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Abstract

The paper addresses the problem of solving equations
over languages, that model the problem of synthesizing an
unknown component, both in hardware and software sys-
tems. We investigate what algebraic properties must be
satisfied by a composition operator so that the related lan-
guage equation yields a general solution of the same form,
and show sufficient conditions to derive such a largest so-
lution from which the solutions of synchronous and par-
allel equations follow as special cases.

The second contribution is a transformation to study
how different composition operators relate to each other,
as instantiations of generic templates of abstract language
substitution operators, which yield synchronous and par-
allel composition as special cases.

1 Introduction

The paper addresses the problem of solving equations
over languages, that model the problem of synthesizing
an unknown component, both in hardware and software
systems. In [7, 8] we solved the problem for equations de-
fined with respect to synchronous composition (modeling
hardware ) and parallel composition (modeling software
interleaving). and described the most general solution of
those equations in a closed form involving complementa-
tion and composition. Here we investigate what algebraic
properties must be satisfied by a composition operator so
that the related language equation yields a general solu-
tion of the same form, and show sufficient conditions to
derive such a largest solution from which the solutions
of synchronous and parallel equations follow as special

cases.
The second contribution is a transformation to study

how different composition operators relate to each other,
by showing that they can be obtained by instantiating
generic templates of abstract language substitution opera-
tors, from which we derive synchronous and parallel com-
position as special cases.

Basic definitions about languages and operators are
provided in Sec. 2. Equations over languages are dis-
cussed in Sec. 3, where we highlight the sufficient con-
ditions on composition operators that allow to write the
solution in a given closed form. The relations between
composition operators are discussed in Sec. 4.

2 Languages and Operators

2.1 Background

Definition 2.1 An alphabet is a finite set of symbols. The
set of all finite strings over a fixed alphabet X is denoted
by X?. X? includes the empty string ε. A subset L ⊆ X?

is called a language over alphabet X .

Some standard operations on languages are:

1. Given languages L1 and L2, respectively over alpha-
bets X1 and X2, the language L1 ∪L2 over alphabet
X1 ∪ X2 is the union of languages L1 and L2.

2. Given languages L1 and L2, respectively over alpha-
bets X1 and X2, the language L1L2 = {αβ | α ∈
L1, β ∈ L2} over alphabet X1 ∪ X2 is the concate-
nation of languages L1 and L2. Define L0 = {ε},
Li = LLi−1. The Kleene closure of L is the set



L? = ∪∞
i=0L

i and the positive Kleene closure of L

is L+ = ∪∞
i=1L

i.

3. Given languages L1 and L2, respectively over alpha-
bets X1 and X2, the language L1 ∩L2 over alphabet
X1 ∩X2 is the intersection of languages L1 and L2.
If X1 ∩ X2 = ∅ then L1 ∩ L2 = ∅.

4. Given a language L over alphabet X , the language
L = X? \ L over alphabet X is the complement of
language L. Similarly, given languages L1 and L2,
respectively over alphabets X1 and X2, the language
L1\L2 = L1∩L2 over alphabet X1 is the difference
of languages L1 and L2.

5. Given a language L over alphabet X , the language
of all prefixes of words in L is Init(L) = {x ∈ X? |
∃y ∈ X?, xy ∈ L}.

It is useful to recall the notions of substitution and ho-
momorphism of languages [3]. A substitution f is a map-
ping of an alphabet Σ onto subsets of ∆? for some alpha-
bet ∆. The substitution f is extended to strings by setting
f(ε) = {ε} and f(xa) = f(x)f(a). An homomorphism
h is a substitution such that h(a) is a single string for each
symbol a in the alphabet Σ. We introduce some useful
operations on languages.

1. Given a language L over alphabet X × V , consider
the homomorphism p : X × V → V defined as

p((x, v)) = v,

then the language

L↓V = {p(α) | α ∈ L}

over alphabet V is the projection of language L to
alphabet V , or V -projection of L. By definition of
substitution p(ε) = ε.

2. Given a language L over alphabet X and an alphabet
V , consider the substitution l : X → X × V defined
as

l(x) = {(x, v) | v ∈ V },

then the language

L↑V = {l(α) | α ∈ L}

over alphabet X × V is the lifting of language L

to alphabet V , or V -lifting of L. By definition of
substitution l(ε) = {ε}.

