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Let y be any configuration of M. M makes zero moves from y to y according to &,
symbolically written as

X o €]
Let there exist a sequence of configurations yo, X1, ..., X» for some n > 1 such that
Xi—1 Fu xi [ri], where r; € W, fori = 1,...,n, then M makes n moves from

to x, according to r; - - - r,,, symbolically written as

X0 Ey xn [ri -1l

Define -}, and I—A‘; in the standard manner. O

Sometimes, we specify a finite automaton as M = (Q, X', ¥, R, s, F), where Q,
XY, W, R, s, and F are the set of states, the input alphabet, the alphabet of rule labels,
the set of rules, the start state, and the set of final states, respectively.

Theorem 2.4.4 (See [Wo087]). For every general finite automaton M, there is a
complete finite automaton M’ such that L(IM') = L(M).

Finite automata accept precisely the family of regular languages:

Theorem 2.4.5 (See [Wo087]). A language K is regular if and only if there is a
complete finite automaton M such that K = L(M).

Pushdown automata represent finite automata extended by a potentially
unbounded pushdown store. We first define their general version, customarily
referred to as extended pushdown automata.

Definition 2.4.6. An extended pushdown automaton is a septuple
M= (Q,X,T'\R,s.5.F)

where

e 0, X, s, and F are defined as in a finite automaton;

e I is a pushdown alphabet;

e RCTI*xQx (X U{e}) x ' x Qis a finite relation, called the set of rules
(or transitions);

e S is the initial pushdown symbol.

Q and (X U I') are always assumed to be disjoint. By analogy with finite
automata, instead of (y, p, a, w, q) € R, we write ypa — wyq.

A configuration of M is any string from I"'*QX*. The relation of a move,
symbolically denoted by Iy, is defined over I"*QX* as follows:

xypay bp xwqy

if and only if xypay, xwqy € '*QX* and ypa — wq € R.
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Let I—’jp 3, and l—j} denote the kth power of -y, for some k > 0, the reflexive-
transitive closure of -y, and the transitive closure of -3, respectively. O

For an extended pushdown automaton, there exist three ways of language
acceptance: (1) by entering a final state, (2) by emptying its pushdown, and (3) by
entering a final state and emptying its pushdown. All of them are defined next.

Definition 2.4.7. Let M = (Q, ¥, I', R, s, S, F) be an extended pushdown
automaton. The language accepted by M by final state is denoted by Ls(M) and
defined as

LiM)={we X*|Sswhky, yf.f € F.y € I'*}

The language accepted by M by empty pushdown is denoted by L,(M) and defined
as

L(M) ={we X*|Sswh}; q.q € 0}

The language accepted by M by empty pushdown and final state, denoted by Ly (M),
is defined as

Ly(M) = {we X* | Sswh), f.f € F} O

Let EPDA;, EPDA,, and EPDA,s denote the language families accepted by
extended pushdown automata accepting by final state, by empty pushdown, and by
final state and empty pushdown, respectively.

All of the three ways of acceptance are equivalent:

Theorem 2.4.8 (See [Med00a]). EPDA; = EPDA, = EPDA,,

If an extended pushdown automaton rewrites a single symbol on its pushdown
top during every move, we obtain a pushdown automaton, defined next.

Definition 2.4.9. Let M = (Q, ¥, I', R, s, S, F) be an extended pushdown
automaton. Then, M is a pushdown automaton if and only if ypa — wq € R implies
that |y| = 1. O

To make definitions and proofs concerning pushdown automata more readable,
we sometimes denote a rule Apa — wq with a unique label r as r: Apa — wq, which
is formalized in the following definition.

Definition 2.4.10. Let M = (Q, ¥, I', R, s, S, F) be a pushdown automaton. Let
¥ be an alphabet of rule labels such that card(¥) = card(R), and ¥ be a bijection
from R to ¥. For simplicity, to express that 1 maps a rule, Apa — wq € R, to r,
where r € ¥, we write r:Apa — wq € R; in other words, r:Apa — wq means

V(Apa — wq) =r.
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For every x € I'*,y € X*, and r:Apa — wq € R, M makes a move from
configuration xApay to configuration xwqy according to r, written as

xApay by xwqy [r]

Let x be any configuration of M. M makes zero moves from y to y according to &,
symbolically written as

X x L]
Let there exist a sequence of configurations xo, xi,- .., X, for some n > 1 such that
Xi—1 Fum xi [ri], where r; € W, fori = 1,...,n, then M makes n moves from yg

to y, according to ry - - - r,,;, symbolically written as

X0 l_;tl4 Xn [rl"'rn]

Define 7, and I} in the standard manner. a

Let PDA;, PDA,, and PDA ., denote the language families accepted by pushdown
automata accepting by final state, by empty pushdown, and by final state and empty
pushdown, respectively.

