5525 4 55 5 MR R K FE 2R (S RFEAR) Vol.25 No.5
2022 49 H Journal of Hunan University of Science and Technology ( Social Science Edition) Sep. 2022

doi;10.13582/j.cnki. 1672-7835.2022.05.005

ETHURaANSZEER
Agent 32 B 1l HEIR

KA, 5B

CEBOE: Pfebe, 2 AL 230039)

B E:Agent REWMPOE“ T IHEMH Agent Z A" HBWA, A TREXRZWH R, KEMNERA A
%5 Agent MM ZE T MR AN E AKX, @A SEBATRRFEW L, ZH,TUXN S Agent RAWRE
WNHATHEE, Hib, FEEIF - X VURAEZT, ZEF R EAARA A G EER AN BN T5EF, T4
WX ERH#ATRTMEE, BT E XTI HTHRE, LARETATHRAHEARS FLHEHEAEX

A EEHSRENAE
KSBIF & — LU 4K Agent; T A 1 X
hE 4 %S B8l XERFRERAD: A

Agent ( ARSI REIR) 7 NZEE BE Zh¥)H fiE
FHLAS B RE MY 58— A D 2 3 3o A% SR A5 B B
5i,JF BAS BTV E T T BB SEA, Al e Sy
MIEGN 3 5 B SR SR B, B B S8 A
N ERREAE = R IIRE, FF A AN LR RE VA
K P 0 24 I e g 94 7 A SR 43 A A B A R R
(A NN TR RE) BSEK , R, Agent FIZ2 A-
gent RGEWTFE N N TR BESEAH OGS 55 1Y

N T RARE Agent (148 REPE I 1 5 HC 3 Pk
%f 32 H Y (interaction protocols ) 47 @A, i 15
AT R Z A2 H AT DA B | e (2
B SEEHE A, X PR B — 2 pp (first
—class protocol ) ” o 7 L4 AE Harel 25 (2000)®
Miller 5 McBuney ( 2007® 20119) | i — T

14 %5 B #7:2022-06-03

XEHS :1672-7835(2022) 05-0035-10

(2022) ©R ik KLl L, ) FH 020 i ) 2 32
( Propositional Dynamic Logic, faj #f PDL) ——L
A, ST Agent B — RS H P FIALRL

— [EERY

X2 Agent( LK) RGLH PP IE I 2
EPTECH ML SO ST, R £k S
PR IT RESC AR 5, I HLASE AT IS5 B X S A
ACH A TRE i, e BB A (1) 3RA T 2K
LA PR PR A 5 Ul — B, BRI
G g 5 (2) MR HURE Bt it 2 0 A
BOHATAZH; (3) EMALIB T I AN BEX B4 T
HE LA E RN, X= A MAET
SR EARE AT A IERA A 2T T ER

AR AT AN A 4 B ) R SREAIL A 1

ELW A : [ A2Pl 2 E 5 W0 H (20FZXB037) 3 2R WA BHIFEE /i 0 H (ZK2021A0023)

PEZF A KR (1970—) 2, PUNFEFEN , (-, Bz, Wb AR 0l , 2 Agent BEIEHFIA TB BEZ BHIDTSE

O3k  (FF BDLZ 4R S TAT A RIER RV R ) (2 3h25) 2013 4R55 1 4,

@ 2%, B0 N T RE AU (55 4 B ) , 1A Hh Rk 2010 4F R, 55 313 1T,

(®Harel D, Kozen D, Tiuryn J. Dynamic Logic. Cambridge; The MIT Press, 2000.

@Miller T, Mcburney P. “Using constraints and process algebra for specification of first—class agent interaction protocols” . Engineering Socie-
ties in the Agent World VII, Vol. 4457 of LNAI, Berlin/Heidelberg: Springer, 2007 : 245-264.

®Miller T, Mcburney P. “Propositional dynamic logic for reasoning about first—class agent interaction protocols”.Computational Intelligence ,

2011, 27(3) : 422-457.

O©AF—7L: (BEZ MR TR S L) , SN TR TH AR BE 2410 2022 4£55 2 1.

35



IR R R E A 4l (LSRR

2022 4E45 5

P20, MR AES A7 B o K A B Lt P R 2k
BT 2 BT DI R s P, X EER A — 2
IMAFAET 2 EAR R G0 SCRY v 1A 2t B PR AL
{UERZ 58 KL DRH B MR . PG
HIR FOBE R PR IC T 5, B 450 B B X b 3=
AR Xt e A 2RSS AL B O e N . B R Z (A A
—2 55,

A FEARECR m—H T8 g A
KMHAZH M RRRES G T LUE B B 5
filh, {HR X 615 5 WA RS B S, LA BEFR
PV 3 S, T SO 18T 1) AR ) A
RELZEN, AILFES LI H T 2L
LI, X S6IE 5 B AL A AN AR R, 40 . BT Petri
W@ L F 75 B DR R E O 5L TR P R
7O, 4545, Eijk 45 (2003) Offi F 25 5 R 4t (con-
straint system ) 13 FE A FXT 2 FR R G 47
BL LIS IEHEZRN & F R Z [ A |, AR
AT 532 5 (PDL) AR, SCRERT 25 R HERE

CL A — L2 38 ) ] i 2y 25 2 5 PDL 3%
R YL 4N : Paurobally 4§ (2005 ) ©f {5
SRS X PDL #6474 J , NI ST
— P REAE X AR BT B 5 F PDL-
BI, Brak ££(2004) @4 PDL B 2 H T ¥ 1Lk B
15 5, Miller 5 McGinnis (2011) #| f§ PDL %
RASA 5 5 4 1 0 PR SGHA T F R FIAE R, Frb pp
BOE SUA B LI RV AT

