "available" only after all xi have been
evaluated.,

synch (c, x1, x2)

The synch operation provides a locking mechanism which
can be used to achieve coordination, synchronization
and mutual exclusion. The expression c is to be
evaluated first. Its value must be a "construct", a

special kind of structure similar to a struct
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(constructs are discussed later). If no other process

is currently engaged in a synch operation "on" that

construct, x1 is to be evaluated. Otherwise, x2 is to

be evaluated. The value of the "synchronization"

expression is taken to be the value of whichever

expression, xl1 or x2, is evaluated.

monitor (s, ¢, r, v, X)

Arguments s, ¢, r and v are to be evaluated first, The

value of s must be a selector (S), that of ¢, a

construct (C) and that of r a relational operator (R).

No restrictions are placed on the wvalue (V) of v. The

value of the "monitor" expression is the designator for

a process that continuously monitors for the condition
R (sel(C, S), V)

where sel is the selection operator for constructs. If

ever that condition holds, the monitoring process

evaluates x and then terminates,

unmonitor (p)

A monitoring process continues until either the

condition obtains and x is evaluated or it is

explicitly terminated by the unmonitor operation. The

effect of unmonitor (p) is to terminate the monitoring

process designated p.

cont (x)

This operation is based upon the notion of "relative

continuity"”. A process P is said to be continuous with

respect to another process Q if all of its actions
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occur between (two) consecutive state transitions of Q.
When the "continuous" expression cont (x) is evaluated,
the evaluation of x is to be continuous relative to all
other processes (not themselves in the midst of a

cont) .

In the absence of monitor operations the effect of cont is
straightforward. Whenever process P performs cont (x) all
other processes "pause" while P evaluates x. After x has been

evaluated,; the processes that paused continue.

The monitor and cont operations interact in a subtle way.

The notion of cont-depth is useful in explaining that

interaction. Each process can be thought of as having a
cont-depth associated with it. Evaluation of a program written
with Fisher's primitives begins with a single process whose
cont~-depth is 0, Each time a process initiates a cont
operation its cont-depth is incremented by 1 and when it
completes the operation its cont-depth is decremented by 1.
The value for the cont—depth of a newly created process in
inherited from its creator. The definition for the cont
operation can be reformulated in terms of cont-depth as
follows:
When process P whose cont-depth is D initiates
cont (x), its cont-depth becomes D+1 and,
simultaneously, all processes with cont-deoth less than
D+l pause. Those with cont-depth greater than D are

uneffected., After P evaluates x, its cont-depth is
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reset to D, at which point the processes that paused
resume their activities.
In the absence of the monitor operation all processes which are

active must have the same cont-depth.

When a monitor operation is .embedded within a cont
operation it is poss ble for processes having different
cont-depths to be active simultaneously. Consider, for

example, a process P which evaluates

seq (cont (=~~~ monitor(...,;x)———),

cont (v cont (e ) ~mnn) ,
. -

and suppose that when the seq operation is initiated its
cont-depth is D. The process M created by the monitor
operation within cont () has cont-depth D+1, which is P's
cont-depth when M is created. When cont ® is completed, P's
cont-depth is reset to D, while M's remains D+l., When P
performs cont ® M is uneffected. However, M must pause while P

performs cont®.

The definition of the monitor operation is such that

should the condition being monitored become true, all processes
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whose cont-depth is less than that of the monitoring process
must pause while the expression which is the right most operand
of the monitor operation is evaluated. For the above example,
assume that the three cont operations shown are the only ones,
If P is engaged in evaluating a sub-expression appearing in the
parts labeled A when the condition M monitors obtains, P must
pause while expression x is evaluated. 1If, on the other hand,
P is engaged in evaluation of cont ® when the condition
obtains, it is uneffected. A monitor operation embedded within
a cont operation, as in this example, can approximate the
effect of an interrupt mechanism. When the monitored condition
becomes true, certain processes are "interrupted" while the

appropriate expression is evaluated.

For this section a set of macros corresponding to Fisher's

primitives is defined. The macros synch, monitor, unmonitor

and cont are identical in effect to Fisher's primitives of the

same name. Unlike Fisher's counterparts, the macros seq, cond

and par take oﬁly a single argument. The effects of the macros
seq (x), cond (x) and par (x), where in each case x is a row of
p-graphs, are to be equivalent to Fisher's

seq (x[l], x[2], ..., x[length(x)])
and

cond (x[11, x[2], ..., x[length(x)])
and

par (x[1], x[2], ..., x[length(x)])

respectively.
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In addition to the seven control macros, two macros, cons
and sel, for manipulating constructs are defined. Constructs
are similar to structs, the difference being that constructs
have "locks" (used by synch) associated with them. The macro
cons (x), where x is a row whose odd components are selectors
and whose even components are values, creates a construct
according to specification x. The value of sel (c, s) is to be

the s component of construct c.

The cont operation and its interaction with the monitor
operation represent the major difficulty in defining these

macros. The strategy used is the following:

1. A table, TABLE, accessible to all processes, is maintained.

When a process is created (by monitor or par) an entry,

consisting of its designator and cont-depth, is made for it
in TABLE. When a process terminates (as the result of
unmonitor or completion of a parallel path) its TABLE entry
is removed. The entry for a process always contains its
current cont-depth. To perform cont (x), process P
consults TABLE for a list of processes which should pause
while it evaluates x; it arranges for each such process to
pause, evaluates x, and then arranges for each to resume,
It is important that no changes to TABLE be made between

" the time P begins to generate the list of processes and
completes arrangements for them to pause. To insure that,
processes access TABLE through a lock. The following

auxilary macros are used to manipulate TABLE:
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a. add-entry (P), rem—-entry (P): P is a process
designator. The effect of add-entry is to add the

entry (P, D) for process P to TABLE, where D is the
cont-depth of the process performing add-entry. The
effect of rem-entry is to remove P's entry from TABLE.
Both macros access TABLE through its lock.

b. incr-depth (n), decr-depth (n): n is an integer,

These macros respectively increment by n and decrement
by n the cont-depth of the process performing them by
changing the entry for the process in TABLE. Both
access TABLE through its lock.

c. lock=-table, unlock-table: Operations to explicitly

lock and unlock TABLE,
The operation to lock TABLE is such that once initiated it
is not completed until TABLE is locked. Ueither the format
of TABLE nor the above six macros are defined beyond the

above description.

The macros seq and cond are straightforward. Definitions

for them use the macro eval (defined in Section 5.3.3).

Constructs are represented by structs of the form

loc value

struct corresponding to
the "structure" of
the construct
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To perform synch (¢, x1, x2) a process first performs
t-set (c.lock). If the t-set succeeds, x1 is evaluated
using eval and then c.lock is reset to 0. If it fails, x2
is evaluated using eval.

When a process performs par (x) it first creates a separate
process for each of the components of x. Then, it waits
for those processes to evaluate the components of x. When
the process for x([i], for i # length(x), finishes, it
notifies P and terminates. When the one for x[length(x)]
finishes, it passes P the value it has computed and
teminates. After all have completed, P pushes the value of

x[length(x)] onto its stack.

An auxilary macro contl (x, n) is used in the definitions
for both cont and monitor. It represents a generalized
cont operation which increments the cont-depth of a process
by n rather than by 1. The following actions are taken by
a process P with cont-depth D to perform contl (x, n):

a. TABLE is locked;

b. P increases its cont-depth to D+n;

c¢. P uses the auxilary macro cont-list to build a list of

processes with cont-depth less than D+n. The effect of
cont-list(S), where S is a stack designator, is to push
the designators for such processes onto stack’S. (No
further definition for cont-list is to be given.);

d. P interrupts each process in S, requesting it to pause,

and then waits for each process so requested to
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acknowledge.
e. TABLE is unlocked;
f. x is evaluated using eval;
g. P decreases its cont-depth to D and informs each

process whose designator is in S that it may resume.
To perform cont (x) a process performs contl (x, 1).

To perform monitor (s, ¢, r, v, %) process P creates
another process M dedicated to repeatedly testing the
condition, and then pushes M's designator onto its own
stack. If ever the condition becomes true, M performs
ggggl (x, 0) (see 5) and then terminates. To perform

unmonitor (Q), process P interrupts Q requesting it to

terminate.

The conventions established for interactions between

processes make use of six levels:

l: unmonitor requests appear in g(1);

2: requests to pause while another process performs cont
appear in q(2);

3: processes perform their normal activity at level 3;
permission to resume after a cont is completed appears
in gq(3);

4: termination notices from processes created by par
appear in g(4);

5: acknowledgements from processes receiving pause

requests, indicating that they have paused, appear in



10.

