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Decidability for max-plus automata on (ranked) trees

Equivalence | Unambiguity | Sequentiality

fin-amb

general

weight of run =

transition weights + final weight
(P11; P12, 2, p1) pii P12 p2a
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P1 P2 P2 P1 p3 P2 P2
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Cycle Decomposition
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