Theorem 2.4.11 (See [Med00a]). PDA; = PDA, = PDA,

As the next theorem states, pushdown automata characterize the family of
context-free languages.

Theorem 2.4.12 (See [Med00a]).
CF = EPDA; = EPDA, = EPDA,; = PDA; = PDA, = PDA,

Finally, we define deterministic versions of PDAs.

Definition 2.4.13. Let M = (Q, X, I', R, 5, S, F) be a pushdown automaton. M is
a deterministic pushdown automaton if

(1) foranyg € Q,a € Y U{e},x € I', the set {(¢,a,x) | (g,a,x) € R}, has at most
one element and

) if{(¢q,&,x) | (g,&,x) € R} # 0, then {(g,a,x) | (q,a,x) € R,a € X} = @ for
every g and a. O

Let DPDA denote the family of languages accepted by deterministic pushdown
automata. Unlike finite automata, determinism in the case of pushdown automata
decrease the acceptance power.

Theorem 2.4.14 (See [Med00a]).

REG C DPDA C CF



Part 11
Modern Grammars

This part, consisting of Chaps. 3 through 6, presents an overview of major
modern types of grammars together with the corresponding computational modes
formalized by them. Chapter 3 covers the most important grammars for regulated
computation. In essence, these grammars regulate their language generation by
additional mechanisms, based upon simple mathematical concepts, such as finite
sets of symbols. Chapter 4 discusses grammatical models for computation in
parallel. Accordingly, these grammars generate their languages in parallel and,
thereby, accelerate the generation process enormously just like computation in
parallel is usually much faster than that made in an ordinary sequential way.
First, the chapter studies partially parallel generation of languages, after which
it investigates the totally parallel generation of languages. Chapter 5 explores
grammars that work on their words in a discontinuous way, thus reflecting and
formalizing a discontinuous way of computation. Chapter 6 approaches grammatical
models for languages and computation from an algebraic standpoint. In particular,
it examines grammatical generation of languages defined over free groups.



Chapter 3
Regulated Grammars and Computation

In practice, computation is almost always regulated by some additional conditions
and restrictions placed upon the way it is performed under given circumstances.
To investigate computation regulated in this way as precisely as possible, language
theory has formalized it by a variety of regulated grammars. In essence, all these
grammars are based upon some restrictions placed upon their derivations and,
thereby, properly express computational regulation. This chapter covers major types
of these grammars.

More precisely, the present chapter, consisting of four sections, classifies regu-
lated grammars into two categories—context-based regulated grammars (Sect. 3.1)
and rule-based regulated grammars (Sects. 3.2 through 3.5).

Section 3.1 gives an extensive and thorough coverage of regulated grammars
that generate languages under various context-related restrictions. First, it views
classical grammars as context-based regulated grammars. Then, it studies context-
conditional grammars and their variants, including random context grammars,
generalized forbidding grammars, semi-conditional grammars, and simple semi-
conditional grammars. They all have their rules enriched by permitting and forbid-
ding strings, referred to as permitting and forbidding conditions, respectively. These
grammars regulate the language generation process so they require the presence of
permitting conditions and, simultaneously, the absence of forbidding conditions in
the rewritten sentential forms.

Sections 3.2 through 3.5 study grammatical regulation underlain by restrictions
placed on the use of rules. Three types of grammars regulated in this way are
covered namely, state grammars (Sect. 3.2), grammars with control languages
(Sect. 3.3), matrix grammars (Sect. 3.4), and programmed grammars (Sect. 3.5).
State grammars regulate the use of rules by states in a way that strongly resembles
the finite-state control of finite automata. Grammars with control languages regulate
the use of rules by regular languages. Matrix grammars represent special cases of
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regular-controlled grammars whose control languages have the form of the iteration
of finite languages. Finally, the regulation of programmed grammars is based upon
binary relations over the sets of rules.