197 Sec 6.7

q(5);
6. A process waits for interactions from other processes
to occur with its level set to 6.

The macros hpl, hp2, hp3, hp4 and hp5 (to be defined)

specify the handler-prog components that respond to

requests appearing in the various queues.

When a process is created its rp component is set such that
a. it can use the eval macro (see Section 5.3.3); and
b. when all nested "evals" have been completed
i. if created by monitor it removes its entry from
TABLE and terminates, and
ii. if created by par it notifies its creator,
removes its entry from TABLE and terminates.
The macro frp specifies the p-graph for such a reserve

program.

The proc-id component of each process P binds the
identifiers TABLE, EVAL_STACK, NPATHS, FATHER and VALUE.
TABLE is the table of processes and EVAL _STACK is the stack
used by eval. If P is a "monitor" process FATHER is undef;
otherwise, it is the designator of the process that created
P. NPATHS is the number of processes created by P using
par which have not yet completed. P uses VALUE to hold the
value passed to it by the "value producing" process created
by par while it awaits completion of the other "par"
processes. If P itself was created by par its proc-id also

includes the identifier LAST. LAST is true if P is the
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The macro definitions follow.

MACRO cons (x) //Macro to build a construct.
let S = new-cell (nil);
— i = new-cell (I);
in
until gr(length(x), rval(i)) do //Build "structure"
(S := aug-struct (rval(s), x[rval(i)], //part of construct.
x[rval (i)+1T);
i := rval(i) + 2);
T lock:new=cell(0), value:rval(s)]
ENDMACRO
MACRO: sel (c, s) //Macro to select component
select (c.value, s) //of construct.
ENDMACRO

MACRO: seq (x)
let i = new-cell (0)
in

for i = 1 to length(x) do
eval (x[i], prog-id.rest)
ENDMACRO

IMACRO: cond (x)
let = new-cell (1)
in
until gr(length(x), rval(i) do
{ 1ff eval (xlrval(IY], prog-id.rest) do
(Teval (xTrval (i) +1T, prog-id.rest);
nextis EXIT):
i := rvalli) + 2);
undef
EXIT = null
ENDMACRO

MACRO: synch (¢, e, f)
if t-set(c.lock)
then (eval (e, prog-id); c.lock := 0)
else eval(f, prog-id)

ENDMACRO '
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MACRO: init-state (p) //Used by par and monitor to
set-level (p, 3) //initialize state components

set-prog-id (p, prog-id.rest); //of processes they create.
set-aflaqg (p, true) ;

set-rp (e, EEBS;

set-hp (p, 1, hpl
set-hp (p, 2, hp2
set-hp

PN P A N
we we we we

’ (p, 3, bp
set-hp (p, 4, hpd
set-hp (p, 5, hp5

ENDMACRO

MACRO: par (x)
let N = length (x);
P new=cell (undef);

nui

i new-cell (0)
in ’
proc-id.NPATHS := IN;
for 1 = 1 to W do //Create N soms.
TP := new-proc; ‘
add-entry (rval(P)); //Make TABLE entry.

set-prog (rval(P), x[i]);//Set state components,
set-proc=-id (rval(P), [NPATHS:new-cell(0),
FATHER:proc,

VALUE :new-cell (undef),
LAST:eq (1, W),
TABLE:proc-idTABLE,
EVAL_STACK:new-stad<]);

init-state (rval(P));
release (rval(P)) );
set-level-inactive (6)
ENDMACRO

//Wait for sons to complete.

MACRO: unmonitor (p)
interrupt (p, 1, nil)
ENDMACRO

MACRO: contl (e, n)
let p list = new stack;
~ p count = new-cell (0);
i"= new-ce 0
in
Tock-table;
incr=depth (n); //Increment cont-depth,
cont-1list (p_list); //Form list of processes
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p_count := length (p_list); //that are to pause.

for i = 1 to rval(p count) do //Request processes to pause.
T interrupt (p_Tistl[il], 2, proc);

iff rvalzp count) >» 0 do Wait for acknowledgement.

“set-level-inactive” (6);
unlock-table;
eval (e, prog-id.rest); //Evaluate x.
until ggio, length(p list)) do //Allow process to resume.
Interrupt (p_list[l], 3, 0); pop (p_list) )

ENDMACRO

MACRO: cont (e)
cont (e, 1)
ENDMACRO

MACRO: monitor (s, c, r, v, e)
lgz M = new=-proc //Create monitor process.
in
add-entry (T);
set-prog (T, §let VAL = v; //Set its prog.
- T CONSTRUCT = c
S = s
R=r
in
until R(VAL, sel(S, CONSTRUCT)) do null
contl (e, 0) §7; -
init-state (T);
release (T):

T
BIDMACRO
MACRO: fr //p-graph for rp.
if e_Tg length (proc-id.EVAL _STACK) //Any evals to finish?
then ( unless _g(undef proc-ld FATHER) do / /Mo,
. ( 1f proc-i1d.LAST //terminate.

~ then interrupt (proc-id.FATHER, 4, top-stack)
else 1interrupt (proc-id.FATHER, 4, undef));
rem-entry (proc);
terminate )
else ( set-prog-id (proc, top-from(proc-id.EVAL_STACK));
set=-control (proc, top-from(proc-id.EVAL STACK)))

ENDMACRO
MACRO: hpl //P=-graph for hp(l).
$ rem-entry (proc); //Respond to unmonitor order

terminate f
ENDMACRO
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MACRO: hp2
$ interrupt (g(2)[1], 5, 0); //Acknowledge pause request,
advance (q(2));
dump (2) .aflag := false; //And, pause.
set-status (proc, dump(2)) §
ENDMACRO
MACRO: hp3 //P=-graph for hp(3).
$ advance (q(2)); //Continue after cont.
dump (3} .aflag := true;
dump (3) .level := 3;
set-status (proc, dump(3)) §
ENDMACRO
MACRO: hp4 //P=-graph for hp(4); to accept completion
§ unless eq (undef, q(4) [1]) do //notification from sons.
proc-id.VALUE := q(4) [I];
advance (q(4));

proc-i1d.NPATHS := rval (proc-idNPATHS) - 1;
1ff eq(0, rval(proc-1d.NPATHS)) do//Last son?
T ( dump (4).aflag := true; ~ //Yes, prepare to resume
aumg(4) level := 37
rval (proc-id.VALUE) )

//Place value on stack.

set-status (proc, dump(4)) &
ENDMACRO
MACRO: hp5 //P=graph for hp(5).
§ advance (q(5));
p_count := rval(p_count) - 1;

1ff eq (o, rval (p count) do
—( d mp (5) . 1evel :
dump (5).aflag := true )
set—status (proc, dump(5)) $
ENDMACRO
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CHAPTER 7

Controlling Process Capabilities
and

HHandling Error Situations

7.1 Introduction

This chapter corrects the weakness in the model noted in
Section 4.7 concerning controlled interactions. In addition,
it considers the problem of handling error situations in the

model.

Section 4.7 observes that although the model does include
means to control the effects actions of one process can have on
another, the control that can be exerted is very coarse.
Extensions to the model which permit finer control to be
exerted over the external aspects of process behavior are

described in this chapter.

It is useful to distinguish two areas in which control
should be exerted: the use of operators which are "inherently
external”; and, the use of overands which are "potentially
external". Certain of the operations a brocess can perform
are, by their very nature, "external" in that they always
affect other processes. The class of inherently external

operators includes, for example, the prog-items t-seize,
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interrugt and set-level. There are certain other operations a
process can perform which may, depending upon the values of
their operands, effect other processes. For example, a storage
operator with one memory designator as an operand may affect
other processes while the same operation with another
designator as an operand may not. Such operators are not
inherently external. Rather, their operands determine whether

their effect is external.

As it is described by Chapters 3 and 4, the model includes
no means for.restricting the way a process uses particular
operators and operands. Section 7.2 describes changes to the
model which make it possible to exert control over how a
process uses inherently external operators. Section 7.3
discusses an extension which, in effect, makes it possible to
restrict the use of potentially external operands. Two
examples in Section 7.4 illustrate how, with these extensions
to the model, it is possible to specify finer control over

process behavior.

Chapters 3 and 4 note certain circumstances in which the
actions taken by a process result in error situations. For
example, Section 4.2 notes that an error situation occurs
whenever a process attempts to add an item to a stack or queue
which is already full., Although the possibility of such
situations has been noted, nothing has been said that indicates
how they are handled when they do occur. Section 7.5 proposes

a method for treating error situations.



204 Sec 7.2

7.2 Restricted Operators

As the previous section notes, some of the operators

processes can perform are inherently external. Let E denote

the class of such operators. This section is concerned with

the problem of limiting the capabilities of particular

processes with respect to members of E, For the present the

exact membership of E is unimportant.

