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Algorithm MC(X, f)
compute the semantics of f’s direct sub-formula(e);

case
f=a€A: f=L(a);
="p: F="pi
f=pVaq F=pVaq
f=EXp: . F=EX(T,p);
f=EGp: F=EG(T,p);

_ f=EpUqg: F=EW(T,p,q);
end case
return f,

Algorithm EG(T.p)

sp = true

T g =AZ.pN\EX(T, Z)
return FP( . o sﬁ);

Algorithm EU(T,p,q)

st = false’

T gy =AZ.QVPNEX(T, 2))
return FP( , - sp); '
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Algorithm IEG(T,p)
sp=fr=Ve"

r g6 =AZ.PN\EX(T, 2):
return FP( 7., op);

Algorithm IEU(T,p,q)
SH=fT=f0—8"

7 g =AZ.QVONEX(T, 2
return FP( 7 op)i
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