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Formalized Theorem

Theorem
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Non-reachability via Ancestor Automaton

Theorem [cf. Jacquemard (RTA 1996)]
Given TA A and linear, growing TRS R the language of ancr (.A)
is exactly the set of R-ancestors of L(.A).
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Theorem [cf. Jacquemard (RTA 1996)]
Given TA A and linear, growing TRS R the language of ancr (.A)
is exactly the set of R-ancestors of L(.A).

Lemma (Non-reachability via ancy(.A))
For linear, growing TRS R if

L(Axs) Nancgr (Axy)) = @

then ¢7 is not reachable from so for any o, 7.
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Summary & Future Work
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