I Bk 2 1) i A B 25 32 4 (PDL) ——L,, %
T LA S — M A5 R AT RN R A
TR TZOE I HER, BPA 95 L, 24,

L, 2R HA AT SR oS e, T ELiZ 0% B A
AR BR ) DAy 52 ) A 2 DR 3 T B9 2 BR i
I, AR R AR /D R G AR AT LIS
MEAE— 2RO o Xk AR S i 2otk 2
A ERAOEDR S AT A, ol AR IE 4802
IR PRSI A TS0, R BRI X H K 2% A
W BT S B BSOCR EA T HE B, B AT T 1) AR
F% M sl vl LA 32 % i BE 52 B H BR 94T 8 5
o BEMEXT PRI AT HER A A T ATEIZ 17
TR, DT e i3 26 3 R B AT S5 3

EMAEH PO BT B RA Agent 2
[ Pr IR B, A IR B 5 X Se
BOE SCT vh AL, T W LR RV SERE A5
BR? KIENERA? fFamtkits H—3
1IN N PN N E (RPN Wi 2
EARFR G A A iz 47 I (runtime value ) 1fij 7
TE o X IR U] Kk A5 B £ T BN
B SRR BRI TR] Rk S e B R LS
BRI (AR o MRS — RN, 2 5 &
TR UG BRI %08 5 I A0k AE SO, mitn] UG £
S R FR U A BUROR o 58 HL PR SO i
W RS ER N TR 3-S5 A VRN WIS
SCPE G AT AR RO RO, - = A 4 L e 4
SR X SRR U P S e b S I AR B9 SR

TH SRR T SCJE 8 0 6 2 A 2 R85 110 21 o £
P i, BrisCRLIN A I« 4552 26 38 4 38 AR
[A], Aok M TH B R ORI SORE AR .
TREFR IR, 0, B AR fEiL L %

(DMiller T, Mchurney P. “Propositional dynamic logic for reasoning about first-class agent interaction protocols”. Computational Intelligence ,

2011, 27(3) ,p.422.

@Milner R. A Calculus of Communicating Systems. Secaucus: Springer-Verlag, 1980.

@Milner R. Communicating and Mobile Systems: The Pi-Calculus. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1999.

@Silva L P D, Winikoff M, Liu W. “Extending agent by transmitting protocols in open systems” . Proceedings of the Challenges in Open agent
Systems Workshop, Melbourne, Australia, 2003.

®Desai N, Singh M P. “ A modular action description language for protocol composition”. Proceedings of the 22nd Conference on Artificial In-
telligence ( AAAI), Menlo Park, CA. AAAI Press, 2007; 962-967.

©®Robertson D. “Multi—agent coordination as distributed logic programming” . Proceedings of the International Conference on Logic Program-
ming, Vol. 3132 of LNCS, Berlin: Springer, 2004 416-430.

(DEijk R M V, et al. “A verification framework for agent communication”. Autonomous agent and Multi—agent Systems. 2003, 6(2) : 185—
219.

®Paurobally S, Cunningham J, Jennings N R. “A formal framework for agent interaction semantics”. Proceedings of the 4th International
Joint Conference on Autonomous agent and Multi—agent Systems, New York: ACM Press, 2005; 91-98.

©@Brak R L, Fleuriot J D, McGinnis J. “Theorem proving for protocol languages”. Proceedings of the European Union Multi—agent Systems
Workshop, Barcelona, Spain, 2004.

0Singh M P. “A social semantics for agent communication languages”. Issues in Agent Communication, Vol. 1916 of LNCS, Heidelberg:
Springer—Verlag, 2000 31-45.

36



525 %

TR, 2 « BT U A B A5 B Y Agent S HPMSCHERE

RIS R — A
BRI AT RS B AR, IR AR AT DL
TE KRR 20T B A R ] DL 5
AT . o T AR RE A BEATHE B, A0 LA —
ol SR RE A FRAE ) 7 S ABERA

I, it B SOR AR — 2 DS i H
A AR (1) Bt B e &
AT RATHBRPRSOE S, AR F2 R DUEL AT A% 128 A1
P IISCE S5 (2) B WA - T B 0 S 23
F P SCEAT R S B 5 (3) A 2 P sl bIL i AT 3%
P FARLEBAT IR RERE X PR SGHATHERE , Tl X [
AN TR BIRESL R RI DU RN AR LU i 326 TR 3 S A W]
PAssc i S B H s (4) shaS T A T Aeis
AT ] LB i 26— R SOR SEBL H AR o

= E—EWUURBAIES

S — ML IE R AT DI R 15 B
PTG AT B 5 A T BN T
I T R BTG, 3% HLZA H H A T METE X

(—) EER

h TSI E R AT RET 2 R
F X B, (messages ) 1115 & (information ) i#£47
A LA L SRS B, A2 IE T 1
BRI o RS ] B LRl 5 (U R 2 35 28 2
FEF®) R LI B T A

EXARESE): MR ARG N
BIREAHET, «,T, min, max, A, §), Hif &
JEF AR, ep e T EOR IR 7, T i/ B AR
T, min JETH 1 /NG &K, max JETH ) B Koo
2 AR TR, R O ROE T

i FH R Fm iz & L% IE S P A 4
WL o BT X ARARGEPITE
FESL T — M7, 13 a o b TR b HIG(E Bk
T a,Hra,beL, a=b & acpb Hbepa”fiy
BE . FEARCH, Z TR UL, a 1 b £R(E
B AR TC AT B v R AETT, o § Fom
2P, afIBRN I, © =" o A S RIS

