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Appendix B

(normative)

Formal Syntax and Semantics of Accellera PSL

This appendix formally describes the syntax and semantics of the tem-
poral layer.

B.1 Typed-text representation of symbols

Table 1 shows the mapping of various symbols used in this definition to
the corresponding typed-text Sugar representation.

Verilog VHDL EDL

→ |-> |-> |->

⇒ |=> |=> |=>

→ -> -> ->

↔ <-> <-> <->

¬ ! not !

∧ && and &

∨ || or |

.. : to ..

〈 〉 [ ] ( ) ( )

Table 1. Typed-text symbols in the Verilog, VHDL, and EDL flavors

Note:
For reasons of simplicity, the syntax given herein is more flexible than
the one defined by the extended BNF (given in Appendix A). That is,
some of the expressions which are legal here are not legal under the BNF
Grammar. Users should use the stricter syntax, as defined by the BNF
grammar in Appendix A.

B.2 Syntax

The logic Accellera PSL is defined with respect to a non-empty set of
atomic propositions P and a given set of boolean expressions B over P .
We assume two designated boolean expression true and false belong to
B.

Definition 1 (Sequential Extended Regular Expressions (SEREs)).
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– Every boolean expression b ∈ B is a SERE.
– If r, r1, and r2 are SEREs, and c is a boolean expression, then the

following are SEREs:
• {r} • r1 ; r2 • r1 : r2 • r1 | r2

• r1 && r2 • [∗0] • r[∗] • r@c

Definition 2 (Formulas of the Foundation Language (FL formu-
las)).

– If b is a boolean expression then both b and b! are FL formulas1.
– If ϕ and ψ are FL formulas, r, r1, r2 are SEREs, and b a boolean ex-

pression, then the following are FL formulas:
• (ϕ) • ¬ϕ • ϕ ∧ ψ • r! • r
• X! ϕ • [ϕ U ψ] • ϕ abort b • r→ϕ • ϕ@b

Definition 3 (Formulas of the Optional Branching Extension (OBE)).

– Every boolean expression is an OBE formula.
– If f , f1, and f2 are OBE formulas, then so are the following:
• (f)
• ¬f
• f1 ∧ f2

• EXf
• E[f1 U f2]
• EGf

Additional OBE operators are derived from these as follows:

– f1 ∨ f2 = ¬(¬f1 ∧ ¬f2)
– f1 → f2 = ¬f1 ∨ f2

– f1 ↔ f2 = (f1 → f2) ∧ (f2 → f1)
– EFf = E[true U f ]
– AXf = ¬EX¬f
– A[f1 U f2] = ¬(E[¬f2 U (¬f1 ∧ ¬f2)] ∨ EG¬f2)
– AGf = ¬E[true U ¬f ]
– AFf = A[true U f ]

Definition 4 (Accellera PSL Formulas).

– Every FL formula is an Accellera PSL formula.
– Every OBE formula is an Accellera PSL formula.

In Section B.3, we show additional operators which provide syntactic
sugaring to the ones above.
1 We define formal semantics for both strong and weak booleans [2]. However, strong

booleans are not accessible to the user.
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B.3 Semantics

B.3.1 Semantics of FL formulas

The semantics of FL is defined with respect to finite and infinite words
over Σ = 2P ∪ {>,⊥}. We denote a letter from Σ by ` and an empty,
finite, or infinite word from Σ by u, v, or w (possibly with subscripts).
We denote the length of word v as |v|. An empty word v = ε has length
0, a finite word v = (`0`1`2 · · · `n) has length n + 1, and an infinite
word has length ∞. We use i, j, and k to denote non-negative integers.
We denote the ith letter of v by vi−1 (since counting of letters starts at
zero). We denote by vi.. the suffix of v starting at vi. That is, for every
i < |v|, vi.. = vivi+1 · · · vn or vi.. = vivi+1 · · ·. We denote by vi..j the
finite sequence of letters starting from vi and ending in vj. That is, for
j ≥ i, vi..j = vivi+1 · · · vj and for j < i, vi..j = ε. We use `ω to denote an
infinite-length word, each letter of which is `.

We use v to denote the word obtained by replacing every > with a ⊥
and vice versa. We call v the complement of v.