3.1 Context-Based Grammatical Regulation

The present section discusses context-regulated grammars, which regulate their
derivations by placing context-related restrictions upon their rewritten sentential
forms. It consists of six subsections. Section 3.1.1 demonstrates that classical
grammars can be viewed as grammars regulated in this way. It concentrates its
attention on their normal forms and uniform rewriting in them. Section 3.1.2
introduces general versions of context-conditional grammars and establishes fun-
damental results about them. Then, the rest of Sect. 3.1 discusses special cases of
these general versions; namely, Sects. 3.1.3, 3.1.4, 3.1.5, and 3.1.6 cover random
context grammars, forbidding grammars, semi-conditional grammars, and simple
semi-conditional grammars, respectively.

3.1.1 Classical Grammars Viewed as Context-Regulated
Grammars

Classical grammars, such as context-sensitive and phrase-structure grammars (see
Sect. 2.3), can be seen, in a quite natural way, as context-regulated grammars.
Indeed, on the left-hand sides of their rules, they have strings—that is, sequences
of symbols, not single symbols. In effect, they thus regulate their derivations
by prescribing sequences of neighboring symbols that can be rewritten during a
derivation step; this kind of regulation is generally referred to as tight-context
regulation to distinct it from scattered-context regulation, in which the symbol-
neighborhood requirement is dropped (see Sect. 4.1).

In general, tight-context regulated grammars, represented by context-sensitive
and phrase-structure grammars in this section, may have rules of various forms,
and they may generate a very broad variety of completely different sentential forms
during the generation of their languages. As obvious, this inconsistency concerning
the form of rules as well as rewritten strings represents an undesirable phenomenon
in theory as well as in practice. From a theoretical viewpoint, the demonstration
of properties concerning languages generated in this inconsistent way usually lead
to unbearably tedious proofs. From a practical viewpoint, this kind of language
generation is obviously difficult to apply and implement. Therefore, we pay a special
attention to arranging these grammars so they generate their languages in a more
uniform way.
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The present section consists of two subsections. First, it studies grammars with
modified grammatical rules so they all satisfy some simple prescribed forms,
generally referred to as normal forms. Second, it explains how to perform tight-
context rewriting over strings that have a uniform form.

Normal Forms

In this section, we convert context-sensitive and phrase-structure grammars into
several normal forms, including the Kuroda, Penttonen, and Geffert normal forms.
We also reduce the number of context-free rules in these grammars. In addition, we
describe the Greibach and Chomsky normal forms for context-free grammars.

Recall that for a grammar G = (V, T, P, S), N denotes the set of all nonterminal
symbols, where N =V —T.

Definition 3.1.1. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a phrase-structure grammar. G is in the
Kuroda normal form (see [Kur64]) if every rule in P is of one of the following four
forms

(i)AB — CD (iil)A — BC (iii))A = a (iv)A —> ¢

where A,B,C,D e N,anda e T. O

Theorem 3.1.2 (See [Kur64]). For every phrase-structure grammar G, there is a
phrase-structure grammar G' in the Kuroda normal form such that L(G') = L(G).

Definition 3.1.3. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a phrase-structure grammar. G is in the
Penttonen normal form (see [Pen74]) if every rule in P is of one of the following
four forms

(i) AB — AC (ii))A — BC (i) A — a iv)A — ¢

where A,B,C € N,anda e T. O

In other words, G is in the Penttonen normal form if G is in the Kuroda normal
form an every AB — CD € P satisfies that A = C.

Theorem 3.1.4 (See [Pen74]). For every phrase-structure grammar G, there is a
phrase-structure grammar G’ in the Penttonen normal form such that L(G') = L(G).

Theorem 3.1.5 (See [Pen74]). For every context-sensitive grammar G, there
is a context-sensitive grammar G' in the Penttonen normal form such that
L(G") = L(G).

Observe that if G is a context-sensitive grammar in the Pentonnen normal form,
then none of its rules is of the form (iv), which is not context-sensitive.