The following considerations form the basis for

modifications to the model that enable control to be exerted

over how members of E are used:

1.

There are situations in which some processes require
different capabilities than others. For example, in
the situation described in Section 4.7 the supervisory
process P should be less restricted than its slaves.
Therefore, it should be possible to vary, from process
to process, the restrictions placed on use of members
of E. This suggests that the state of each process
define the restrictions placed on use of members of E
by the process.

It should be possible to place a "continuum" of
restrictions on the use of an operator. For example,
consider the prog-item set-level. Depending upon the
situation, the restrictions placed on its use could
range from none at all, to use with operands
constrained to be within a certain range (e.g., its

second operand, n, might be restricted to 34n_lmax), to
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total prohibition of its use.

A question that naturally arises is: Who or what is
interested in controlling the capabilities of a process
P with respect to E? In the context of the model there
is only one answer possible: another process Q.
Suppose Q is interested in restricting P's use of an
operator e€€E. In such a situation an attempt by P to
perform e is an event of interest (see Section 2.5) to
Q. Q can truly exert control if it is able to
intervene whenever P attempts to perform e and, if it
chooses, perform e "for" P. This suggests that the
interrupt mechanism be used to inform Q of P's attempts
to perform e. More generally, it suggests that, for
this kind of control to be feasible, attempts by
processes to use members of E are events that should be
monitored for automatically.,

It should be possible for a third process R to control
Q's use of e. In such a case, an attempt by P to
perform e could result in an attempt by Q to perform e
("for" P) which would, in turn, be an event of interest
to R.

There are situations in which it is useful for a
process P to be able to control its own use of e.
Suppose, for example, that P is "running" an unreliable
program A, perhaps to debug it. If it had the ability
to control its own use of certain operators, P could

select a set of "critical®™ operators whose use within
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prog A it wished to monitor. P could then run A with
the assurrance that whenever one of the critical
operators were attempted it could check that it was
"safe" to perform the operator before allowing it to be
performed. In such situations an attempt by P to
perform e is an event of interest to P itself.

6. A natural time to restrict the capabilities of a
process is when it is created. Furthermore, it is
natural for the creating process to define the
restrictions. In addition, it should be possible to
modify the restrictions placed on an existing process.

7. It is desirable that, with the exception of the part of
its state that specifies restrictions, a process need
not be aware of restrictions placed on it., With this
property, it is possible to "run" the same program in
"debugging" (highly restricted) and "production”
(relatively unrestricted) environments without

rewriting it.

The specification of restrictions placed on a process'
capabilities with respect to E is organized into a new process
state component called the restricted operator list (rlist).
There is a potential entry in the rlist of a process for each
operator e€E. Absence of an entry for e in the rlist component
of a process means that use of e by the process is
unrestricted. As the model has been described in Chapters 3

and 4, all processes, in effect, have empty rlist components.
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The presence of an entry for e means that its use has been
restricted. The restrictions placed on e's use are defined by
the rlist entry for it which contains two pieces of
information: the designator of the process restricting its use

and an integer defining an interrupt level.

The restrictions described by the rlist component are
enforced by a modification to the state transition rule (see
Figures 3.1 and 3.3). The modification is to part 9.1 of
Figure 3.3 which reads

interpret the p-graph node specified by pc
The modification is to be described in two parts. The first
part describes changes which enable one process to control
another's use of particular operators; and, the second part
describes additional changes which enable a process to control

its own use of particular operators,

The flow diagram in Figure 7.1 illustrates the first part
of the modification. Parenthesized numbers (9.1.1 through
9.1.5) appearing in the following discussion refer to parts of

Figure 7.1,

Interpretation of a p-graph node n for a process P begins
by checking to see whether n is a member of E (9.1.1). If it
is not, n is interpreted as before (9.1l.2) to complete the
state transition. Otherwise, P's rlist component is searched
for an entry corresponding to n (9.1.3). If there is no such

entry, P's use of n is unrestricted and n is interpreted as
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Modification to the state transition rule (see Figures
3.1 and 3.3) to enforce the restrictions described by the

rlist component.

Q = proc.

that case.

This figure does not include the case

Figure 7.2 completes the modification by including
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before (9.1.2).

Should an rlist entry for n exist, its use by P is
restricted. The entry for n, (Q, j), indicates that process Q
controls P's use of n and that an interrupt event of importance
j is to occur whenever P attempts n. To complete the state
transition, P is seized by Q (9.1.4) and Q receives an
interrupt request of importance j consisting of P's process

designator (9.1.5).

The seizure of P by Q (9.1.4) serves two purposes:
1. it permits Q to change P's state as it performs n "for"
P; and
2. 1it prevents changes to P's state by processes other
than Q until Q completes n for P.
Q acts toward P in a supervisory capacity with resvpect to
operator n. To perform n for P, Q must, of course, be prepared
to respond to interrupt requests of importance j; that is, Q's
hp(j) state component must be set appropriately. Q can tell

which operator P has attempted by examining P's prog and pc.

Note that Q's actions on behalf of P are invisible to P,

Therefore, P need not be aware of the restrictions placed on

its use of n.

It may be the case that there is an entry (R, k) for n on
Q's rlist. In such a case when Q attempts to perform n for P,
it is seized by R and R receives an interrupt request of

importance k.
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A natural extension of the discussion above is to
interpret the presence of an entry (P, j) for n on P's rlist as
meaning that P is to control its own use of n by way of its own
hp(j) component. Suppose P's rlist has such an entry (i.e., in
terms of Figure 7.1 suppose Q = P) and consider what happens
when P attempts n. The modification to the state transition
rule described by Figure 7.1 forces seizure of P (9.1.4) by
itself thereby preventing P from proceeding further (part 1 of
Figure 3.1). This difficulty can be avoided by checking
whether Q is P before setting P's sflag and, if it is, omitting
the step that sets it. If j is less than the current value of
P's level component, P is interrupted on its next state
transition causing interpretation of its hp(j) component to be
initiated. However, if j>level, the presence of an interrupt
request in P's g(j) component is unnoticed (part 2 of Figure
3.1) and hp(j), which is to perform n for P, can not be
initiated. This suggests that the state transition rule allow
the interrupt request to be made only if j<level and take other
appropriate action (to be specified momentarily) if it is not.
Assuming that j is less than level and therefore that hp(j) is
initiated, a problem still remains. The entry for n on P's
rlist, which caused hp(j) to be intitiated, prevents hp(j)
itself from using n. The solution to this problem is to allow

P to perform n when its level is less than or equal to j.

Figure 7.2 completes the modification to the state

transition rule. It includes both the changes included in
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Modification to the state transition rule (see Figures

3.1 and 3.3) to enforce the restrictions described by the
rlist component.
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Figure 7.1 and the changes described above that enable a
process to control its own use of particular operators. The
presence of an entry (Q, j) for operator n on process P's rlist
is interpreted as follows:

1. 1if Q # P, process Q controls P's use of n; whenever P
attempts n, P is seized by Q (9.1.4) and Q receives an
interrupt request in its ¢(j) component (9.1.5).

2., if Q = P, P controls its own use of n; whenever it
attempts n
a. 1if the value of its level component is greater than

j, P receives an interrupt request in its g(j)
component (9.1.5) causing its hp(j) component to be
initiated.
b, if its level component is less than or equal to j,
it performs n with no interruption (9.1.2).
Figures 3.1, 3.3 and 7.2 together define the model state

transition rule. They are reproduced together as Appendix 2.

The ability of a process P to control its own use of an
operator n by placing an entry (P, j) for n on its rlist
represents a generalization of the notion of master and slave
mode frequently found in computer systems. P operates in
"master mode" with respect to n when the value of its level
component is j or less in the sense that there are no
restrictions on its use of n. When its level component is
greater than j, it operates in "slave mode" with respect to n

and attempts by it to use n are "trapped" by a "master mode
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procedure"”, its hp(j) component, which performs n for it.

In addition to the state transition rule modification,
some further changes to the model are required to gracefully

accommodate the rlist mechanism.

Process creation, as described previously, is modified
slightly to accommodate specification of an rlist component.
The new-proc operation is changed to take the rlist intended
for the new process as an operand. The value of

new-proc (r)
is the designator of a newly created process whose rlist is r
and whose other state components are as described previously in

Section 4.6.

It is important that new-proc be a member of E., If it is
not, a process could side step restrictions placed on it by
using new-proc to create a new unrestricted process to perform

its activities.