3. Given a language L over alphabet X ∪ V , consider
the homomorphism r : X ∪ V → V defined as

r(y) =

{

y if y ∈ V

ε if y ∈ X \ V
,

then the language

L⇓V = {r(α) | α ∈ L}

over alphabet V is the restriction of language L to
alphabet V , or V -restriction of L, i.e., words in L⇓V

are obtained from those in L by deleting all the sym-
bols in X that are not symbols in V . By definition of
substitution r(ε) = ε.

4. Given a language L over alphabet X and an alphabet
V disjoint from X , consider the mapping e : X →
X ∪ V defined as

e(x) = {αxβ | α, β ∈ V ?},

then the language

L⇑V = {e(α) | α ∈ L}

over alphabet X ∪ V is the expansion of language
L to alphabet V , or V -expansion of L, i.e., words in
L⇑V are obtained from those in L by inserting any-
where in them words from V ?. Notice that e is not a
substitution and that e(ε) = {α | α ∈ V ?}.

By definition ∅↓V = ∅, ∅↑V = ∅, ∅⇓V = ∅, ∅⇑V = ∅.

2.2 Algebraic Properties of Operators

The following straightforward facts hold between the pro-
jection and lifting operators, and between the restriction
and expansion operators. In the following, unless other-
wise stated, the union is taken over non-disjoint alphabets.

Proposition 2.1 The following relations hold.
(a) Given alphabets X and Y , and a language L over al-
phabet X , then (L↑Y )↓X = L.
(b) Given alphabets X and Y , and a language L over al-
phabet X × Y , then (L↓X)↑Y ⊇ L.
(c) Given alphabets X and Y (X , Y disjoint), and a lan-
guage L over alphabet X , then (L⇑Y )⇓X = L.
(d) Given alphabets X and Y (X , Y disjoint), and a lan-
guage L over alphabet X ∪ Y , then (L⇓X)⇑Y ⊇ L.

Proposition 2.2 The following distributive laws for ↑ and
↓ hold.
(a) Let L1, L2 be languages over alphabet U . Then ↑
commutes with ∪

(L1 ∪ L2)↑I = L1 ↑I ∪ L2 ↑I .

(b) Let L1, L2 be languages over alphabet U . Then ↑
commutes with ∩

(L1 ∩ L2)↑I = L1 ↑I ∩ L2 ↑I .

(c) Let M1, M2 be languages over alphabet I × U . Then
↓ commutes with ∪

(M1 ∪ M2)↓U = M1 ↓U ∪ M2 ↓U .



(d) Let M1, M2 be languages over alphabet I × U . If
M2 = (M2 ↓U )↑I (or M1 = (M1 ↓U )↑I ) then ↓ commutes
with ∩

(M1 ∩ M2)↓U = M1 ↓U ∩ M2 ↓U .

Proof. (L1 ∩ L2)↑I = L1 ↑I ∩ L2 ↑I .
(⇒) If the string (i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈ (L1 ∩ L2)↑I ,

then u1 . . . uk ∈ L1 ∩ L2; thus u1 . . . uk ∈ L1,
u1 . . . uk ∈ L2, and so (i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈
L1 ↑I , (i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈ L2 ↑I , implying
(i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈ L1 ↑I ∩ L2 ↑I .

(⇐) If the string (i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈ L1 ↑I ∩ L2 ↑I ,
then (i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈ L1 ↑I , (i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈
L2 ↑I ; thus u1 . . . uk ∈ L1, u1 . . . uk ∈ L2, implying
u1 . . . uk ∈ L1 ∩ L2, and so (i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈ (L1 ∩
L2)↑I .

Similarly one proves the first and third identity involv-
ing ∪.

(M1 ∩ M2)↓U = M1 ↓U ∩ M2 ↓U .
(⇒) If the string u1 . . . uk ∈ (M1 ∩ M2)↓U then there

exists i1 . . . ik such that (i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈ M1 ∩ M2,
i.e., (i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈ M1, (i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈ M2,
and so u1 . . . uk ∈ M1 ↓U and u1 . . . uk ∈ M2 ↓U .

(⇐) If the string u1 . . . uk ∈ M1 ↓U ∩ M2 ↓U , i.e.,
u1 . . . uk ∈ M1 ↓U and u1 . . . uk ∈ M2 ↓U , then there
exists i1 . . . ik such that (i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈ M1. More-
over, since M2 = (M2 ↓U )↑I , from u1 . . . uk ∈ M2 ↓U

it follows that (i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈ M2. In summary,
(i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈ M1 and (i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈ M2,
implying (i1, u1) . . . (ik, uk) ∈ M1 ∩ M2, from which
follows u1 . . . uk ∈ (M1 ∩ M2)↓U . 2

Example 2.1 We show that the last identity (M1 ∩
M2)↓U = M1 ↓U ∩ M2 ↓U does not hold without an ad-
ditional hypothesis. Consider I = {a, b}, U = {u},
M1 = {au}, M2 = {bu}, then (M1 ∩M2)↓U = ∅↓U = ∅
and M1 ↓U ∩M2 ↓U = {u} ∩ {u} = {u}. Notice that au

and bu are words of length 1 on the alphabet I × U .