ShE L,

AR EA T EMERZ — (D) ET
AR, AN p=1, 3 p BAapBiARIT; (2) (/b b
S G Bl eTy, HdoFl § FBIE LI (3)
B2, o, Hheie 2R, v eAJEE T,

FEVFXHE B RIE A F AT ¢ epm
dFEF(c o d) , HEFRRM, HAbA B
FHYE ANE o fH ] vars (@) KRR IAE Y
oI A HAE TG, BIFEH A 1 AR T BB
SRR TG, 4 oRR BR T2 G v Z 40, 724
WoH B TG A2 JCEB B BRI, RIS 0= diuncorn
0o FIAERT T/, ol v/ul £im: v o
YA u, Ble[v/u] ={,((u=v)To) .

(=) s s

B—RMEIIE R M TaE S G
18 (across channel) % 3% Y71 BJ2 “ 1l LR AL =
FEREW” F78h. BEMRESFERLENE
i, RS R 8 5 S, Sl A A 2 5 2
ful R HOR A R AR

ENX 2(AIE) B — KU WIE 5 Ak
FESLANTE S

(Da:= g el@umi) o BloU Blvary -
a/D(v) ;

(2)¢:: = aloUil s

(3¢ ==0hbs
Ha e BATREFAR, 2, ¢ BAEL L
AR Mot AR B E AW, i TARRGEH
BRI, R, 75 R A& T A 1k
FOVF, T HASRE F R W e 1 2R

HFATE A U w0 O 18 S BIRESLAT LA 561
fa B, Hi 2551 ¢ Fn B R 2 0TH B M At &
RS T RARFE B, (i, ) RRNSH
FH RIS E R EE, QR ¢, TR
B, 200 2 UL AS T I A5 R G B A
fFo 295, HI T AR m 2 FhRid g 2 Rm
HEMZHR” , HAb S B, Mo, o

Ja BAAFTTBEOFUIR A 75 20 A (inertia)

(MMiller T, Mcburney P. “Propositional dynamic logic for reasoning about first-class agent interaction protocols” . Computational Intelligence
s ) P! ) g g g P P 8 s

2011, 27(3), p.424.

@Baader F, et al. The Description Logic Handbook: Theory, Implementation, Applications. Cambridge, UK. Cambridge University Press,

2003.

®Boer F S D, et al. “Proving concurrent constraint programs correct” .ACM Transactions on Programming Languages and Systems, 1997, 19

(5): 685-725.

37



IR R R E A 4l (LSRR

2022 4E45 5

AOME, B J5 8 25 A b AT A el el ) AR
AE SC, TR b AT B Al AR ST A, i
KRR IETH B0, 150, cp U, , NTT LTI B 1H 5
P s, ST B

SEG 1 J5 - PRI min eSS e (book., ee) COSE
(book, fee) 7R RS S M 1EH A $2405E i it —
A5 (book ) YR (quote) o 4 R R iy B4R 5 4
X — B (RIAETC fee) , i S(BA2T00) o
RRFT S 2 %% B prensent_quote ( bool, fee)T fee
=5 45/EE AR — 22005 B CEMR M 5)
AT A2 BB, 3k 23 W R R X AR E B
GRS . AT min 5 A AR T B
/INITR .

YL e R F U RRR AL e, H
e B—AE I, FaR MR O YA SRET
AL, WA R RTH R o X LT il g 2552
5 PDL (I3, 0 0?7 X 2
WL AE PDL wh g AT DL B A2 A,
BB e KFE/R“min—e”

SE WRSAT AR FISE1 e st s s Bl
A, AR a BRI, B Ao BFIR o FIBIY T
FIE L, aU B adfll B[] B AN B i Pk %
var) « a7R IR T RFERASTE v Z AN, TE AN R
T 78 v ERAH U GG 245 DAREE

TESEA] 1 v BARIG AR T v 1B, BT
S48 v FRIRME FIH 2 3% Z iR 1, T HASRE
IR F PO R 5 B AR R RS AR T
Z RN, T HLAS RE 4 S i — AR 25 1 {8 ( BP
5) o IXATLAGE LI R 28 ST A W 5E - (variable de-
claration operator ) D K #E L X Fl 47 K. D =4
Blrg- g (V<5) ami SV V=V +, Hrpine(v) 24
IS TCAE A B AR o X6 Ry 75 BH AR ST Y 2 SR AE
HAEAERN QR A, R, 5 8 A0 v, 1Y
YRS TR BRSNS v ISR, flin, ek 2S
v=5 IR ITH R, WS & AN, (v=5 T v, =
v)Tv=vy+l, XBfvy=51Tv=6,]5EIRE v=6,

EX 3 (R AA) : P Ui W 2 A% o N
(Vis Vaurer ,v,) = g IRSUE LAY RS (collec-
tion) , Hirp NOZ PR, i, (v, vy, e,
v,) evars (o) J& ML aH B B 2T, PRAT LA
S 5 HA PR s 44 B A 2, R fo v s e
7E Lo

S 2 45 S 1 AR B SR N & 2

38

WA THR AT B AT S5 AR S AT AR E 5
) 2 R, IR 25 1 — A U A% . 1 A AT LU
ZEARL XD o WRAE R 2 X A A% (]
p FRIZLATR) AR AT LA ST, SR 5 R, L mT
W AR AR S B (] g FomiZanid) o