Because t-seize and release have external effects both
should be included in E. However, as defined in Section 3.6,
they are incompatible with the restriction mechanism. The
source of the incompatibility is that a process can seize and
release other processes only for itself. Thus, although
process P's rlist has entry (Q, j) for t-seize, Q is unable to
perform t-seize for P. The solution to this difficulty is

simple: t-seize and release are replaced by t-seize-for and

release~for. The effect of
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t-seize=-for (pl, p2)

is identical to that of

t-seize (p2)
with two exceptions. The first is that if the seizure attempt
succeeds the sflag of p2 is set to pl. The second exception
has to do with when the sflag of p2 is set (see Section 3.6).

If t-seize-for set the sflag immediately, step 9.1.4 of the

transition rule could (if p2 is in the midst of attempting a

restricted operation) reset the sflag after t-seize~for had set

it. To avoid such situations the t-seize-for operation

coordinates with p2 such that it does not set p2's sflag or
"return" true until after p2 completes its current state

transition. Of course, if that state transition should set

p2's sflag t-seize-for returns false. To seize p2 for itself a

process performs

t-seize-for (proc, p2)

The operator release-for works in an analogous manner.

As with the other process state components, processes can
directly manipulate rlists. However, effective functioning of
the restriction mechanism requires a process be denied
arbitrary "write" access to both its own rlist and those of

other processes.

It is now necessary to examine in detail the nature of the
rlist, The rlist component is the designator for a struct
whose selectors are "names" of members of E (i.e., identifiers

corresponding to the prog-items of E) and whose components are
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designators for rows of the form

process integer

Thus, for example, designator

new-proc ( [ set-level:[proc,4],
Set-hp :EP r 41,
interrupt:fQ2,613 1)
where P and Q are process designators, creates a process with

restricted capabilities., Its use of set-level is controlled by

the creating process, its use of set-hp by P, and its use of

interrupt by Q.

The prog-items add-rlist and rem-rlist, both members of E,
strengthen and relax, respectively, the restrictions placed on
a process, When

add-rlist (pl, op, p2, n)
is interpreted, the entry [p2, nJis added to pl's rlist as the
entry for on. As a result process p2 is given control of
process pl's use of op. The effect of
rem-rlist (pl, op)
is to allow pl unrestricted use of op by removing the entry for
op from its rlist. For example, the sequence

rem-rlist (pl, quote (new-proc));

add-rlist (pl, quote (new-proc), p2, n)

causes the entry for new-proc on pl's rlist to be changed to
[r2, nl. As is the case with the other state component setting

operations, for a process to use add-rlist or rem-rlist, pl
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rnust either be its own process designator or the designator of
a process it currently has seized. A processs can access the
value of its own rlist using the prog-item rlist and the values

of other processes' rlist components using rlist-of,

As remarked earlier, the exact membership of E is
irrelevant to the mechanism for limiting the capabilities of
processes with respect to its members. However, it is clear
from the discussion above that, for the mechanism to be
effective, E should include

new=-proc, rem-rlist, add=<list

For the purposes of this dissertation E is assumed to include,
in addition,

terminate, interrupt, set-level

set—~level-inactive, set-status,

restore-dump, set-hp, set-q,

interrupt, t-seize-for, release-for

I feel that use of the state component setting operations not
included on the above list can be adequately controlled by the

mechanism introduced in the following section.

A different and perhaps more extravagant approach to E's
membership would be to allow E to vary from process to process,
using the rlist state component to define it. A particular
operator would be in E for a particular process if it had an
entry in the rlist for that process. If this approach were

used, part 9.1.1 of Figure 7.2 could be eliminated.
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7.3 Restricted Values

In addition to being able to control the use of inherently
external operators, the ability to control the use of
potentially external operands is important. For the model the
potentially external operands are memory designators (l-values,
stack designators, queue designators) and process designators.
External effects may result from their use as operands.

Section 4.7 observes that whenever the use of such a designator
has external effects, the process using it ﬁust either have
"received" it from or "given" it to another process. Strictly
speaking, it is access to the memory elements and processes

denoted by such designators which is to be controlled.

The model as it has been described, includes no mechanism
to control access to memory elements or processes. This
section introduces the notions of restricted type and
restricted value and uses them as the basis for a mechanism

able to restrict access to memory elements and processes.

Recall that the universe of discourse fL is partitioned
into classes of values called types (Section 4.3). It is
possible to associate with each type T of { a set of operations
0, whose operands must be members of T. For example, consider
the type l-value. Operands for the prog-items rval and t-set
must be l=-values, as must the first operand of the prog-item
store. Therefore, the set associated with type l-value is

Ohvﬂue = {rval, t-set, store:l}
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where the notation ":1" is used to indicate the relevant

operand of store.

To introduce the notion of restricted values, it is useful
to think of type T as being defined by the set O4. A subset of
the operation set O4 can then be thought of as defining a class
of values which constitute a "sub-type" of T, The class of
values Tp defined by the proper subset OTh of O; is called a

restricted sub-type of T. The members of T, are restricted

values (of type T) in the sense that some but not all
operations that can be performed with members of T as operands
can be performed with members of Tg as operands. That is, for
veT, and 0e¢0O,, v can be an operand of o only if gfoT*. The
subset O, = O defines a sub-type T, which is T itself. T, is

referred to as the complete sub-type (of T) and members of T,

are called complete values. By convention, complete values of

type T and restricted values of type T are collectively

referred to as values of type T.

As an example, reconsider the type l-value. The set
Olevalue specified above, defines complete l-values, and its

subsets

Of_valuegq = {rval

and

Ojvslueg, = { store:1, t-set}

define two restricted sub-types, l-valuep and l-valueg, . An
l-value of restricted sub-type l-valuepy can not be used to

"write" the r-value of the cell it denotes. Similarly, one of
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sub-type l-valuep, can not be used to "read" the r-value of the
cell it denotes. The same cell can be denoted by a complete
l-value and by restricted l-values of both sub-types. Each of

the l-values defines different access to the cell.

As the universe of discourse has been described, all
values are complete. By enlarging L to include restricted
memory and process designators, it is possible to control
access to memory elements and processes. For example, the use
of a particular cell by a particular process could be
controlled by "giving" that process a restricted, rather than
the complete, l-value for that cell. Control of this sort
depends upon two properties of the model:

1. there is no means for a process to arbitrarily generate
complete values from restricted ones; and
2. operands are checked for type before operations are

performed.

The remainder of this section details the restricted
sub-types added to £ and describes operators which generate
restricted values from complete values.

Six restricted sub-types are introduced for memory
designators, two each for l-values, queue designators and stack
designators., They are:

1. read-only l=-values defined by the set

{rval
2. write-only l-values defined by the set

{t—set, store:1}
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3. read-only stack designators defined by the set

{index, length }

4, write-only stack designators defined by the set
{EOE, gush:l}
5. read-only queue designators defined by the set

{ index, length}

6. write-only queue designators defined by the set

{engueue:l, advance}

Three restricted sub-types are introduced for process
designators., They are:
1. read-only process designators, to be used only to
"read" values of the state components for processes

they designate, defined by the set

{t-seize-for:2, release-for:2,

prog-of, pc-of, ...}

2. write-only process designators, to be used only to set
the state components for processes they designate,
defined by the set

{t-seize—for:Z, release-for:2,

set-prog:1l, set-pc:l, ...,

add-rlist:1, rem-rlist:1 }

3. interrupt-only process designators, to be used only to
interrupt the processes they designate, defined by
{interrupt:l}
The seizure operators appear in the sets defining read-only and

write-only process designators because a process must first
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seize another before it can "read" or "write" the other's state

components.

Clearly, additional sub-types, such as read-interrupt
process designators,'could be introduced. However, the intent
at present is not to discuss which sub-types are most useful,
but rather to illustrate how the notion of restricted sub-type
can be incorporated into the model. Consequently, no further

sub-types are defined.

As before, the prog-items new-proc, new-stack, new-queue

and new-cell produce complete values. Restricted memory and
process designators are generated from complete ones by the

prog-items read-m-des, write-m-des, read-p-des, write-p-des and

int—E—des. The wvalue of

read-m~des (m)

where m is a memory designator is a read-only designator for

the memory element denoted by m. Similarly, the value of
int-p-des (p)

where p is a process designator is an interrupt-only process

designator for the process designated by p. The remaining

three prog-items work analogously.

7.4 Examples

¢

7.4.1 Inherited Restrictions

This example illustrates how a process P can insure that

its descendents create only processes which are restricted at
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least as much as they themselves are. Stated differently,
whenever D, a descendent of P, creates a new process E, E can
have no more capabilities than D itself has; E "inherits" D's
restrictions. D may create processes more restricted than
itself, For this example the phrase
E is more restricted than D
is taken to mean
For each operator o having an entry (0, j) on D's
rlist, E's rlist has a corresponding entry which must
be either (Q, j) or (D, k); furthermore, E's rlist
may contain entries for operations not found on D's

rlist.