The semantics of FL formulas over words is defined inductively, using
as the base case the semantics of boolean expressions over letters in Σ.
The semantics of boolean expression is assumed to be given as a relation
⊆ Σ×B relating letters in Σ with boolean expressions in B. If (`, b) ∈
we say that the letter ` satisfies the boolean expression b and denote

it ` b. We assume the two special letters > and ⊥ behave as follows: for
every boolean expression b, > b and ⊥ /b. We assume that otherwise the
boolean relation behaves in the usual manner. In particular, that for
every letter ` ∈ 2P , atomic proposition p ∈ P and boolean expressions
b, b1, b2 ∈ B (i) ` p iff p ∈ `, (ii) ` ¬b iff ` /b, and (iii) ` true and
` / false. Finally, we assume that for every letter ` ∈ Σ, ` b1 ∧ b2 iff
` b1 and ` b2.

B.3.1.1 Unclocked Semantics

B.3.1.1.1 Semantics of unclocked SEREs

Unclocked SEREs are defined over finite words from the alphabet Σ.

The notation v |≡r, where r is a SERE and v a finite word means that
v models tightly r. The semantics of unclocked SEREs are defined as
follows, where b denotes a boolean expression, and r, r1, and r2 denote
unclocked SEREs.

– v |≡{r} ⇐⇒ v |≡r
– v |≡b⇐⇒ |v| = 1 and v0 b
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– v |≡r1 ; r2 ⇐⇒ ∃v1, v2 s.t. v = v1v2, v1 |≡r1, and v2 |≡r2

– v |≡r1 : r2 ⇐⇒ ∃v1, v2, and ` s.t. v = v1`v2, v1` |≡r1, and `v2 |≡r2

– v |≡r1 | r2 ⇐⇒ v |≡r1 or v |≡r2

– v |≡r1 && r2 ⇐⇒ v |≡r1 and v |≡r2

– v |≡[∗0]⇐⇒ v = ε

– v |≡r[∗]⇐⇒ either v |≡[∗0] or ∃v1, v2 s.t. v1 6= ε, v = v1v2, v1 |≡r and

v2 |≡r[∗]

B.3.1.1.2 Semantics of unclocked FL

We refer to a formula of FL with no @ operator as an unclocked formula.
Let v be a finite or infinite word, b be a boolean expression, r, r1, r2

unclocked SEREs, and ϕ, ψ unclocked FL formulas. We use |= to define

the semantics of unclocked FL formulas: If v |=ϕ we say that v models
(or satisfies) ϕ.

1. v |=(ϕ)⇐⇒ v |=ϕ
2. v |=¬ϕ⇐⇒ v |=/ ϕ
3. v |=ϕ ∧ ψ ⇐⇒ v |=ϕ and v |=ψ
4. v |=b!⇐⇒ |v| > 0 and v0 b

5. v |=b⇐⇒ |v| = 0 or v0 b

6. v |=r!⇐⇒ ∃j < |v| s.t. v0..j |≡r
7. v |=r ⇐⇒ ∀j < |v|, v0..j>ω |=r!
8. v |=X! ϕ⇐⇒ |v| > 1 and v1.. |=ϕ
9. v |=[ϕUψ]⇐⇒ ∃k < |v| s.t. vk.. |=ψ, and ∀j < k, vj.. |=ϕ

10. v |=ϕ abort b⇐⇒ either v |=ϕ or ∃j < |v| s.t. vj b and v0..j−1>ω |=ϕ
11. v |= r→ϕ⇐⇒ ∀j < |v| s.t. v0..j |≡r, vj.. |= ϕ

Notes:

1. The semantics given here for the ltl operator and the abort oper-
ator is equivalent to the truncated semantics given in [1] which is

interpreted over 2P rather than over 2P ∪ {>,⊥}. Using |=• for the
semantics in [1] the following proposition states the equivalence: Let
w be a finite word over 2P , and let ϕ be a formula of ltl

trunc. Then
the three following equivalences hold:

w |=•− ϕ⇐⇒ w>ω |=ϕ
w |=•ϕ⇐⇒ w |=ϕ
w |=•+

ϕ⇐⇒ w⊥ω |=ϕ
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2. Using |=• as in the note 1 above, we use holds strongly for |=•+ , holds

for |=•, and holds weakly for |=•− . The remaining terminology of Sec-
tion 4.4.6 is formally defined as follows:

– ϕ is pending on word w iff w |=•− ϕ and w |=•/ ϕ
– ϕ fails on word w iff w |=•−/ ϕ

3. There is a subtle difference between boolean negation and formula
negation. For instance, consider the formula ¬b. If ¬ is boolean nega-
tion, then ¬b holds on an empty path. If ¬ is formula negation, then
¬b does not hold on an empty path. Rather than introduce distinct
operators for boolean and formula negation, we instead adopt the
convention that negation applied to a boolean expression is boolean
negation. This does not restrict expressivity, as formula negation of b
can be expressed as (¬b)!.