HH AR AR & BB R S 2 — A S PR
( Conditional Commitments, fij # CC) , FHIE N
CC(S, A, p, q), FFHE : R amdl p HE, B4
YEE A RIS AT S WA g, 4R p
H,NE R C(S, A, q). Al request ( book ) 3
N AR B RN BT H R A3 #2547 H2 f ; publish
(book) 27K : tH WU © 48 3 WIZ 15 5 pay (fee) £
N AEE C AT T R DR (fee) o

7&i# CC(S, A, publish(book) , pay(fee) )3
A VEE A E2IE (accept) 5, WK AT HY
Wi %%, 455 A cc_accept( book, fee) , 7Kifi CC(S,
A, cc_accept(book, pay), publish(book))ZR/N:
— BAEE A GRS B A, R R AR RO
F, 455 N cc_promise ( book, fee)

N T RSN P AR BTG RO A3 AT
A (request_quote) . HAGHAMIE: — Bk,
VEE A AR RE S AR Mo =7 R A KD
R S A SR AR R AR s O, T HAE AT
— IR R A A AT s, B

(1) request_quote =, —request ( book ) T—ce_
promise (book, =) w5 D

WAE, BRR AT S A iX M (present_quote ) , I
ARG VRS R RRZ . 808 TERA1EH
TORPEARM A IE LT, R AT LA WA AR
RIEARHr B

(2) present_quote =, ,—cc_promise ( book, —)
p q def P

(hook) TqUESE ( ook )

:(S, A 1
W;Scs}rquuom( book, fee) CC_prOmlSe( bOOk ’ fee)

Ve AT IR 2R, 0 AT LA 32 i i (accept
_quote) , AR IZ A — H UL AT R B -
(3) accept_quote =, cc_promise ( book, fee)

Sl ) e book. fee) CC_accept (book , fee)

ccept_quote

VE# A W LU IR HL 7S ATHL.(EPO) |, T
JEAT AT R B R, B

(4) pay =4 cc _
Sl 20( A, book, fee) PRY ( fe€)

5, AR T LB B A 45 1E &, B

(5) send _book =, cc_accept ( book, fee)

promise ( book, fee )

i B book) deliver (book )

e



525 % TR, 2 - 55T g Al

BASE Y Agent S H P IfER

1) A2 PP AR EEOR - 2R ik I B AT AL A0
RS RSB A5 o BN, DI E - — ELI AR
e TR R R, A 2 B ST R B o i 22 s
XS5 B —J LA T Rk B
" AT LI, B A EERS bR S S0 E AT
AR, AR b 7 bSO 2 A PR i &2
Tk

FESE) 2 A2 (1) —(5) X 5 AMRT
AMLATRAFIA S ALY, i Hal DU e 2 A So ke
ZAE AT AR et R AFEAE AN ST 3R il
MET R A G T8 A b 2 17
N IR A ]

T2 UMY E SCIR B4 . il , 752 i) 2 o
H5E 5 KBS 9 PR 23 - A A e 4 2R (A
FOAZAT R AY ) , Bl : transaction =, quotation
finalize , — 25 4 A, 0 RS A0 K oy LAGZ A A
Hi R, 3% 7T F present_quote F-HRSOR L], 1E&
A AR AR 52 AR L AR M 5 AR AR, DRV
SCAHRAT B

(6) quotation = { request _ quote | ; present _
quote; ( accept_quote U reject_quote )

HAPAERG 5 | | 37K request_quote S2 ] BEAY,
Bl A AT. X ot = eUa, FIE AW
Philla, BAF2HALBEIZ= I &)

el 2 v Y R A 2R (finalize ) ST H R
SR, nl LASEEE AT AR A A3 5 Ak, o] BASE
ASFRIE ST R 5 5 A0 R 52 5 W7 B8 3K AL P
B AEZARM IR AN (—ee_accept) , R4
PR AR RS P e, B

(7) finalize = ,(pay; send_book) U (send_
book ; pay) U ( TCC yecept(book, fee) € )

S 2 B (7)) 2 (1), wlnl LA
TOBONES — 2R AL G55 T AR A B R PRl
HOE e T v PN N [ DR Ny D R ]
AT REA ] o

(=) SMEIFEX

PR AR — R UM IR 5 M ANETE X,
PET S, 5 B2 . HAMETE S8 SO —41
B (trace) , T HAFERER E SCT i £ RS8R %
(R S 51 B A5 RS D

EXA(BENEIEN) 5K HTE L
SR AL SRR I T A IR ER A R A
PR R E O = J0 A, AR — AN J0 3R 2 BRLER 1 I
ERES (prestate) , 55 —ANTT R KR 5 518 32 1Y
FPo 5 = A Te R R SRR

TS LRI B S A AR S SRR
Lpo 165 LW A AT BE B R 2H B A6 (187 PR R
) E X o (Lo xDp, xLr), Horp o B4R oK
B, L3R L-1 alse ]

O — R ITE S SCR BB iy 2 £ —
@ (LoxIp xpe) o D S o (9 75
HH£E (set of declarations) ;f, JE7EI1E e A N FR
N B RER R REL L, . N> (LoxT g, xc) T
MG 44 PR i B BRER AR . R, 25— 2K b
W AMETE St ARA B BUE CRIPR BT, 15 3]
PPN SRR SR R, 2N D FIER
15 e I, SORF AT

U e E O — 0L B BRI Y
& H P BCATH R, T ELR SRS S RS
MR, B D b—e I= 0t (o, O, @) lper Ul s