There are a number of strategies P might employ. The
following one is relatively straightforward and has the
advantage that P itself need not perform new-proc for its

descendents.

For each "ordinary" process it creates P makes sure that
the rlist component contains the entry (S, 2) for new-proc,
where S designates a "special” unrestricted process created by
P for the sole purpose of performing new-proc for P's
descendents. Because P creates S, it can insure that S does
nothing but respond to requests to perform new=-bproc. When S
creates a new process for D (a descendent of P) it uses both
the rlist specified by D (the top item of D's stack) and D's
rlist to build an rlist for the new process which is at least

as restrictive as D's. Should the rlist D specifies be less
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restrictive than that of D itself, S, nonetheless, creates a
process at least as restricted as D. After the new process is

created, S sets D's stack, "advances" its pc and releases it.

The macros diff and is-selector appear in the definition

of the hp(2) component for S. The value of

diff (R1l, R2)
where Rl and R2 designate rows, is the designator for a row
whose components are the components of Rl which are not
components of R2., The value of predicate

is-selector (x, V)

where x is an identifier and y designates a struct, is true

only if x is a selector for the struct designated by v.

The hp(2) component for S is:

let D = q (2) [1]; //Proc attempting new-proc.
~ DRLIST = rlist-of (D); //+..its rlist.
DSTACK = stack-of (D): //+...1ts stack,
R = DSTACK [1]; //The proposed rlist.
OPS R = selectors (R); //...0perators on it.
DIFF = diff (selectors(DRLIST, OPS _R);
RLIST = new-cell (nil); //Rllst to be built
T = new-cell (undef); -
i = new-cell (0)
in
for i = 1 to length (OPS_R) do //Add ops on R to RLIST.
— ( if Is-selector (OPS_RTi], DRLIST) A
~  ne (D, select(R, OPS_RI[i]) [1])
then T := select (DRLIST, OPS R[il])
else T := select (R, OPS R[il7;
RLIST := aug-struct (rval(RLIST), OPS _RI[i],
rval (T)) );
for i = 1 to length(DIFF) do //Add ops not on R but
RLIST := aug-row zrval(RLIST), //on DRLIST to RLIST,.

IFF[i], select(DRLIST, DIFF[i]) ;
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T := new-proc (rval(RLIST)); //Perform new~-proc

pop (DSTACK) ; //Arrange D's...
push (DSTACK, rval(T)); //...stack
set-pc (D, pc-of (D).next); //...and pc.
release (D);

advance (q(2));
set-status (proc, dump(2))

When S is created, P initializes its status and environment

components to

prog = undef stack = new-stack
pc = 1 prog-id = nil
aflag = false proc-id = nil
level = 3 rp = undef

and then releases it.

7.4.2 Describing A Supervisory Process

This example illustrates how the situation described in
‘Section 4.7 can be achieved. To review, the situation is:
Process P creates processes upon request from initial
state specifications and subsequently acts in a
supervisory manner toward those processes (slaves).
Specifications for the processes it creates originate
externally to P.
The statement
P acts in a supervisory manner toward S
is taken to mean
P is able to exert some degree of control over the

actions of S, For example, P can cause S to terminate.



225 Sec 7.4.2

The strategy to be used by P to control its slaves is to

reserve interrupt level 1 for interactions with them. And,

when it creates a slave, to set the slave's hp(l) component

such that the slave responds to its interrupts as P wishes.

For this to be a workable strategy P must insure

1.

6.

no slave can set its or any other slave's level
component to 1;

no slave can tamper with its or any other slave's hp(1l)
component;

no slave can remove any of the restrictions placed on
it or any other slave by P;

no slave can create a process less restricted than
itself;

whenever a slave creates another process, P is informed
(this permits P to act as a supervisor to descendents
of slaves); and

no slave can seize P.

In addition, although unnecessary, P insures

1,

2.

no slave can interrupt another process on level 1;

whenever a slave terminates, P is informed.

To implement this strategy P makes an rlist component for

each slave it creates which includes the entry

[ int-p-des (P), 2]

for each of the prog-items

new-proc, terminate, rem-rlist, set-level,

set-hp, set-hp-inactive, set-status, restore-dump
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This insures that
1. it controls how slaves use these prog-items; and
2. slaves can neither read nor write its state.
P's hp(2) component must, of course, be prepared to perform the

above operators for the slaves.

Definitions for fragments of P's hp(2) component
corresponding to each of the prog-items follow. The
definitions make use of the macros:

1. remove(Q), which removes the process designator Q from
the "process table" P maintains. (The "process table"
is a record of all slaves and descendents.)

2. npop (s, i), which pops i items from the stack
designated by S.

3. seize-from (pl, p2), which seizes process p2, currently

seized by pl,

4, reseize-for (pl, p2), which releases process p2 and

seizes it for pl.

5. is-on (r, c), whose value is true if ¢ is a component
of row L and false otherwise,

and the identifiers:

1. S, the designator of the slave process attempting to
perform a restricted prog-item.

2. SSTACK, the stack component of S.

3. OP_LIST, a row whose components are the seven
prog_items restricted by P (see above).

4, T, a cell used for temporary storage.
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new-proc fragment: same as hp(2) for "special" process S
from the previous section with the
exception that an entry is made for
the new process in the "process table"
P maintains.

terminate fragment:

remove (S); //Remove S from
//"process table"

rem-rlist (S, quote(terminate)); //Allow S to do terminate,

release—-for (proc, Sy //Release S so that it

//can perform terminate,

rem-rlist fragment:

unless is-on(OP_LIST, SStack[2]) do //Unless prog=-item
(T :=eq (qSTACk[l] S) //in question is one

unless rval(T) do //restricted by P,

seize-fmm (S, SSTACKI[1l]); //do the rem-rlist.

rem-rilist (SSTACK([1l], SSTACKI[2]);
unless rval(T) do
reselze-for (S, SSTACK[1l])):;
npop (SSTACK, 2); //Set S's stack
set-pc (S, pc-of(S).next); //and oc.
release-for (proc, S)

set-hp fragment:

unless eq(l, SSTACK[2]) do //Unless attempt is to
T := eq (SSTACKI[1], “S); //set hp(l), do it.
unless rval(T) do
seize-ftrom (S, SSTACK[1l]);
set—hE_ (SSTACK[1], SSTACK[2], SSTACKI[3]):
unless rval(T) do
reseize-for (S, SSTACK[1ll)):

npop (SSTACK, 3); //Set S's stack
set-pc (S, pc-of(S) .next) //and pc.

release-for (proc, S)
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set-level fragment:

unless eq(l, SSTACK[2]) do //Unless attempt is to
(T := eq (SSTACK[1], 8) //set level to 1, do it.
unless rval(T) do
seize-from (S, SSTACKI[1l]);
set-level (SSTACK[l], SSTACKI[2]):
unless rval(T) do
reseize-ftor (S, SSTACK([1]1));
npop (SSTACK, 2);
set-pc (S, pc=of(S).next);

release-for (proc, S)

set-level-inactive, set-status and restore-dump fragments
are analogous to the set-level fragment.

interrupt fragment:

unless eq (1, SSTACK[1l]) do //Unless interrupt is
interrupt (SSTACKI[1], //for level 1, do it.

SSTACK[2], SSTACKI[3]):;
npop (SSTACK, 3);
set=-pc (S, pc-of(S).next);
release-for (proc, S)

Note that whenever a slave S tries to use a restricted
prog-item in a way not permitted to it, P merely sets S's state
as if it had performed the operation without actually
performing it. In a "real" application P would probably inform

S that its attempt to do something forbidden to it failed.

7.5 Handling Errors

This section proposes an error handling facility for the

model.

Although the number of potential error situations is

enormous, all share the property that they occur when a process
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attempts something not permitted. In that sense, an error
situation is similar to the situation resulting when a process
attempts to perform a restricted operation. Both occur when a
process attempts something it is unable to do. This suggests
that error situations be treated analogously to attempts to

perform restricted operators.

A method for handling error situations is to introduce the
"fictitious", inherently external operator error. An entry for
error in the rlist component of a process defines a process
assigned to handle error situations for the process. The
occurrence of an error situation is to be regarded as an
attempt by the process to perform error. Each possible error

situation has a code assigned it.