B.3.1.2 Clocked Semantics

We say that finite word v is a clock tick of c iff |v| > 0 and v|v|−1 c and
for every natural number i < |v| − 1, vi ¬c.

B.3.1.2.1 Semantics of clocked SEREs

Clocked SEREs are defined over finite words from the alphabet Σ and a

boolean expression that serves as the clock context. The notation v |≡c r,
where r is a SERE and c is a boolean expression, means that v models
tightly r in context of clock c. The semantics of clocked SEREs are defined
as follows, where b, c, and c1 denote boolean expressions, r, r1, and r2

denote clocked SEREs.

– v |≡c {r} ⇐⇒ v |≡c r
– v |≡c b⇐⇒ v is a clock tick of c and v|v|−1 b
– v |≡c r1 ; r2 ⇐⇒ ∃v1, v2 s.t. v = v1v2, v1 |≡c r1, and v2 |≡c r2

– v |≡c r1 : r2 ⇐⇒ ∃v1, v2, and ` s.t. v = v1`v2, v1` |≡c r1, and `v2 |≡c r2

– v |≡c r1 | r2 ⇐⇒ v |≡c r1 or v |≡c r2

– v |≡c r1 && r2 ⇐⇒ v |≡c r1 and v |≡c r2

– v |≡c [∗0]⇐⇒ v = ε

– v |≡c r[∗]⇐⇒ either v |≡c [∗0] or ∃v1, v2 s.t. v1 6= ε, v = v1v2, v1 |≡c r and

v2 |≡c r[∗]
– v |≡c r@c1 ⇐⇒ v |≡c1 r
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B.3.1.2.2 Semantics of clocked FL

The semantics of (clocked) FL formulas is defined with respect to fi-
nite/infinite words over Σ and a boolean expression c which serves as
the clock context. Let v be a finite or infinite word, b, c, c1 boolean ex-

pressions, r, r1, r2 SEREs, and ϕ, ψ FL formulas. We use |=c to define the

semantics of FL formulas. If v |=c ϕ we say that v models (or satisfies) ϕ
in the context of clock c.

1. v |=c (ϕ)⇐⇒ v |=c ϕ
2. v |=c ¬ϕ⇐⇒ v |=/c ϕ
3. v |=c ϕ ∧ ψ ⇐⇒ v |=c ϕ and v |=c ψ
4. v |=c b!⇐⇒ ∃j < |v| s.t. v0..j is a clock tick of c and vj b

5. v |=c b⇐⇒ ∀j < |v| s.t. v0..j is a clock tick of c, vj b

6. v |=c r!⇐⇒ ∃j < |v| s.t. v0..j |≡c r
7. v |=c r ⇐⇒ ∀j < |v|, v0..j>ω |=c r!
8. v |=c X! f ⇐⇒ ∃j < k < |v| s.t. v0..j and vj+1..k are clock ticks of c

and vk.. |=c f
9. v |=c [ϕUψ] ⇐⇒ ∃k < |v| s.t. vk c, vk.. |=c ψ, and ∀j < k s.t. vj c,

vj.. |=c ϕ
10. v |=c ϕ abort b⇐⇒ either v |=c ϕ or ∃j < |v| s.t. vj b and v0..j−1>ω |=c ϕ
11. v |=c r→ϕ⇐⇒ ∀j < |v| s.t. v0..j |≡c r, vj.. |=c ϕ
12. v |=c ϕ@c1 ⇐⇒ v |=c1 ϕ

Note:
The clocked semantics for the ltl subset follows the clocks paper [2],
with the exception that strength is applied at the boolean level rather
than at the propositional level.

B.2.2 Semantics of OBE formulas

The semantics of OBE formulas are defined over states in the model,
rather than finite or infinite words. A model is a quintuple (S, S0, R, P, L),
where S is a finite set of states, S0 ⊆ S is a set of initial states, R ⊆ S×S
is the transition relation, P is a non-empty set of atomic propositions,
and L is the valuation, a function L : S −→ 2P , mapping each state with
a set of atomic propositions valid in that state.