R PRSOE SO IR BRER AR A — AT R
W RS IR BB A LR A=A TR 2
GG HERAR ¢, AR, , T He, L
b, BEHEZME L, A RRE 2@ (9,Te) , H
F @ (LxL)— L7285 K E (overriding
function) , & SN QM U = 1l Thyucy) 0o AR
SR—DFWAR, 5o P EE A I ZTHE
FRWIE B A b B BT R BE a , TT HCA Y 78 T AR
A B B UGS SO AT

[ il P D=0 L (o, (e (R ) @), oBCo
W10 [(@ep U) ACQ,TO @ b, T ") |

FOVF BRI B2 X0 25 AR A L
FUE AE—NH I AT B e, BRA
RERUE 25 HORAS . Bl an, 72 52 1 Y Js 5 B il
min .,w\,g;f;e n’:_)quole(bm)k, o cost ( book , fee) Ht HY il 75 32
PE—AN R B AR, A R IR T AEBAT fee =5
O R A R B, IR 4 05 B AR AR
5B, UG E AL TG fee [(EH. 55— 2K DML
THE IAMETE SOl 4 B JE RS 1Y
— IR ARPATIZRA o (9, T0") o TESA 1,

(DMiller T, Mcburney P. “Propositional dynamic logic for reasoning about first—class agent interaction protocols” .Computational Intelligence ,

2011, 27(3) . 429-431.

39



IR R R E A 4l (LSRR

2022 4E45 5

ME—fif TR 5 2 02 fee =5, [, J5 ER A AE cost
(book, fee) T fee =5, X A] A 4L 4 A cost ( book,
5) o BRI PSR IRAT R AR E PR, B &
6 FAARTT LATEAS 7] 1) 05 2 29 R 2 ) R AT e 455 (2
% ﬁ%’%#ﬁ?&ﬂ@ﬁ%%ﬁﬁfﬁﬁ% B 5 R

FAFLAROK A & A iSRS AR E
EI’J 1_1“3 HrEREES TR EFMEP RN

A TC.

KU I A Mo BATLAE B oy
ERASAE R BRI AT ERAS RE X
[a; B]]:defg ((P’ $;Ns,y, ¢") 1ig" - ((P, S15, @

") elaln(e’, s,, ") lpll
Hrp s, N s, KIRIFH] s, Fl s, FHEK

S — UM B AN R P B o U BT LA 3
“ Mol B 2 i T A BR B 19 57 K 2 Lo U B
= lal UlBI,

BAETHE var) - oIS S, 128, M a
EHPAT MHAETE S (context) A —A>Z P
R BATC vo A v 2D BCRE T A 4
I, A0 R v X S8 H B, 7 FRUAT o [ A
PAToZ G, A A BJm AR TT v B R & AR

[N(w)(e)[v/v]
[[D,N(V>]](e>= aer{ €(N)
nG M N(v)=

Horp D X PRI o EAT AR f R I N 2 b
WAAFR, u fl v EEAETC, e EMEE, uG ZEAMXTF
TRIT I BREL G NSl

FEBERE S BUE A RS RRYE D A A 5%
XA FR . LEHE—FELL T, 51 I 2 F% N
e AR (HJR AR TT R AVERC Y s 3 v A 51
FHERE AT R u, XA N(v) AT 5B T N(u) o
TER ZAMEOLT N FEREE e B IE, NI e
REFE N IE LR e(N)) o FE5H = Fi g &L
TLN(v) SRTEE AV ECAR 6 SCH i & A
Wi e R G(Z2) =D, al(e{NZ}),
TS e MRS B P a, T H e(N)
W Z . G AX TRy i/ AR SR (el
pG) BN N RN (H, X TAER N BG4
P HAE SCH S RSO0 e (N) 2 o

fbo B, —H A To, 78 v 158 H BB R
Ji, HL2Z A0 A B 72800 v ROk 21 H G
BRI, o R

[var! - o=, 1 (@, s, i, 0T9) | (&, 0T,
s, ¢) elalri;o'=i(i, T ) |

B LRI (3 oT U, s, @) elalFFs - 1
JPF s ATk BIRESL, of & TR o, 15

AR HIAETC, AR 4 v AT A B B B
K’%’!aﬁt,—EﬁLﬁTa BET TEERSe .
SUGTRRI R @' =4 (&, T U) R J5 EIRE v
FIARETRTERS v B e TR
ARG EARA . &, @' Fn B E AR T
v S KA H BT B AZRTIARTE v, R, 22
Lo T8 A WA 1, 0 Thi@o LR BR TR
JC v ZHh TERT EAR A o H B BT A 728 TR e
B, Bl s o= Svars() W Po XA AT LU AE T v R
REEAER RS .

FEVFIMSGE I E B T LA 25 A
o PG| (protocol reference) fYiF X i i I
EXUNF

HN(uw)= e D HvAu b
M Nedom(e)Ht;

woeD H Negdom(e)Hf,

kBB ZHOMERE F o« Rm“ TR
Z YOS F U oA TR B[ D, ax]=,ID",
NI HFHD'=DU{N =,eU(a; N)|,TiH & &2
AP B, oo SE(E T HR N, o N g
R RS DI B N8 U R BR B Y o
65 L2 ) AN o PR R4

= hillEE

il 252 i PDL J2 RE A% ) 7% Fy 15 A7 Hf B
MRE . TRy e PDL w8 sU4h 4 s B2 1 i
JEFREFY RIS & 501 2H A, BT R Y e R 2
EE PR, Z A5 T (AP s & R 1 ik
FHET) T i Ry o A 2R AR, N
I, POL fR iR P R A 4l etk IER ST 0 iR

(DBoer F S D, et al. “Proving concurrent constraint programs correct” .ACM Transactions on Programming Languages and Systems, 1997, 19

(5): 685-725.