An error situation occurring in a process P is handled as
follows. If P's rlist does not include an entry for error, P
is terminated. If there is an entry (0, j) for error

1. P is seized by Q; and
2. Q receives an interrupt request of importance j
consisting of
[ proc:P, code:n ]|
where n is the code assigned for the particular
error.
Q, 1f it is able to correct the error situation, can set P's
state accordingly and release it. If it can not, it can either

request assistance from another process or deem the situation

hopeless and force P to terminate.
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CHAPTER 8

Concluding Remarks

8.1 Summary

This dissertation has investigated the problem of
representing groups of loosely connected processes. The goal
of the investigation was the development of a method for
process representation useful for synthesizing process behavior
patterns. The method developed allows specification of both
the internal structure of individual processes and the
"interface" structure between processes which interact.
Presentation of the investigation can be divided conceptually,

if not chronologically, into three phases,

The first phase (Chapter 2, Section 4.7, parts of Chapter
7) isolated the concepts which were to form the basis for the
process representation technique. In it questions such as
What is a process?
What is an event?
What must processes do to interact?
Should all processes be equally capable?
were considered. Attempting to answer fundamental questions
such as these focused attention on aspects intrinsic to

processes and interactions among them,
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The second phase (Chapters 3, 4, 7) exhibited a specific
realization of the concepts developed in the first phase. A
model was developed that captures the essential aspects of the
process notion. The model is a synthetic one in the sense that
it is designed to host descriptions of patterns of process
behavior. In the course of defining the model certain
decisions concerning the detailed composition of its universe
of discourse and the detailed properties of its virtual memory
were made. To a large extent the features of the model that
result from those decisions are orthogonal to the ones enabling
it to synthesize groups of interacting processes. For example,
the model's ability to support descriptions involving
interactions by way of interrupt events is independent both of
the fact that its virtual memory includes cells and of the fact
that its universe of discourse has dynamic types. Had such
decisions been made differently, the result would have been a
different, but possibly equally useful, realization of the

concepts developed in the first phase.

The third phase (Section 5.3, Chapter 6, Section 7.4)
demonstrated by example that the model for process synthesis is
indeed a useful one for synthesizing process behavior patterns,
In it the model was used to define a variety of interesting
process behavior patterns, including some that have achieved

prominence in the literature.
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8.2 Areas for Extending the Research

8.2.1 Extensions and Changes to the Model

Many areas touched upon in this dissertation suggest
questions which remain unanswered. Perhaps the most
significant contribution of the dissertation is the conceptual
framework it provides for discussing such questions. Among the
more interesting questions which merit further investigation

are the following:

1. State Structure:

Should all processes have the same state structure? If
not, how can the model bhe modified to'cope with processes
having variable state structure? Clearly, as the model has
been defined the state structure for all processes is the same.
The proc-id component, in a sense, represents a small step
toward processes with variable state structure. Consider, for
example, the proc-id component for processes that use the eval
macro (see Section 5.3.3). It is meaningful to think of the
identifier EVAL_STACK as a separate state cbmponent; its

function is to keep track of unfinished eval's.

2, Process seizure:

The notion of process seizure (see Section 3.6) is
somewhat heavy handed. Would some sort of "automatic" seizure
and release which occurs as part of a.set-wA- operation be

better? Or, perhaps better yet, would a notion of "partial"
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seizure, which effects only specified parts of a process state,
be useful? What other changes to the model, if any, would a

different treatment of seizure require?

3. Retained objects:

Dennis and Van Horn [Dns66] use the term "retained object"
to refer to an item such as a file which normally exists longer
than the process which creates it. Operating systems provide
various mechanisms for dealing with retained objects. Can the
nodel, as it is, gracefully handle the notion of retained
object? If so, how? If not, how should it be extended to do
so? The ability to discuss retained objects would enable it to
describe groups of processes operating in the environment of a
file system., What would be appropriate rules for processes to

follow in manipulating retained objects?

4, Ownership:

As the model has been described, the notion of ownership
is present in a weak sense. For example, a process which
allocates a stack (using new-stack) can be thought of as
"owning" it. By passing to some processes the designator for
the stack and, to others, restricted designators for it, it can
control which processes access the stack and to a certain
extent how they access it. However, once another process has a
designator for the stack the first process can no longer
control how the other process uses it. Would it be meaningful
to strengthen the notion of ownership in the model? If so, in

what way? In the context of retained objects ownership appears
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to be a more meaningful notion. Who or what should "own"
retained objects? Ownership should probably not reside in
processes since, in general, retained objects outlast the
processes which create them. What does ownership of an item
mean? What special privileges does the owner have? Can an

item have more than a single owner?

5. Protection and security:
The model includes features which make it possible to
limit the capabilities of processes with respect to certain
operators and certain kinds of operands. Consider the
following situation (described by Lampson [Lam69]):
A and B are competitors. A has a program P which it is
willing to let B use for a fee. B has some data D
which it would like to use with P. B is willing to pay
A for use of P but since A is a competitor, it would
like to be sure that A can not use P to "read" either D
or the results produced when P runs with D. A is
willing to let B use P but would like to be sure that B
can not "steal" P and that it can charge B for each use
of P.
Provide an environment which satisfies these
requirements.

Can the model, as it is, synthesize such an environment? Can

such an environment be proven to satisfy the requirements? If

such an environment can not be synthesized, what extensions to

the model would enable it to be? Vanderbilt [Van69] has
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investigated problems of this sort; can the model be

gracefully extended to include his results?

6. Storage reclamation:

The model provides for explicit allocation of memory
ohjects from a "storage pool" but includes no means to
explicitly return cells, stacks or queues to the pool when they
are no longer needed. As the model has been defined, the
automatic reclamation of memory objects would probably require
a marking garbage collector [Knu68]. All process would
probably be forced to "pause" for at least part of the duration
of the garbage collection. 1Is it possible to tell without
marking and without forcing processes to pause which memory
objects can be reclaimed? How could the model be modified to
permit explicit "release" of memory objects? What should
happren in the event one process "releases" a memory object also
accessible to others? How would an explicit storage

reclamation mechanism interact with the notion of ownership?

8.2.2 Relating the Model to Analytic Models

The model has been developed to serve as a synthetic tool.
Given a description in terms of the model of a particular
pattern of process behavior, it would be useful to be able to
analyze the behavior for properties such as determinacy,
deadlock freeness and output functionality. The specific
properties of interest would probably depend upon the

particular behavior pattern under consideration. What would be
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required to perform such an analysis? Certainly a description
in terms of the model itself would be too complex to lend
itself to direct analysis. Could it be "compiled" into a
simpler form more tractable for analysis? What would be an
appropriate form? Could existing theoretical results be used?
Probably not without considerable modification since most such
results are obtained assuming an uninterpreted model (see
Section 1.2.3). What would be an appropriate model? What are
the relevant theorems and decision procedures? The work
reported by Van Horn [VH66], in which he partially specifies
how a "realistic" computing facility can be related to a simple
analytic model that he has developed and studied, exemplifies

the sort of work being suggested here.

8.2.3 The Model as the Basis for a Language Extension Facility

The possibility of a language extension facility that uses
the model as a semantic base merits investigation. The kind of
facility I have in mind would treat the semantics for the base
language and extensions to it uniformly. Semantics for a
language feature, whether it represents an extension or is part
of the base, would be defined in terms of transformations it
produces upon a process state or states. The base language
would be a collection of pre-defined features. Extensions to
the base would be collections of user~-defined features, defined

using the same formalism used to define the base.
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This approach to language extension is to be contrasted
with the one usually proposed in the literature which is to
specify new constructs in terms of ones existing in the base
language. The notion of the state of an evaluating mechanism
for the language, if present at all, is only weakly so. The
extender can "get his hands on" the evaluating mechanism only
indirectly through existing base language features and as a
result the extensions he can make are limited to "syntactic
sugaring" of existing constructs: hence the term "syntactic

extension".

On the other hand, if the extender can make direct
reference to the evaluating mechanism and its state in making
extensions, the language features he can define are not so
severely limited. Chapters 5, 6 and 7 have demonstrated how a
variety of linguistic constructs and control patterns, which
are not (to the best of my knowledge) expressible in
contemporary extensible languages, can be defined in terms of

the model.