Proposition 2.3 The following distributive laws for ⇑
and ⇓ hold.
(a) Let L1, L2 be languages over alphabet U . Then ⇑
commutes with ∪

(L1 ∪ L2)⇑I = L1 ⇑I ∪ L2 ⇑I .

(b) Let L1, L2 be languages over alphabet U . Then ⇑
commutes with ∩

(L1 ∩ L2)⇑I = L1 ⇑I ∩ L2 ⇑I .

(c) Let M1, M2 be languages over alphabet I ∪ U . Then
⇓ commutes with ∪

(M1 ∪ M2)⇓U = M1 ⇓U ∪ M2 ⇓U .

(d) Let M1, M2 be languages over alphabet I ∪ U . If
M2 = (M2 ⇓U )⇑I (or M1 = (M1 ⇓U )⇑I ) then ⇓ com-
mutes with ∩

(M1 ∩ M2)⇓U = M1 ⇓U ∩ M2 ⇓U .

Proof. (L1 ∩ L2)⇑I = L1 ⇑I ∩ L2 ⇑I .
(⇒) If the string α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈ (L1 ∩ L2)⇑I

and α1, . . . , αk, αk+1 ∈ I?, then u1 . . . uk ∈ L1 ∩
L2; thus u1 . . . uk ∈ L1, u1 . . . uk ∈ L2, and so
α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈ L1 ⇑I , α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈
L2 ⇑I , implying α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈ L1 ⇑I ∩ L2 ⇑I .

(⇐) If the string α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈ L1 ⇑I ∩
L2 ⇑I , then it holds that α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈ L1 ⇑I

and α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈ L2 ⇑I ; thus u1 . . . uk ∈ L1,
u1 . . . uk ∈ L2, implying that u1 . . . uk ∈ L1 ∩ L2, and
so α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈ (L1 ∩ L2)⇑I .

Similarly one proves the first and third identity involv-
ing ∪.

(M1 ∩ M2)⇓U = M1 ⇓U ∩ M2 ⇓U .
(⇒) If the string u1 . . . uk ∈ (M1 ∩ M2)⇓U

then there are α1, . . . αk, αk+1 ∈ I? such
that α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈ M1 ∩ M2, i.e.,
α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈ M1, α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈ M2,
and so u1 . . . uk ∈ M1 ⇓U and u1 . . . uk ∈ M2 ⇓U .

(⇐) If the string u1 . . . uk ∈ M1 ⇓U ∩ M2 ⇓U ,
i.e., u1 . . . uk ∈ M1 ⇓U and u1 . . . uk ∈ M2 ⇓U ,
then there exists α1 . . . αkαk+1 ∈ I? such that
α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈ M1. Moreover, since
M2 = (M2 ⇓U )⇑I , from u1 . . . uk ∈ M2 ⇓U it fol-
lows that α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈ M2. In summary,
α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈ M1 and α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈
M2, implying α1u1 . . . αkukαk+1 ∈ M1 ∩ M2, from
which follows u1 . . . uk ∈ (M1 ∩ M2)⇓U . 2

Example 2.2 We show that the last identity (M1 ∩
M2)⇓U = M1 ⇓U ∩ M2 ⇓U does not hold without an
additional hypothesis. Consider I = {a, b}, U = {u},
M1 = {au}, M2 = {bu}, then (M1∩M2)⇓U = ∅⇓U = ∅
and M1 ⇓U ∩M2 ⇓U = {u}∩ {u} = {u}. Notice that au

and bu are words of length 2 on the alphabet I ∪ U .

Regular languages, corresponding to finite automata,
play a special role in hardware and software synthesis.
Regular languages are closed under union, concatena-
tion, complementation and intersection. Also regular lan-
guages are closed under projection, lifting and restriction,
because they are closed under substitution [3]. Regular
languages are closed under expansion, because there is an
algorithm that, given the finite automaton of a language,
returns the finite automaton of the expanded language.