@Harel D, Kozen D, Tiuryn J. Dynamic Logic. Cambridge: The MIT Press, 2000.

40



525 % TR, 2 - 55T g Al

BASE Y Agent S H P IfER

R LA SR W B AT 1 o ), 2 P 3]
B RE

A O T — R E B
B, J2xf Harel 4% (2000 ) $ Y %) i 2 ) 25 2 55
PDLY 474w mifS 201, FR 2 L, i85, Eid
e, FHER— 28 PR SCHOE PDL R g sih 2 A e,
LY PDL vp X i 80 47 A o P A ) A6
A7 75 PDL rp ] 438 52 2 A5 e 1 B8 1 0 02 1
L, ZEH P HEEF

(—)L, BiEWAE

L, A0 IR &5 Rt A e, s &
SRR X N MARRGFIE G L2 EL W
RMEEA RoeL MApel, . HT X4, TEL,
i AR AR ISR BT A il ™, (T 290" s i
FLPMARK . BRI ¢ # ] LR IR Ay RN 2
PR AR T IR ol ¢ ™48 RRiE 5 L
AR, ATE L, L

EXS(AE):L, 284G A% X
LU

¢ = @oloal |-ollale

AN DGR N A TIRE, B . 1
MARHRIR— DI Horh oo 2 1H 5 L 20
MR o B FTEMBCIRAS H Moo N EH o AR 5E
XAnE o [ o] oFR: MR AT R o, A4
TEPM L o) B A 45 HOIRZS (AP Z R R b, oA
S, X FRZ R WL ZE ) ( protocol entailment ) 7,
R PATIZ B R — e RS, P
BRI SOV DR B, 1 % RS AT B R R
SERMATHERL, 5 AU L B — IR S AT
HERL” FA LY, B ISZE TR HL A B 22 114 R0 14 F0 B 5
Ik 2,

(D)L, BEMIEX

L, ZH A T o) 52 % PDL, Bt Al LA
fdi /1] PDL bR MEARTE , X L, 25 04548 47
s o il HAA TR AL b A T B B A 3
L, ZHAERLE X (F, $o) , Hi F 2 ER, g,
FoRt LR L, B HESRE — )7
Xt(e, D), o BT A il AEIR A (R L, 3B
I 29 50) AL S8 &, D i 48 B ISUAY s X

A R X PMSHEAT IR A A B4 . 7E PDL o,
D R R, B AR R AR TR . R
JF BRI SCRT DL B H 7 SR B o AR
2], B DL SRR B 2 B i 44 3 HE
MIREL. F, U= o3RIR b, TEHESE F i R A
Qo TEF LD BT HFBL, ol LA B A
WERX TR IR b eL, AR ofERHER
PN B BHE N e AR . b Fo
FR  QIERZS Yo PAAL

EX6(L, BERIENENX) L, ZHITE L
TESCUNE

( 1 )d’o':(Po( /ﬁ\:q:‘([)o EL) , %’[E_’TR%/[ , o Q5

(2) Y=oy, B HAY o= H. W —=;

(3) V==, B HALY Uy Fos

(D, bo=Lalo, HHAH, Y (G, s, b))
elD, ol(@) + D, b=o.

PAERS 7E L6 MPATBE] . HoAR g (1) 20
T A Qo TEARZS Wy HH L ARG 0™ SRR 1]
P 2 Qoo (2) RN ol FE— RS H
B, HAY, ar il oMl o IR T #B  H.
(3)FR:—o NI, HHAY, o AN H, (4) %
Lo I, 2 HALE , PURES W, THIG , % T B
Woaly BAEEHORES o 105, FEHESE F B
BASE D, iy QAT B X T 00 I ol T 7 B
B3, iR 7R 2 B B ) A 4l HOIR ZS A A
B E—AIRES Wy LA LA @ Fll @y, o= 00 AQ %
{EHT P, GP(POT(PS s H =00 ST Uy ep@o AN
Moo

5 i RBUE R — A, FI T A, BT AR A
BT v B T - S ES 7o mPUE Lo
HasgE—r  MMAE T ] 7 L, B8P el E
XHIHMER T (o=l al—e. (a)oFa: 4N
R o, I A fi i o 2 D AE I el — &5
FORAE AT

S 3RS 2 v fBE T self xS
2 P BGHEATHER A 4R A 19 ID, 2R
FAREEZ M IS AAESS AT AR AT B A v S
£, B

C =self—[ accept_quote | CC (self, A, deliver

(DHarel D, Kozen D, Tiuryn J. Dynamic Logic. Cambridge: The MIT Press, 2000, pp. 165-255.

@Miller T, Mcburney P. “Propositional dynamic logic for reasoning about first—class agent interaction protocols” .Computational Intelligence ,

2011, 27(3) . 422-457.

