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Termination

Q: What is “Data”? leccssomsmsmmmmpmnt

7 Our symbolic monitoring algorithm terminates for any
- |data types (D, DE, DU) such that we can compute

D: infini main . . . L
infinite domal restriction, update, emptiness checking, and projection.

DE: Boolean expression (for guards)

Examples
o Strings (S) with lists (of forbidden strings)

DU: updates (for variable updates/assignments)
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