The following is a sketch of the form such an extensible
language facility might take.
Syntactic specification for a language feature would be
¢
made using a variant of BNF to describe both concrete (string)

and abstract (tree) representations (see Section 1.2.1) for the

feature. For example, the "production”
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S ::= begin [DSEQ:dseq] ; [SSEQ:sseq] end nodetype block

where S (statement), DSEQ (declaration sequence) and SSEQ
(statement sequence) are previously defined non-terminal
svmbols, describes both the concrete and abstract
representations for "block" statements. The concrete
representation of a block statement is a string starting with
begin, followed by a sequence of declarations (DSEQ), followed
by a semicolon (;), followed by a sequence of statements (SSEQ)
and terminating with end. The abstract representation is a
tree whose root is a node of type block (nodetype block) from
which two branches depart. One branch, selected by dseq, leads
to the abstract representation for the declaration sequence
(DSEQ) and the other, selected by sseq, to the abstract
representation for the statement sequence (SSEQ). The tree for

a block statement can be graphically displayed:

block

tree for

tree for
DSEQ >

SSEQ

The method for semantic specification is based on the view
that the realization of the computation described by a program
is accomplished by translation followed by interpretation,
Translation is the qréation of an initial process state
"corresponding"” to the program and interpretation, the repeated

transition from state to successor state starting from that
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initial state.

The semantic specification of an extension would consist
of two parts. One part would describe the contribution an
instance of the extension in a program is to make to the prog
component of the initial process state., It would be specified
by exhibiting a fragment of p-graph corresponding to the
extension., The p-graph fragment would be described.in terms of
the abstract representation for the extension using a PGL-like
language (see Chapter 5). The other part would describe the
contribution, if any, the extension is to make to other

components of the initial state.

As an example, reconsider the "block" statement described
above and assume that the extended language is to include both
ordinary and Secret variables (see Section 6.2). Part of the
semantic specification for the "block" statement would be the
p-graph fragment:

SEMANTICS (block) =

push (proc-id.P ID, prog-id):;
set-prog-id (proc, [top:LNLAYER:new-cell(nil),
SLAYER:new-cell(nil)],
rest:prog-id.restﬂi;

SEMANTICS (block.dseq):;

set-prog-id (proc, [top:rval(SLAYER),

rest:[top:rval (NLAYER),
rest:prog-id.rest]l);

SEMANTICS (block.sseq):;
set-prog-id (proc, top-from(proc-id.P_ID))

where SEMANTICS (block.dseq) and SEMANTICS (block.sseq) are the
p~graph fragments contributed to the initial state by the

declaration and statement sequences, respectively. (This
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specification is essentially that given in Section 6.2 for the
macro block; note that an "enddec" statement is unnecessary.)
To complete the semantic specification for this extension it
would be necessary to indicate that the proc-id component of
the initial state bind the identifier P_ID to a stack

designator.

The above discussion has suggested in a very rough way how
the model might serve as a semantic base for an extensible
language. Many details have been omitted. Aside from the
missing details, a number of interesting questions arise. How
would the schemes for data type extension found in languages
such as BASEL [Che68] fit in with such an approach? It is
quite likely that the universe of discourse and the virtual
memory for the model described in this disseration would not be
entirely satisfactory for the language extension application.
What would an appropriate universe of discourse be? What
properties would an appropriate virtual memory have? Should
other changes to the model be made to make it more suitable for
the language extension application? Standish [Sta69] has noted
an interesting question in connection with language extension
concerning the compatibility of extension packages. Suppose
that a facility of the type described above is realized and
falls into widespread use. It is likely that a mode of usage
will evolve in which users make extensions to their own already
extended version of the base language by using extension

packages from a library of extensions. What can be done to
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ease the problem of incompatibility between different extension
packages? As a simple example of the kind of incompatibility
that can arise, suppose that a particular programming
application requires both the non-deterministic programming
extension package (similar to that described in macro form in
Section 6.6) and the parbegin-semaphore extension package
(similar to that described in Section 6.6). Both packages use
level 3 but for different purposes. Is it necessary to start
from scratch to define a composite package which resolves this
incompatibility? Or, is it possible by some means to
automatically or semi-automatically resolve it without

completely redefining one or both of the packages?

These questions and others like them deserve careful
investigation for the answers to them should lead to languages

which are truly extensible.
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APPENDIX 1

Summary of Prog-Items

This appendix is an alphabetical list of the prog-items
discussed in the dissertation. The entry for each prog-item
consists of

1. a description of the operands (if any) taken by the
prog-item;

2. a brief description of the effect of the prog-item;

3. reference to sections of the dissertation where a more

complete discussion of the prog-item is to be found.

The following conventions are used for specifying operands
of prog-items:

l. n, nl, n2 indicate integers;.

2. tv, tvl, tv2 indicate truthvalues;

3. 1id, idl, ..., idn indicate identifiers;

4, pi indicates a prog-item;

5. qd indicates a queue designator;

6. pd, pdl, pd2 indicate process designators;

7. rd indicates a row designator;

8. sd, depending upon the context, indicates either a
struct designator or a stack designator;

9. cd indicates a cell designator (l-value);

10, md indicates a memory designator; and
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11, v, v1, ..., vn indicate arbitrary values.

add-rlist (pdl, pi, pd2, n):
adds the entry [pd2, n] for prog-item pi to the rlist of the

process designated by pdl. (7.2)

advance (qd):
removes the item at the front of the queue designated by qgd.

(4.2)

aflag-of (pd):

the value of the aflag component of the process designated by

pd. (4.6)

and (tvl, tv2):

produces the boolean "and" of tvl and tv2. (4.3)

aug-row (rd, v):

a constructor for rows; produces the designator for a row
identical in all respects to the row designated by rd with the
single exception that it has one more component which is v.

(4.4)

aug-struct (sd, id, v)s

a constructor for structs; produces the designator for a
struct identical in all respects to the struct designated by sd
with the single exception that it has one more component which

is v and is selected by id. (4.4)
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bind (id, v):
binds id to v in the top id-layer of the process prog-id.

(4.5)

binding (id, sd):
the value to which id is bound in prog-id struct designated by

Sdo (3.5’ 4.5)

control:
produces the designator for a struct whose components are the

current values of the process prog and pc components. (4.6)

control-of (pd):

produces the designator for a struct whose components are the
values of the prog and pc components of the process designated

by pd. (4.6)

divide (nl, n2):

produces the quotient nl/n2. (4.3)

do (pi):

causes the prog-item pi to be interpreted. (4.3)

dump (n):
the value of the nth component of the process dump component.

(4.5, 4.6)

dump-of (pd, n):
the value of the nth component of the dump component of the

process designated by pd. (4.5, 4.6)
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enqueue (qd, v):
adds v to the back of the queue designated by gd. (4.2)

env:
produces the designator for a struct whose components are the
current values of the process stack, prog-id, proc-id and rp

components. (4.6)

env-of (pd):
produces the designator for a struct whose components are the
values of the stack, prog-id, proc-id and rp components of the

process designated by pd. (4.6)

eq (vl, v2):

a predicate; true if vi=VZ, false otherwise, (4.3, 4.4)

ge (nl, n2):

a predicate; true if nl > n2, false otherwise. (4.3)

gr (nl, n2):

a predicate; true if m >M2, false otherwise. (4.3)

hp (n):

the nth component of the process handler programs (hp)

component. (4.5, 4.6)

hp-of (pd, n):
the nth component of the handler programs (hp) component of the

process designated by pd. (4.5, 4.6)
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index (d, n):
for 0{n{length(d) produces the nth component or item of the
row, stack or queue designated by d; otherwise produces undef.

(4.2, 4.4)

interrupt (pd, n, v):

causes an interrupt event to occur by placing v in the gq(n)

component of the process designated by pd. (3.4)

int-p-des (pd):

produces an interrupt-only process designator from the complete

process designator pd. (7.3)

is-ident (v):

a predicate; true if v is an identifier, false otherwise,

(4.3)

is=-int (v):

a predicate; true if v is an integer, false otherwise. (4.3)

is~1lval (v):

a predicate; true if v is an l=value (cell designator), false

otherwise. (4.3)

is=nil (v):

a predicate; true if v is nil, false otherwise. (4.4)

is-proc (v):

a predicate; true if v is a process designator; false .

otherwise., (4.3)



is-prog-item (v):

a predicate;

is-gueue (v)

a predicate;

(4.3)

is=row (v):
a predicate;

(4.3)

is-stack (v)
a predicate;

(4.3)

is-struct (v):

a predicate;

true

true

true

true

true

otherwise., (4.3)

is=-truthval (v):

a predicate;

(4.3)

is-undef (v):

a predicate;

lg (nl, n2):

a predicate;

length (d):

true

true

true

if v is

if v is

if v is

if v is

if v is

if v is

if v is
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a prog~item, false otherwise. (4.3)

a queue designator, false otherwise,

a row designator, false otherwise.

a stack designator, false otherwise.

a struct designator, false

a truthvalue, false otherwise.

undef, false otherwise. (4.3)

if m1 {n2, false otherwise. (4.3)

for d a row designator, the number of components of the
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designated row; for d a stack or queue designator, the number

of items in the designated stack or queue. (4.2, 4.4)

level:

the value of the process level component. (4.5, 4.6).

level=-of (pd):
the value of the level component of the process designated by

pd. (4.5, 4.6)

minus (nl, n2):

produces the difference nl-n2, (4.3)

ne (vl, v2):

a predicate; true if vl # v2, false otherwise. (4.3)

new-cell (v):
produces the cell designator (l-value) of a newly allocated

cell which has been initialized to v, (4.2)

new-proc (sd):
produces the process designator for a newly created process

whose rlist component is sd. (4.6, 7.2)

new=-queue :
produces the queue designator of a newly allocated queue which

is empty. (4.2)

new-stack: produces the stack designator of a newly allocated

stack which is empty. (4.2)
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not (tv):

produces the boolean compliment of tv. (4.3)

or (tvl, tv2):

produces the boolean "or" of tvl and tv2. (4.3)

pe:
the value of the process pc component. (4.5, 4.6)
pc-of (pd):

the value of the pc component of the process designated by pd.