A path π is a finite (or infinite) sequence of states π = (π0, π1, π2, · · · , πn)
(or π = (π0, π1, π2, · · ·)). A computation path π of a model M is a fi-
nite (or infinite) path π such that for every i < n, R(πi, πi+1) and
for no s, R(πn, s) (or such that for every i, R(πi, πi+1)). Given a finite
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(or infinite) path π, we define L̂, an extension of the valuation func-

tion L from states to paths as follows: L̂(π) = L(π0)L(π1) . . . L(πn) (or

L̂(π) = L(π0)L(π1) . . . ). Thus we have a mapping from states in M to
letters of 2P , and from finite (or infinite) sequences of states in M to
finite (or infinite) words over 2P .

The semantics of OBE formulas are defined inductively, using as the
base case the semantics of boolean expressions over letters in 2P . The
semantics of boolean expression is assumed to be given as a relation
⊆ 2P × B relating letters in 2P with boolean expressions in B. If

(`, b) ∈ we say that the letter ` satisfies the boolean expression b
and denote it ` b. We assume that the boolean relation behaves in
the usual manner. In particular, that for every letter ` ∈ 2P , atomic
proposition p ∈ P and boolean expressions b, b1, b2 ∈ B (i) ` p iff p ∈ `,
(ii) ` ¬b iff ` /b, (iii) ` b1 ∧ b2 iff ` b1 and ` b2, and (iv) ` true and
` / false.

The notation M, s |= f means that formula f holds in state s of model
M . The notation M |= f is equivalent to ∀s ∈ S0 : M, s |= f . In other
words, f is valid for every initial state of M . The semantics of an OBE
formula are defined as follows2, where b denotes a boolean expression and
f , f1, and f2 denote OBE formulas.

– M, s |= b⇐⇒ L(s) b
– M, s |= (f)⇐⇒M, s |= f
– M, s |= ¬f ⇐⇒M, s 6|= f
– M, s |= f1 ∧ f2 ⇐⇒M, s |= f1 and M, s |= f2

– M, s |= EX f ⇐⇒ there exists a computation path π of M such that
|π| > 1, π0 = s, and M,π1 |= f

– M, s |= E[f1 U f2]⇐⇒ there exists a computation path π of M such
that π0 = s and there exists k < |π| such that M,πk |= f2 and for
every j such that j < k: M,πj |= f1

– M, s |= EG f ⇐⇒ there exists a computation path π of M such that
π0 = s and for every j such that 0 ≤ j < |π|: M,πj |= f

B.4 Syntactic Sugaring

The remainder of the temporal layer is syntactic sugar. In other words, it
does not add expressive power, and every piece of syntactic sugar can be
defined in terms of the basic FL operators presented above. The syntactic
sugar is defined below.
2 The semantics are those of standard CTL.
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Note: the definitions given here do not necessarily represent the most
efficient implementation. In some cases, there is an equivalent syntactic
sugaring, or a direct implementation, that is more efficient.

B.3.1 Additional SERE operators

If i, j, k, and l are integer constants such that i ≥ 0, j ≥ i, k ≥ 1 and
l ≥ k, then additional SERE operators can be viewed as abbreviations
of the basic SERE operators defined above, as follows, where b denotes
a boolean expression, and r denotes a SERE.

– r[+]
def
= r; r[∗]

– r[∗0]
def
= [∗0]

– r[∗k]
def
=

k times︷ ︸︸ ︷
r; r; ...; r

– r[∗i..j] def
= r[∗i] | ... | r[∗j]

– r[∗i..] def
= r[∗i]; r[∗]

– r[∗..i] def
= r[∗0] | ... | r[∗i]

– r[∗..] def
= r[∗0..]

– [+]
def
= true[+]

– [∗] def
= true[∗]

– [∗i] def
= true[∗i]

– [∗i..j] def
= true[∗i..j]

– [∗i..] def
= true[∗i..]

– [∗..i] def
= true[∗..i]

– [∗..] def
= true[∗..]

– b[= i]
def
= {¬b[∗]; b}[∗i];¬b[∗]

– b[= i..j]
def
= b[= i] | ... | b[= j]

– b[= i..]
def
= b[= i]; [∗]

– b[= ..i]
def
= b[= 0] | ... | b[= i]

– b[= ..]
def
= b[= 0..]