2.3 Composition of Languages

Consider two systems A and B with associated languages
L(A) and L(B). The systems communicate with each



other by a channel U and with the environment by chan-
nels I and O. We introduce two composition operators
that describe the external behaviour of the composition of
L(A) and L(B).

Definition 2.2 Given the disjoint alphabets I, U, O, lan-
guage L1 over I × U and language L2 over U × O, the
synchronous composition of languages L1 and L2 is the
language 1 [(L1)↑O ∩ (L2)↑I ]↓I×O, denoted by L1 • L2,
defined over I × O.

Definition 2.3 Given the disjoint alphabets I, U, O, lan-
guage L1 over I ∪ U and language L2 over U ∪ O, the
parallel composition of languages L1 and L2 is the lan-
guage [(L1)⇑O∩(L2)⇑I ]⇓I∪O , denoted by L1�L2, defined
over I ∪ O.

By definition of the operations ↓V , ↑V , ⇓V , ⇑V , ⇑(V,l) it
follows that ∅ • L = L • ∅ = ∅, ∅ � L = L � ∅ = ∅.

Variants of synchronous composition are introduced
in [2] as product, × (with the comment sometimes called
completely synchronous composition), and in [4] as syn-
chronous parallel composition, ⊗. Variants of parallel
composition are introduced in [2] as parallel composition,
‖ (with the comment often called synchronous composi-
tion), and in [4] as interleaving parallel composition, ‖;
the same operator was called asynchronous composition
in [6]. These definitions were usually introduced for reg-
ular languages; actually they were more commonly given
for finite automata.

It has also been noticed by Kurshan [4] and Arnold [1]
that asynchronous systems can also be modeled with the
synchronous interpretation, using null transitions to keep
a transition system in the same state for an arbitrary pe-
riod of time. Kurshan [4] observes that: “While syn-
chronous product often is thought to be a simple -even
uninteresting!- type of coordination, it can be shown that,
through use of nondeterminism, this conceptually sim-
ple coordination serves to model the most general ‘asyn-
chronous’ coordination, i.e., where processes progress at
arbitrary rates relative to one another. In fact the ‘inter-
leaving’ model, the most common model for asynchrony
in the software community, can be viewed as a special
case of this synchronous product.” A discussion can be
found in [5].

3 Equations over Languages

3.1 Language Equations under Abstract
Composition

In this section we introduce symbols to represent opera-
tors defined over alphabets and languages, namely:

1Use the same order I×U×O in the languages (L1)↑O and (L2)↑I .

• let ◦ denote an operator between alphabets, e.g., ◦
could be × or ∪;

• let � denote a composition operator between lan-
guages, defined as

L1 � L2 = [(L1)>O ∩ (L2)>I ]⊥I◦O

where > and ⊥ denote a language substitution op-
erator, e.g., > could be ↑, ⊥ could be ↓, and so �
would denote the synchronous composition operator
• and ◦ would denote × (or > could be ⇑, ⊥ could
be ⇓, and so � would denote the parallel composi-
tion operator � and ◦ would denote ∪).

Given the disjoint alphabets I, U, O, a language A over
alphabet I ◦ U and a language C over alphabet I ◦ O,
consider the language equation

A � X ⊆ C. (1)

We address the question of providing a closed-form so-
lution of such language equation with respect to an ab-
stract composition operator � under the less restrictive
algebraic conditions.

Definition 3.1 Given alphabets I, U, O, a language A

over alphabet I◦U and a language C over alphabet I◦O,
language B over alphabet U ◦ O is called a solution of
the equation A � X ⊆ C iff A � B ⊆ C. A solution is
called the largest solution if it contains any other solu-
tion. B = ∅ is the trivial solution.

The following theorem states requirements on the sub-
stitution operators > and ⊥ that allow writing the largest

solution in the closed-form S = A � C .

Theorem 3.1 If the substitution operators > and ⊥ are
such that

H1 : Given alphabets X, Y and language L over X ,
(L>Y )⊥X = L

H2 : Given alphabets X, Y and languages L1, L2 over
Y ◦X , if L1 = (L1⊥X)>Y or L2 = (L2⊥X)>Y then
(L1 ∩ L2)⊥X = L1 ⊥X ∩ L2 ⊥X

then the largest solution of the equation A � X ⊆ C is

the language S = A � C.