Theorems 3.1.4 and 3.1.5 can be further modified so that for every context-
sensitive rule of the form AB — AC € P, where A, B, C € N, there existno B — x
or BD — BE in P forany x € V*,D,E € N:
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Theorem 3.1.6. Every context-sensitive language can be generated by a context-
sensitive grammar G = (Ncp U Ncs U T, T, P, S), where Ncp, Ncs, and T are
pairwise disjoint alphabets, and every rule in P is either of the form AB — AC,
where B € N¢s, A,C € Ncr, or of the form A — x, where A € N¢p and x €
Ncs UT UNZ,.

Proof. Let G = (V, T, P/, S) be a context-sensitive grammar in the Penttonen
normal form (see Theorem 3.1.5). Then, let

G = (NcrF UNcs UT, T, P,S)
be the context-sensitive grammar defined as follows:

NCFZN

Nes ={B|AB— ACe P, A,B,C € N}

P ={A->x|A—>xeP,AcN, xeTUN}U
{B— B, AB— AC|AB—> AC <P, AB,CecN}

Obviously, L(G’) = L(G) and G is of the required form, so the theorem holds. O

Theorem 3.1.7. Every recursively enumerable language can be generated by a
phrase-structure grammar G = (Ncp UNcs U T, T, P, S), where Ncr, Ncs, and T
are pairwise disjoint alphabets, and every rule in P is either of the form AB — AC,
where B € N¢s, A,C € Ncr, or of the form A — x, where A € Ncr and
X € Nes UT UN2, U {e}.

Proof. The reader can prove this theorem by analogy with the proof of Theo-
rem 3.1.6. O

The next two normal forms limit the number of nonterminals and context-
sensitive rules in phrase-structure grammars.

Definition 3.1.8. Let G be a phrase-structure grammar. G is in the first Geffert
normal form (see [Gef91]) if it is of the form

G = ({S.A,B,C}UT,T,PU{ABC — ¢},5)
where P contains context-free rules of the following three forms

(1) S — uSa (i) § — uSv >iii) S = uv

where u € {A,AB}*,v € {BC,C}*,anda € T. O

Theorem 3.1.9 (See [Gef91]). For every recursively enumerable language K, there
exists a phrase-structure grammar G in the first Geffert normal form such that
L(G) = K. In addition, every successful derivation in G is of the form S =7, wiw,w
by rules from P, where wi € {A,AB}*, wy € {BC,C}*, w € T, and wiwow =& w
is derived by ABC — e.
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Definition 3.1.10. Let G be a phrase-structure grammar. G is in the second Geffert
normal form (see [Gef91]) if it is of the form

G = ({S.A,B,C,D}UT,T,PU{AB — ¢,CD — ¢},5)
where P contains context-free rules of the following three forms
(1) S — uSa (i) § — uSv >iii) S = uv

where u € {A, C}*,v € {B,D}*,anda € T. O

Theorem 3.1.11 (See [Gef91]). For every recursively enumerable language K,
there exists a phrase-structure grammar G in the Geffert normal form such that
L(G) = K. In addition, every successful derivation in G is of the form S =7, wiw,w
by rules from P, where wi € {A, C}*, w, € {B,D}*, w € T*, and wiwow =7 wis
derived by AB — ¢ and CD — ¢.

Next, we establish two new normal forms for phrase-structure grammars with a
limited number of context-free rules in a prescribed form and, simultaneously, with
non-context-free rules in a prescribed form. Specifically, we establish the following
two normal forms of this kind.

(D First, we explain how to turn any phrase-structure grammar to an equivalent
phrase-structure grammar that has 2 + n context-free rules, where n is the
number of terminals, and every context-free rule is of the form A — x, where
x is a terminal, a two-nonterminal string, or the empty string. In addition,
every non-context-free rule is of the form AB — CD, where A, B, C,D are
nonterminals.

(Il) In the second normal form, phrase-structure grammars have always only
two context-free rules—that is, the number of context-free rules is reduced
independently of the number of terminals as opposed to the first normal
form. Specifically, we describe how to turn any phrase-structure grammar
to an equivalent phrase-structure grammar that has two context-free rules of
the forms A — ¢ and A — BC, where A, B, C are nonterminals and ¢
denotes the empty string, and in addition, every non-context-free rule is of
the form AB — CD, where A, B, D are nonterminals and C is nonterminal or
a terminal.