– b[→]
def
= ¬b[∗]; b

– b[→ k]
def
= {¬b[∗]; b}[∗k]

– b[→ k..l]
def
= b[→ k] | ... | b[→ l]

– b[→ k..]
def
= b[→ k] | {b[→ k]; [∗]; b}

– b[→ ..k]
def
= b[→ 1] | ... | b[→ k]
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– b[→ ..]
def
= b[→ 1..]

– r1 & r2
def
= {{r1} && {r2; true[∗]}} | {{r1; true[∗]} && {r2}}

– r1 within r2
def
= {[∗]; r1; [∗]} && {r2}

B.3.2 Additional FL operators

If i, j, k and l are integers such that i ≥ 0, j ≥ i, k > 0 and l ≥ k then
additional operators can be viewed as abbreviations of the basic operators
defined above, as follows, where b denotes a boolean expression, r, r1, and
r2 denote SEREs, and ϕ, ϕ1, and ϕ2 denote FL formulas.

– ϕ1 ∨ ϕ2
def
= ¬(¬ϕ1 ∧ ¬ϕ2)

– ϕ1 → ϕ2
def
= ¬ϕ1 ∨ ϕ2

– ϕ1 ↔ ϕ2
def
= (ϕ1 → ϕ2) ∧ (ϕ2 → ϕ1)

– Fϕ
def
= [true U ϕ]

– Gϕ
def
= ¬F¬ϕ

– Xϕ
def
= ¬X! ¬ϕ

– [ϕ1 W ϕ2]
def
= [ϕ1 U ϕ2] ∨Gϕ1

– always ϕ
def
= G ϕ

– never ϕ
def
= G ¬ϕ

– next! ϕ
def
= X! ϕ

– next ϕ
def
= X ϕ

– eventually! ϕ
def
= Fϕ

– ϕ1 until! ϕ2
def
= [ϕ1 U ϕ2]

– ϕ1 until ϕ2
def
= [ϕ1 W ϕ2]

– ϕ1 until! ϕ2
def
= [ϕ1 U ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2]

– ϕ1 until ϕ2
def
= [ϕ1 W ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2]

– ϕ1 before! ϕ2
def
= [¬ϕ2 U ϕ1 ∧ ¬ϕ2]

– ϕ1 before ϕ2
def
= [¬ϕ2 W ϕ1 ∧ ¬ϕ2]

– ϕ1 before! ϕ2
def
= [¬ϕ2 U ϕ1]

– ϕ1 before ϕ2
def
= [¬ϕ2 W ϕ1]

– X! [i]ϕ
def
=

i times︷ ︸︸ ︷
X! X! ...X! ϕ
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– X[i]ϕ
def
=

i times︷ ︸︸ ︷
XX...X ϕ

– next![i] ϕ
def
= X! [i] ϕ

– next[i] ϕ
def
= X[i] ϕ

– next a![i..j]ϕ
def
= (X![i]ϕ) ∧ . . . ∧ (X![j]ϕ)

– next a[i..j]ϕ
def
= (X[i]ϕ) ∧ . . . ∧ (X[j]ϕ)

– next e![i..j]ϕ
def
= (X![i]ϕ) ∨ . . . ∨ (X![j]ϕ)

– next e[i..j]ϕ
def
= (X[i]ϕ) ∨ . . . ∨ (X[j]ϕ)

– next event!(b)(ϕ)
def
= [¬b U b ∧ ϕ]

– next event(b)(ϕ)
def
= [¬b W b ∧ ϕ]

– next event!(b)[k](ϕ)
def
= next event!(b)

k−1 times︷ ︸︸ ︷
(X! next event!(b)...(X! next event!(b)(ϕ))...)

– next event(b)[k](ϕ)
def
= next event(b)

k−1 times︷ ︸︸ ︷
(Xnext event(b)...(Xnext event(b)(ϕ))...)