41



IR R R E A 4l (LSRR

2022 4E45 5

(book) , pay(fee))

TEARM DL DL, TEA R A2 R 2
it (HZDA —FP R A 2 MM,
Hi: C = self — (quotation YCC ( self, A, deliver
(Ttem) , pay(fee)),

AR AR A B B AR S R, AT LA
W BRI B AR AR T T, I8t D iR
AR S ik tho W BN M 5, & A AT LITE
accept_quote PP F AT WUREEZ AT,
AR 2K R A A3 SCASHRAN 2 T o

m A% L, BEMNERRS

o T U — 2 UM I, BAESA L L, 3B
SERITER] B 58, 1SR4 Y L, 3% A A B R A 2
FLIUL L8R 55 UE 32 28 B0 A6k T 18T 24 1 1 i SO
WEEHSE RN, X EE LA
C TR YL IEW R Gi——A 55 L, .
TR RPN A E P T BT
IR G R B S A IR
PASE S, WA 32 37 (bit) B4,

WAL AT L, BRI 255, (Do)
TR AT QTE A 5y ST 10 I A A28 o 2 T
TR, Fo D RAH UM R B4R . B A
ATLLAEWE D, R : 75T Rt | o T
(Bo— i) .

(—)EF L, BEHAEL

495 L, 38 500 LT 2 0B F Lo R AR
(lattice ) [P BRD, 17 FLIE 3 £ 10T 72 FRES 2
195 L, BHIEH REh AR, £ EAILAA
(541 De Morgan {3 HIXE G & /) , 1M HIg &
LR AN,

EXT(L, BEMAE) R TIES LA
I H 55 L, SBEIEN] RGBT 7 K
DA PR,

@ [a] (pap) ol aloal aly(HHEAHE)

@ [h—e ] (Wy—e) (A PHLATE)

@ [y wmi7 0 Jo> (W= (W, Ale—0) [V

] ) JRFERLARE)

o v= vars (i, T,) H v 2HAEIC,

@ [o; Blolal[BloFHIEMAEE)

® [aUBlelaleV [ Blo(HE£EAH)

© [var’ - al e (ve=v Ab,— o] (vy=v—
0)) (JaFRAE LA HE)

Horr v, ZHAETT, v fEeT AN A

@ D |[N(v) JoeLal v/w] ey, Hr N(w)
= e D(PMUAFRA )

bR T AHGMO@Z A, HoAh 2 3H T L 3
FE X HAZARE] . AHOMREE I BGE L
iR e, M HACY, H ARG L B, i Eh
A G BIRS e, $ v B A IC v,
SEA TAEUEWIOET v BT E R PE BT @i, AT &R
EAZE T AHEOM R IEE AT B 5
o, M HAY, T o 7E“JRF AT v IR
BSE” BT 25 RS IR @ 7E box HF[ ]
L) vo=v Fon:v, FHET v BATEIRS A,
A v JEHTAETE, T L E A S ot 2, L R T
F v it o R REANAE IS HOIR S PR R R
HEH L FEZE YRS, o UTE v, = v YR LEAR
HRAr . ABOFR AE N(w) = 0D B, 7ERH
BA4E D e A AR N 70 SRR 20

L, B R AR T PDL LA
ORI T — 2R UM INE F T4
FRE|H , X B e A 2 BEAT LA L, 2245 B/ NVA
FRAEFNHE PR A T ok . R o B 8l A 2
PDL {5 A FHR 2 L, B H A S0E B, PDL
FAT A AR B L, R n] e B, R af
DU R & B 1 iy i ) 25 18 58 PDL 1) B SR ok
WFFEER — 2PN,

F G5 L, 2250 00 4 AN 2 A g R, B
oH.Co—) , I o

(Z)EF L, BEIERMNBEHK

L, 184558 T AT AT A 2 SR AT
R — S S HIE R 5. ARG
KA Y R & K F LA UM R, 5y —

(DBoer F S D, et al. “Proving concurrent constraint programs correct” .ACM Transactions on Programming Languages and Systems, 1997, 19

(5): 685-725.

@Miller T, Mcburney P. “Propositional dynamic logic for reasoning about first—class agent interaction protocols” . Computational Intelligence ,

2011, 27(3) : 422-457.

@Miller T, Mcburney P. “Propositional dynamic logic for reasoning about first—class agent interaction protocols”.Computational Intelligence ,

2011, 27(3) : 456-457.
42



525 % TR, 2 - 55T g Al

BASE Y Agent S H P IfER

PR R THEZ R UM HER . O TP
UERART DL E Akt LAERT, 1 26 FHE 2R PRl
FAOUERAE L 245 O T 2 e i A Ak s i LATE
o KT RIS — AL S IE I AT L%
ARy T LR DU UE R, T HAERA B 3k .
{65 2, A 95 L, A uE R AT DU 5 23 BRI A
Tl 29 o) R GEA 2RISR 1ok A 358 .

EE 1 2o fd L, BHP RIS, i
FHARSCA BT LUK oA N BERE 2R RGETE 5 L
qj%é@ﬁ@o,ﬁ%":@glﬁfigl’:(%o

HERA Tt U 28 T o A 45 14 B n A591E . Rie Ay
75 L, B A BRAROE M . TG BERIAT
FIEL : [ Wo—re ] @RI [ sy w0 g T @0 200 A 22
AN HAFEQMG), AT LA BR[ 15 F, LI 44
BB T o, i n] LAAS B HE 5 LHr R 45

X TR0 e R TT R BRI 24 RS T
0L, T LA N ZE B W A BE@O—@., Bpil
S SO SRS 33 26 5 306 B AUk W 4 il i B
TR TR, B3 HRT 2 PrasOr 5~ s ( Bk
AAEBL) o ME— 1 1] Hb 388 UH i Sy IS, s
JF (unfold) J&55 4K .