Proof. Consider a string α ∈ (U ◦ O)?, then α is in the
largest solution of A � X ⊆ C iff A � {α} ⊆ C and the



following chain of equivalences follows:

A � {α} ⊆ C ⇔

(A>O ∩ {α}>I)⊥I◦O ∩ C = ∅ ⇔

by Hyp. H1 : C = (C>U )⊥I◦O

(A>O ∩ {α}>I)⊥I◦O ∩ (C>U )⊥I◦O = ∅ ⇔

by Hyp. H2 : ∩ and ⊥ commute

(A>O ∩ {α}>I ∩ C>U )⊥I◦O = ∅ ⇔

A>O ∩ {α}>I ∩ C>U = ∅ ⇔

(A>O ∩ {α}>I ∩ C>U )⊥U◦O = ∅ ⇔

by Hyp. H2 : ∩ and ⊥ commute

({α}>I)⊥U◦O ∩ (A>O ∩ C>U )⊥U◦O = ∅ ⇔

by Hyp. H1 : ({α}>I)⊥U◦O = {α}

{α} ∩ (A>O ∩ C>U )⊥U◦O = ∅ ⇔

α 6∈ (A>O ∩ C>U )⊥U◦O ⇔

α ∈ (A>O ∩ C>U )⊥U◦O ⇔

α ∈ A � C

Therefore the largest solution of the language equation
A � X ⊆ C is given by the language

S = A � C. (2)

2

It is an open question whether the previous sufficient con-
ditions are the less restrictive ones and so also necessary.

3.2 Language Equations under Syn-
chronous and Parallel Composition

We can deduce as corollaries of Th. 3.1 the solutions of
synchronous equation A•X ⊆ C and of parallel equation
A � X ⊆ C.

Given the disjoint alphabets I, U, O, a language A over
alphabet I × U and a language C over alphabet I × O,
consider the language equation

A • X ⊆ C. (3)

Definition 3.2 Given alphabets I, U, O, a language A

over alphabet I × U and a language C over alphabet
I × O, language B over alphabet U × O is called a so-
lution of the equation A • X ⊆ C iff A • B ⊆ C. A
solution is called the largest solution if it contains any
other solution. B = ∅ is the trivial solution.

Corollary 3.1 The largest solution of the equation A •

X ⊆ C is the language S = A • C.

Proof. The proof follows from Th. 3.1, noticing that Hyp.
H1 holds due to Prop. 2.1(a) and Hyp. H2 holds due
to Prop. 2.2(d). The hypothesis under which the latter

proposition holds is verified (in the first instance because
((C↑U )↓I×O)↑U = C↑U and in the second instance be-
cause {α}↑I = (({α}↑I)↓U×O)↑I ).

For ease of reading we repeat the steps of the proof spe-
cialized to synchronous composition.

Consider a string α ∈ (U ×O)?, then α is in the largest
solution of A•X ⊆ C iff A•{α} ⊆ C and the following
chain of equivalences follows:

A • {α} ⊆ C ⇔

(A↑O ∩ {α}↑I)↓I×O ∩ C = ∅ ⇔

by Prop. 2.1(a) C = (C↑U )↓I×O

(A↑O ∩ {α}↑I)↓I×O ∩ (C↑U )↓I×O = ∅ ⇔

by Prop. 2.2(d) since ((C↑U )↓I×O)↑U = C↑U

(A↑O ∩ {α}↑I ∩ C↑U )↓I×O = ∅ ⇔

A↑O ∩ {α}↑I ∩ C↑U = ∅ ⇔

(A↑O ∩ {α}↑I ∩ C↑U )↓U×O = ∅ ⇔

by Prop. 2.2(d) since {α}↑I = (({α}↑I)↓U×O)↑I

({α}↑I)↓U×O ∩ (A↑O ∩ C↑U )↓U×O = ∅ ⇔

by Prop. 2.1(a) ({α}↑I)↓U×O = {α}

{α} ∩ (A↑O ∩ C↑U )↓U×O = ∅ ⇔

α 6∈ (A↑O ∩ C↑U )↓U×O ⇔

α ∈ (A↑O ∩ C↑U )↓U×O ⇔

α ∈ A • C

2

Given pairwise disjoint alphabets I, U, O, a language A

over alphabet I∪U and a language C over alphabet I∪O,
consider the language equation

A � X ⊆ C. (4)

Definition 3.3 Given pairwise disjoint alphabets I, U, O,
a language A over alphabet I ∪U and a language C over
alphabet I∪O, language B over alphabet U ∪O is called
a solution of the equation A � X ⊆ C iff A � B ⊆ C.
The largest solution is a solution that contains any other
solution. B = ∅ is the trivial solution.