– next event a!(b)[k..l](ϕ)
def
= next event!(b)[k](ϕ)∧...∧next event!(b)[l](ϕ)

– next event a(b)[k..l](ϕ)
def
= next event(b)[k](ϕ)∧...∧next event(b)[l](ϕ)

– next event e!(b)[k..l](ϕ)
def
= next event!(b)[k](ϕ)∨...∨next event!(b)[l](ϕ)

– next event e(b)[k..l](ϕ)
def
= next event(b)[k](ϕ)∨....∨next event(b)[l](ϕ)

– r(ϕ)
def
= r→ϕ

– r⇒ϕ
def
= {r; true} →ϕ

B.3.4 Forall

If f is an Accellera PSL formula, v0, v1, · · · , vn are constants, and j, k, l
and m are integers, then the following are Accellera PSL formulas:

– forall i in {v0, v1, · · · , vn} : f
– forall i in j..k : f
– forall i in boolean : f
– forall i〈l..m〉 in {v0, v1, · · · , vn} : f
– forall i〈l..m〉 in j..k : f
– forall i〈l..m〉 in boolean : f

Forall does not add expressive power. Rather, it can be viewed as
additional syntactic sugar, as follows:
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– forall i in {v0, v1, · · · , vn} : f
def
=

∧
u∈{v0,v1,···,vn}

f [i← u]

– forall i in j..k : f
def
=

k∧
u=j

f [i← u]

– forall i in boolean : f
def
=

1∧
u=0

f [i← u]

– forall i〈l..m〉 in {v0, v1, · · · , vn} : f
def
=

∧
ul∈{v0,v1,···,vn}

. . .
∧

um∈{v0,v1,···,vn}

f [i〈l..m〉 ← 〈ul..um〉]

– forall i〈l..m〉 in j..k : f
def
=

k∧
ul=j

. . .
k∧

um=j

f [i〈l..m〉 ← 〈ul..um〉]

– forall i〈l..m〉 in boolean : f
def
=

1∧
ul=0

. . .

1∧
um=0

f [i〈l...m〉 ← 〈ul..um〉]

where f [i ← u] is the formula obtained from f by replacing every
occurrence of i by u and f [i〈l..m〉 ← 〈ul..um〉] is the formula obtained
from f by replacing every occurrence of ij with uj.

B.5 Rewriting rules for clocks

In Section B.2.2 we gave the semantics of clocked FL formulas directly.
There is an equivalent definition in terms of unclocked FL formulas, as
follows: Starting from the outermost clock, use the following rules to
translate clocked SEREs into unclocked SEREs, and clocked FL formulas
into unclocked FL formulas.

The rewrite rules for SEREs are:

1. Rc({r}) = Rc(r)

2. Rc(b) = ¬c[∗]; c ∧ b
3. Rc(r1 ; r2) = Rc(r1) ;Rc(r2)

4. Rc(r1 : r2) = {Rc(r1)} : {Rc(r2)}
5. Rc(r1 | r2) = {Rc(r1)} | {Rc(r2)}
6. Rc(r1 && r2) = {Rc(r1)} && {Rc(r2)}
7. Rc([∗0]) = [∗0]

8. Rc(r[∗]) = {Rc(r)}[∗]
9. Rc(r@c1) = Rc1(r)
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The rewrite rules for FL formulas are:

1. F c((ϕ)) = (F c(ϕ))

2. F c(b!) = [¬c U (c ∧ b)]

3. F c(b) = [¬c W (c ∧ b)]

4. F c(¬ϕ) = ¬F c(ϕ)

5. F c(ϕ ∧ ψ) = (F c(ϕ) ∧ F c(ψ))

6. F c(X!ϕ) = [¬c U (c ∧X! [¬c U (c ∧ F c(ϕ))])]

7. F c(ϕ U ψ) = [(c→ F c(ϕ)) U (c ∧ F c(ψ))]

8. F c(ϕ abort b) = F c(ϕ) abort b

9. F c(ϕ@c1) = F c1(ϕ)

10. F c(r→ϕ) = Rc(r)→F c(ϕ)

11. F c(r!) = Rc(r)!

12. F c(r) = Rc(r)

NOTE The v1.1 formal semantics presented here correct the three
anomalies described in Section B.6 of the LRM v1.0. An additional
anomaly, since discovered, is not yet corrected. It is as follows: the log-
ical contradiction false is considered to be weakly satisfiable, but the
structural contradiction {{a}&&{a; a}} is not. For instance, the property
F false holds weakly on a finite path, but the property F{{a}&&{a; a}}
does not. This issue will be addressed in the next version of the formal
semantics. From the user’s point of view, this will have minimal effect,
since it is a corner case resulting from the use of a non-satisfiable SERE.
From a tool builder’s point of view, this will have minimal effect since
the change involves removing one step in the algorithm that builds the
automaton for a given SERE (the step that removes states from which
there is no accepting run).
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