(4.5, 4.6)

plus (nl, n2):

produces the sum nl+n2. (4.3)

pop (sd):
removes the top item from the stack designated by sd. (4.2)

ErOC:

the process designator of the requesting process. (4.6)

Broc-id:

the value of the process proc-id component. (4.5, 4.6)

proc-id-of (pd): the value of the proc-id component of the

process designated by pd. (4.5, 4.6)

prog:

the value of the process prog component. (4.5, 4.6) .
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prog-of (pd):

the value of the prog component of the process designated by

pd. (4.5, 4.6)

Erog-id:

the value of the process prog-id component. (4.5, 4.6)

prog-id=-of (pd):

the value of the prog-id component of the process designated by

pd. (4.5, 4.6)

push (sd, v):
causes v to be inserted at the top of the stack designated by

sd. (4.2)

q (n):
the value of the nth component of the process queues (q)

component. (4.5, 4.6)

q-of (pd, n):
the value of the nth component of the queues (q) component of

the process designated by pd. (4.5, 4.6)

quote (v):

when the prog-item guote is interpreted, the action taken is to
push the "next" p-graph item onto the process stack and advance
the pc two nodes; if v is an identifier, quote prevents it
from being interpreted with respect to the process prog-id;
similarly, if it is a prog-item, quote prevents it from being

interpreted. (3.5, 4.3)
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read-m-des (md):
produces a read-only memory designator from the memory

designator md. (7.3)

read-p-des (pd) produces a read-only process designator from

the process designator pd. (7.3)

release (pd):

superceded by release-for (see Section 7.2); equivalent to

release-for (proc, pd). (3.6)

release~-for (pdl, pd2):

releases the process pd2 which is currently seized by process

pdl. (7.2)

rem-rlist (pdl, pi):
removes the entry for prog-item pi from the rlist of the

process designated by pdl. (7.2)

restore-dump (n):

sets the process status components to the values found in the

nth component of the process dump. (3.4)

rlist:

the value of the process rlist component. (7.2)

rlist-of (pd):
the value of the rlist component of the process designaﬁed by

pd. (7.2)
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row (n, vl, ..., vn):
a constructor for rows; produces the designator for a row of

length n whose n components are vl, ..., vn. (4.4)

Ip:

the value of the process reserve program (rp) component. (4.5,
4.6)

rp-of (pd):

the value of the reserve program (rp) component of the process

designated by pd. (4.5, 4.6)

select (sd, id):
produces the "id" component of the struct designated by sd; if

the struct has no such component, select produces undef, (4.4)

selectors (sd):
produces the designator for a row whose components are the

selectors of the struct designated by sd. (4.4)

set-aflag (pd, tv):
sets the aflag component of the process designated by pd to tv.

(4.6)

set-control (pd, sd):

sets the control components of the process designated by pd to

the components of the struct designated by sd. (4.6)

set-dump (pd, n, sd):

sets the nth component of the dump of the process designated by
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pd to sd., (4.6)

set-env (pd, sd):
sets the environment components of the process designated to

the components of the struct designated by sd. (4.6)

set=hp (pd, n, rd):
sets the nth component of the handler programs (hp) component

of the process designated by pd to rd. (4.6)

set~level (pd, n):
sets the level component of the process designated by pd to n.

(4.6)

set=-level-inactive (n):

simultaneously sets the process aflag to false and the level to

n. (4.6)

set=pc (pd, n):
sets the pc component of the process designated by pd to n.

(4.6)

set-proc-id (pd, sd):

sets the proc-id component of the process designated by pd to

sd. (4.6)

setrprog (pd, rd):

sets the prog component of the process designated by pd to rd.

(4.6)



254 Appendix 1

set-prog-id (pd, sd):

sets the prog-id component of the process designated by pd to

sd. (4.6)

set-q (pd, n, qd):
sets the nth queue of the queues (gq) component of the process

designated by pd to gd. (4.6)

set-rp (pd, rd):

sets the reserve program (rp) component of the process

designated to rd. (4.6)

set-stack (pd, sd): sets the stack component of the process
designated by pd to sd.

(4.6)

set-status (pd, sd):

sets the status components of the process designated by pd to
the values of the components of the struct designated by sd.

(4.6)

SEOE:

removes the top item from the process stack component. (4.5)

stack:

the value of the process stack. (4.5, 4.6)

stack-of (pd):

the value of the stack component of the process designated by

pd. (4.5, 4.6)
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status:
produces the designator for a struct whose components are the
current values of the process prog, pc, aflag and level

components. (4.6)

status-of (pd):
produces the designator for a struct whose components are the
value of the prog, pc, level and aflag components of the

process designated by pd. (4.6)

store (cd, v):

sets the r-value of the cell designated by cd to v. (4.2)

struct (n, idl, vl, ..., idn, vn):
a constructor for structs; produces the struct designator for
a struct having n components vl, ..., vn selected by the

selectors idl, ..., idn. (4.4)

terminate:

causes a process to cease to exist. (4.6)

times (nl, n2):

produces the product nl*n2. (4.3)

t-seize (pd):

superceded by t-seize-for (see Section 7.2); equivalent to

t-seize-for (proc, pd). (3.6)

t-seize-for (pdl, pd2):

a predicate with a side effect; an attempt is made to seize
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the process designated by pd2; if it succeeds, the sflag of
pd2 is set to pdl and the predicate produces true, otherwise it

produces false. (7.2)

t-set (cd):

predicate with a side effect; the r-value of the cell
designated by cd is examined; if the r-value is 0, it is set
to 1 and the predicate produces true; otherwise the predicate

produces false., (4.2)

unbind (id):
causes id to become unbound in the top id-layer of the process

write-m-des (md):

produces a write-only memory designator from the memory

designator md. (7.3)

write-p-des (pd):

produces a write-only process designator from the process

designator pd. (7.3)
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APPENDIX 2

The State Transition Rule

The state transition rule for the model is defined by

Figures 3.1, 3.3 and 7.2. Those figures are reproduced

together in this appendix.
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< start ’

[
yes no

sflag on? ®

Appendix 2

Is there an integer j such that:
a. 1l<jclevel;
no b. 1<&x<¢j implies g(x) empty; ves
c. g(j) not empty; and
d. hp(j) defined?
@
|
no yes
aflag on?
®
no yes store:
pc defined? prog
Pc
level
aflag

y A

yes no interpret
defi ?
rp defined 0 "instruction"
specified by
prog and pc
®
set: [
terminate
Log ¢ IR rocess
pc ¢ "beginning" P
of rp )

in dump(j) ®

set:

prog € hp(j)

pc « "beginning"

of hp(j)
level « j
aflag € true

@

j/ finish \I /

The State Transition Rule.
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l

interpret
"instruction"

?//$ specified by

prog and pc ®@

l

interﬁret p-graph
node specified
by pec

&

Y

did interpretation
of the node include

setting pc? @
]

es no

1 which situation of 3
Figure 3.3b applies?
kY,

¥ 2

set pc to yas top item in
node n @ T stack = true?
éd
set pc to set pc to
node t node £
@
E1l E2 E3 pop top E4
e/ \* - o item from | <«
stack
y
—
(a)
situation 1 situation 2 situation 3

(b)

Part 9 of the state transition rule (see Figure 3.1)
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let n be the p-graph
node specified by pc

nemé_xe_s

no

no

is there an
entry for n
on rlist?

Appendix 2

!

interpret p-graph
node specified

by pc

@

yes

/

let (Q,
the rlist entry

j) be

set sflag to Q

A

interpret

" @

3.1
3 leve%? yes siadd proc to jth
queue of Q

@

transition
complete

Part 9.1 of the state transition rule
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