MAEVHE R T 2 PRI TS 55 e It X T4 55
L, fimdl, A 445 N AP CRIFR B N) 9
FEPIFA I, A B8 A B DR 2 1k 5%
FlEFE o BN E Go—[ N]eo W ¢, A2
N et a6, M 2% 1 o, i AL RS A
RPN S 2T AE R, IR 2 WK A 181 08
PP N Z i RS K AR AR A, B A A RSB
AN 2 N etk 55, BN oRYIER] AT LI
(g verrvil,) =[N @IXFERIZEHE, Horh (4, v
v, ) g2 N e ¢ (P O0<i<n) 2%
PR ME—BR AR I Se e Sk A o PRR (R GE Bl 29
WRGRA T B2 FEAF B AT
TERETT R TR A N0 e e S5 A 2 75 2 vl il 2
1), I UE BT 28 0E . JiEEE

EH R B EAT L, ZEAEA
A LA IR A R R G S LR — 1
R, {6 249 3R SR f# 2% ( constraint solver) 1] L) {iF Bf
A0, M PR A P A A, BT

ARARZS WA 8 T M AR B A R, o8
PR AT AHF B 3huER, B SR Rl A B2y
SRR At vl DAE B PIM L2 A 1) PR 0, I HLvT L
e B 2 B AT OB PSR T T

(Z)EF L, BEMAEEMT L

WA~ 32 %8 T A AT R T TE i AR LAY
W2z B R . AR — 2P R
FLAT AR FTIEW IR A B Al e 2 21

EE2: 4% L, B2 EHE2m, B
ot L, ZEP AL E A, Ni-o=F ¢ H= o=t
o

UER: SE Uk B AT SE PR, RIUERT: i o) L,
B Eam A, B a-e=>Fe. HTF—1TZ
o Y P i RS A G SRR A 7
S, B, HRG 2 A ik B A B S A AL
17 KA AT REE . XA S L, 24, iR
T0E ST WA A BRSSO, R4 AT R
BAFLAUER] . AR 1 BP AT IR A S

H TR SE AR, B ATIEY] : #F oJ L, B4
AT S, W= o=t MRIAERL 1 0l AL, A
95 L, Z i) RS B AT LB IH A E S L
) — 2, T HAEER AR RGE 5 L2 2,
A LAl oI — A R 1 o IR
I FE S L R TR UEI 2R, %2
AR FEPEDRIE T 3K R AL IE 09 IE AR P, B )
WRIEW A 95 L, BEET e, ik,

L, 25 WA 55 EEIE I RS CFE Prolog
SEPRL HAZUE W] R ge i T CLP 3 FEoR g e
(bounds solver) @, Rl : — /> 45 45 0 ) #4293
RS . X—IER R SC A T B 1 4558,
I HAE K[ o] oy fbIH R 25

L, 25 ] 5 PR 58 4 P s mT LLGE 3 i A
(embedding) (7 EMPAUER] . B2 L, B4 JEH
A A2 8 PDL 2 ga 15 2009, 38 i ol , 56
— R PDL g R A8 7, 29 A
PDL %t i @i E A 7 i B BT fORS  B 7Y 5 76 PDL rh
FH T 18 52 288y 38 X0 i T L, 28 iy b
BB R T, P, n] LIt A L, #2453 PDL Y

(DLevesque H, Pirri F, Reiter R. “Foundations for the situation calculus”.Electronic Transactions on Artificial Intelligence, 1998, 2(3-4) .

159-178.

@Miller T, Mcburney P. “Propositional dynamic logic for reasoning about first—class agent interaction protocols”.Computational Intelligence ,

2011, 27(3) ,p.446.

43



IR ER PN === A B i Y) 2022 455 5 )

BHPERREC, I PDL BARAG P REPERISE2ED, 5 S5 (R L, 48) JF4 W TA % L, BEAIEV R
ARSI L, AR A S e . BRAIEN] g8 ER] T AT R PR AN SE e (3) AT L, 2
ARMT W AR DT, MU PDL gl SE R, #R AT DU A SR AR R SR S L

HERSE RN 35— SR — R TS rE P — A 24 50, o 24 SR A 5 T T sk —
M5 att"?, Zr

SRR AT R e A A SCHR

E ERSREHTE B T T U 0T TE 5 e i 4

AXMEETEMSLM T (1) FH—-KH B, EAFE—PU5E B E5H P Bt
BORIE 5 R — Rl RAT IR (5 &k iy AR 2R R — 2R LI = Fu i e S .
WA AT 35 5, WA X P g Rk AT Fom A AWML S 5 E R, AT s A g1 A
HEP, SURTOH B 2 SN T S A THE I, i A SEE AR AT DI, DR ISGREER AR F AAT:
T T U EFRE, G4 BB B FEE 55 IRl RIS ER BT S T, fEa T i
KA LRI TR 5 (2) TP AR IT. ZFMEREGCHTZE
PLWTIE & B R S A2 PDL jycdne RRBI AP, IS AR5 5%

Reasoning about Agent Interaction Protocols Based on
Adapted Propositional Dynamic Logic

ZHANG Xiao-jun & QIU Jun
(School of Philosophy, Anhui University, Hefei 230039, China)

Abstract; An agent interaction protocol is the specification that coordinates message-based
communication between agents, and is used to provide a context of interaction. An interaction protocol is a
public documents that explains the interaction rules by which all participating agents should abide. The logic
L, adapted from propositional dynamic logic can model the interaction protocol of mulli — agent system.
Therefore, it is necessary to design a first-class of protocol specification language, which is an action language
that restricts actions to be messages sent by a channel, which can not only represent and reason about
outcomes of protocols, but also reason about actions other than messages, and its constraint language is used to
specify messages and states. Each message is explicitly defined as a manipulation of a shared social state.

Key words: first-class of protocol; constraints; agent; interaction protocol
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