Corollary 3.2 The largest solution of the equation A �

X ⊆ C is the language S = A � C.

Proof. The proof follows from Th. 3.1, noticing that
Hyp. H1 holds due to Prop. 2.1(c) and Hyp. H2 holds
due to Prop. 2.3(d). The hypothesis under which the latter
proposition holds is verified (in the first instance because
((C⇑U )⇓I∪O)⇑U = C⇑U and in the second instance
because {α}⇑I = (({α}⇑I )⇓U∪O)⇑I ). 2



4 Relation between Composition
Operators

This section introduces a transformation that sheds light
on how different composition operators relate to each
other, by showing that they can be obtained by instanti-
ating generic templates of > and ⊥ language substitution
operators. In particular we show how synchronous and
parallel composition are obtained by specializing the >
and ⊥ operators.

We suppose to introduce a new alphabet symbol µ

(“silent” symbol) that is different from any existing alpha-
bet symbol, and we add µ to every alphabet under consid-
eration.

Given the languages LA over alphabet I ∪ U and LB

over alphabet U ∪ O, consider the following transforma-
tion that yields the languages L̃A and L̃B over alphabet
I × U × O.
For each string in LA or in LB :

1. replace each symbol i by the triple iµµ, each symbol
u by µuµ and each symbol o by µµo;

2. insert the regular expression (µµµ)? after each word
prefix.

Example 4.1 The string i1u2u1i2 ∈ LA is transformed
into the set of strings

(µµµ)?i1µµ(µµµ)?µu2µ(µµµ)?µu1µ(µµµ)?i2µµ(µµµ)?

∈ L̃A.

Similarly, given the languages LA over alphabet I ×
U and LB over alphabet U × O, consider the following
transformation that yields the languages L̃A and L̃B over
alphabet I × U × O.
For each string in LA or in LB :

1. replace each pair iu by the triple iuµ and each pair
uo by the triple µuo;

2. insert the regular expression (µµµ)? after each word
prefix.

The previous transformations can be generalized to lan-
guages over alphabets obtained by a composition of ∪ and
× operators (where ∪ models the interleaving of channels
and × models the synchronization of channels). By delet-
ing the occurrences of the silent symbol µ one goes back
from L̃A and L̃B to LA and LB.

This transformation can be used to solve parallel equa-
tions by means of a solver for synchronous equations.

Given the transformed languages L̃A and L̃B, each de-
fined over alphabet I×U×O, introduce now the language
substitution operators >I : I × U × O → 2I×U×O and
>O : I × U × O → 2I×U×O, and the language homo-
morphism operator ⊥IO : I × U × O → I × U × O.

Definition 4.1 LA � LB is the language obtained by
deleting all silent symbols µ from the language

(L̃A >O ∩ L̃B >I)⊥IO .

By choosing specific instances of the > and⊥ operators
one gets the well-known synchronous and parallel compo-
sition operators (and many more, according to what chan-
nels are synchronized and which ones are interleaved).

Synchronous composition, •, is obtained by the follow-
ing choices

>O For > O to realize ↑O, each triple iuµ is re-
placed by the set {iuo | o ∈ O} and the triple
µµµ is replaced by the set {µµµ};

>I For > I to realize ↑I , each triple µuo is replaced
by the set {iuo | i ∈ I} and the triple µµµ is
replaced by the set {µµµ};

⊥IO For ⊥ IO to realize ↓I×O, each triple iuo is
replaced by the triple iµo, whereas the triple
µµµ stays the same.

Parallel composition, �, is obtained by the following
choices

>O For > O to realize ⇑O, the triples iµµ and µuµ

stay the same, whereas the triple µµµ is re-
placed by the set {µµo | o ∈ O};

>I For > I to realize ⇑I , the triples µuµ and µµo

stay the same, whereas the triple µµµ is re-
placed by the set {iµµ | i ∈ I};

⊥IO For ⊥ IO to realize ⇓I×O, the triples iµµ, µµo

and µµµ stay the same, whereas the triple µuµ

is replaced by the triple µµµ.

5 Conclusions

This paper reports work in progress on the semantics of
composition operators deployed in the definition and so-
lution of the unknown component problem. It states a set
of sufficient conditions to be satisfied by a composition
operator so that the related language equation admits a
given closed-form solution.

Moreover, it argues how different composition opera-
tors can be obtained as specific instances of abstract lan-
guage substitution operators, showing in particular the
derivation of synchronous and parallel composition.
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