Theorem 3.1.12. Let G be a phrase-structure grammar. Then, there is an equiva-
lent phrase-structure grammar

H=(V.T,PyUP,UP;,S)
with

P, ={AB— CD |A,B,C,D € N}
Py = {S — S#,# — ¢}
Pi={A—a|AeN,aeT}

where # € N.
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Proof. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a phrase-structure grammar. By Theorem 3.1.2, we
assume that G is in the Kuroda normal form. Set 7 = {a | @ € T}. Without any loss

of generality, we assume that N, T, T, and {#} are pairwise disjoint. Construct the
phrase-structure grammar

H=(V,T,P{UP,UP,,S)

as follows. Initially, set V/ = V U T U {#}, P, =0,P, ={S — S## — ¢}, and
P, ={a — a| a € T}. Perform (1) through (5), given next.

(1) Foreach AB — CD € P, where A,B,C,D € N, add AB — CD to P/l.
(2) ForeachA — BC € P, where A, B, C € N, add A# — BC to P/l.

(3) ForeachA — a € P, where A € N and a € T, add A# — a# to P].
(4) ForeachA — ¢ € P, where A € N, add A# — #i# to P|.

(5) Foreach A € N, add A# — #A and #A — A# to P|.

Before proving that L(H) = L(G), let us give an insight into the construction.
We simulate G by H using the following sequences of derivation steps.

First, by repeatedly using S — S#, we generate a proper number of #s. Observe
that if the number of #s is too low, the derivation can be blocked since rules from (2)
consume # during their application. Furthermore, notice that only rules from (4) and
the initial rule S — S$# increase the number of #s in sentential forms of H.

Next, we simulate each application of a rule in G by several derivation steps
in H. By using rules from (5), we can move # in the current sentential form as
needed. If we have # or B in a proper position next to A, we can apply a rule
from (1) through (4). We can also apply # — & to remove any occurrence of #
from a sentential form of H.

To conclude the simulation, we rewrite the current sentential form by rules of the
form a — a to generate a string of terminals. Observe that a premature application
of a rule of this kind may block the derivation in H. Indeed, #s then cannot move
freely through such a sentential form.

To establish L(H) = L(G), we prove four claims. Claim 3.1.13 demonstrates
that every w € L(H) can be generated in two stages; first, only nonterminals are
generated, and then, all nonterminals are rewritten to terminals. Claim 3.1.14 shows
that we can arbitrarily generate and move #s within sentential forms of H during the
first stage. Claim 3.1.15 shows how derivations of G are simulated by H. Finally,
Claim 3.1.16 shows how derivations of every w € L(H) in H are simulated by G.

Set N/ = V' — T. Define the homomorphism t from V"* to V* as 7(X) = X for
allX e V,t(a) =aforalla e T,and t(#) = ¢.

Claim 3.1.13. Letw € L(H). Then, there exists a derivation S =}, x =7 w, where
x € N't, and during x :>;} w, only rules of the form a — a, where a € T, are
applied.

Proof. Letw € L(H). Since there are no rules in P} U P, U P} with symbols from T
on their left-hand sides, we can always rearrange all the applications of the rules
occurring in § =} w so the claim holds. o
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Claim 3.1.14. If S =7, uv, where u, v € V'*, then S =}, u#v.

Proof. By an additional application of § — S#, we get S =7 S#'t! instead
of § =}, S#" for some n > 0, so we derive one more # in the sentential form.
From Claim 3.1.13, by applying rules from (5), # can freely migrate through the
sentential form as needed, until a rule of the form a — a is used. |

Claim 3.1.15. If § :’é x, where x € V*, for some k > 0, then S =7}, x/, where
T(x) = x.

Proof. This claim is established by induction on k£ > 0.
Basis. For S =2 S, there is § =Y, S.

Induction Hypothesis. For some k > 0, § :>’g; x implies that S :1*1 X’ such that
x=z(x).

Induction Step. Let u,v € N*, A,B,C,D € N, and m > 0. Assume that § :>"G
y =>¢ x. By the induction hypothesis, § =}; y with y = 7()). Let us show the
simulation of y = x by an application of several derivation steps in H to get

y =7 ¥ with (%) = x. This simulation is divided into the following four cases—
(i) through (iv).

(i) Simulation of AB — CD:y = uA#"Bv =, u#"ABv =y u#"CDv = X’
using m derivation steps according to rules A# — #A from (5), and concluding
the derivation by rule AB — CD from (1).

By the induction hypothesis and Claim 3.1.14, y = t(u)At(v) allows y’ =
uA#v.

(ii) Simulation of A — BC:y = uA#v =y uBCv = X’ using rule A# — BC
from (2).

(iii) Simulationof A — a:y = uA#v =y ua#v = x’ using rule A# — a# from (3).

(iv) Simulation of A — ¢e:y = uA#v =g uv = X' using rule A# — ##
from (4). |

Claim 3.1.16. If § :>];{ X', where x' € N'™*, for some k > 0, then S =, x with
x =1(X).

Proof. This claim is established by induction on k£ > 0.
Basis. For S :>OH S, there is § :>OG S.

Induction Hypothesis. For some k > 0, S =% x' implies that S =¢ x such that
x=1(x).

Induction Step. Let u,v,w € N* and A, B, C,D € N. Assume that S :>’;, y =ux.
By the induction hypothesis, S = y such that y = 7(y'). Let us examine the
following seven possibilities of y =y x'.

(1) ¥y = uSv =y uS#v = x’: Then,

t(y) =y = t(uSv) =% t(uS#v) = t(uSv) = x = t(x')
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(ii) y) = uABv =y uCDv = x’: According to (1),
y = t(u)ABt(v) =¢ t(1)CDt(v) = x
(iii) ¥ = uA#v =y uBCv = x’: According to the source rule in (2),
y = t(u)At(#v) =¢ t(u)BCt(#v) = t(u)BCt(v) = x
(iv) ¥ = uA#v =y uitttv = x': By the corresponding rule A — ¢,
y = t(w)At(v) =¢ t(u#tv) = t(uv) = x

V) ¥ = uA#v =y u#tAv = X ory = u#Av =y uA#v = X: In G,

y = t(uA#v) = t(WAT(#Hv) = t(uh)Ar(v) = x

or

y = t(u#Av) = t(u#)At(v) =>% T(u)At(#v) = x

vi) Y = u#v =5 uv = x': In G,

y = t(u#v) :>OG T(uv) = x

(vil) ¥y = uav =y uav = x': In G,
y = t(uav) = t(w)ar(v) =>% t(war(v) = x O

Next, we establish L(H) = L(G). Consider Claim 3.1.15 with x € T*. Then,
S =¢& x implies that S =, x, so L(G) € L(H). Let w € L(H). By Claim 3.1.13,
S =% x =7 w, where x € N't, and during x =7, w, only rules of the form a — a,
where a € T, are applied. By Claim 3.1.16, S =¢ t(x) = w, so L(H) € L(G).
Hence, L(H) = L(G).

Since H is of the required form, the theorem holds. O

From the construction in the proof of Theorem 3.1.12, we obtain the following
corollary concerning the number of nonterminals and rules in the resulting grammar.

Corollary 3.1.17. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a phrase-structure grammar in the
Kuroda normal form. Then, there is an equivalent phrase-structure grammar in the
normal form from Theorem 3.1.12

H=(V.T,P.S)
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where
card (V') = card (V) + card (T) + 1
and
card (P') = card (P) + card (T) + 2(card(N) + 1) ]
If we drop the requirement on each symbol in the non-context-free rules to be a

nonterminal, we can reduce the number of context-free rules even more.

Theorem 3.1.18. Let G be a phrase-structure grammar. Then, there is an equiva-
lent phrase-structure grammar

H= (V.T,PLUP,,S)
with

P ={AB— XC|A,B,CeEN,XeNUT}
P, ={S — S#,# — ¢}
where # € N.

Proof. Reconsider the proof of Theorem 3.1.12. Observe that we can obtain the
new normal form by omitting the construction of P; and modifying step (3) in the
following way

(3) ForeachA — a € P, where A € N and a € T, add A# — a# to P).

The rest of the proof is analogical to the proof of Theorem 3.1.12 and it is left to
the reader. O

Next, we define two normal forms for context-free grammars—the Chomsky and
Greibach normal forms (see [Cho59] and [Gre65]).

Definition 3.1.19. Let G be a context-free grammar. G is in the Chomsky normal
formif every A — x € P satisfies thatx € NN U T. O

Theorem 3.1.20 (See [Cho59]). For every context-free grammar G, there is a
context-free grammar G’ in the Chomsky normal form such that L(G") = L(G).

Definition 3.1.21. Let G be a context-free grammar. G is in the Greibach normal
form if every A — x € P satisfies that x € TN*. O

Theorem 3.1.22 (See [Gre65]). For every context-free grammar G, there is a
context-free grammar G' in the Greibach normal form such that L(G') = L(G).

Finally, we define the following two normal forms for queue grammars and left-
extended queue grammars.
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Definition 3.1.23. Let Q = (V,T,W,F,R, g) be a queue grammar (see Defini-
tion 2.3.42). Q satisfies the normal form, if {!,f} < W, F = {f}, and each
(a,b,x,c) € R satisfies a € V — T and either

beW,xe (V-1 *"ceWU{Lf} or b=lxeT,ce{lf} |
Theorem 3.1.24. For every queue grammar Q', there is a left-extended queue

grammar Q in the normal form of Definition 3.1.23 such that L(Q') = L(Q). Then,
Q generates every y € L(Q) — {&} in this way

aoqo = pXoq1 [(@0, g0, 20, q1)]
= oXk—14k [(@k—1, Gr—1, Zk—1, q1)]
:>Q-xk! [(aks qu Zks !)]

= oXk+1b1! [(ak+1,1, b1, 1]

= oXktm—1b1 - bp—1! [(@rpm—1. 1, b1, 1)]
:>lebe [(dk+m,!,bm,f)]

where k,m > 1, g = aopqo, ai,...,0+m € V—T, b1,...,byy € T, 20,...,2 €
(V—T)*, qo,.-- Q' € W=F,f € F, x0,...,Xk4m—1 € (V—T)+, andy = by -+ by,

Proof. LetQ' = (V',T,W',F',R’, g’) be any queue grammar. Set ® = {a | a € T}.
Define the homomorphism « from V* to (V' — T) U @)* as a(a) = a, for each
a€ Tanda(A) = A, foreachA € V' —T.SetV =V Ud, W =W U{.f}
F = {f},and g = a(ap)qo for g = apqo. Define the queue grammar Q = (V, T, W,
F, R, g), with R constructed in the following way.

(1) Foreach (a,b,x,c) € R', where c € W — F’, add («(a), b, a(x), c) to R.
(2) Foreach (a,b,x,c) € R

(2.1) wherex # ¢,c € F', add (a(a), b, a(x),!) to R.

(2.2) wherex = ¢,c € F', add (a(a), b, &,f) to R.
(3) Foreacha € T,

(3.1) add (a,!,a,!) to R;

(3.2) add (@, a,f) to R.

Clearly, each (a, b, x, c¢) € R satisfiesa € V—T and eitherb € W, x € (V—-T)*,
ceWU{l,florb=LxeT, ce{lf}

To see that L(Q') S L(Q), consider any v € L(Q'). As v € L(Q), g =7, vt,
where v € T* and 7 € F'. Express g’ =7, vt as

g =y axc =y vt [(a,¢,y,1)]
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where a € V', x,y € T*, xy = v, and ¢ € W' — F’. This derivation is simulated
by Q as follows. First, Q uses rules from (1) to simulate g’ :Z, axc. Then, it uses
a rule from (2) to simulate axc = o VI For x = ¢, a rule from (2.2) can be used
to generate ¢ € L(Q) in the case of ¢ € L(Q'); otherwise, a rule from (2.1) is used.
This part of simulation can be expressed as

g =p aav)c =, a(v)!

At this point, «(v) satisfies a(v) = a; ---a,, where q; € T forall i, 1 <i < n, for
some n > 1. The rules from (3) of the form (a, !, a,!), where a € T, replace every
a; with gj, where 1 < j < n—1, and, finally, (a, !, a,f), where a € T, replaces «(a,)
with a,. As a result, we obtain the sentence vf, so L(Q") C L(Q).

To establish L(Q) € L(Q'), observe that the use of a rule from (2.2) in Q before
the sentential form is of the form a(ax)c, wherea € V', x € T*,c € W — F,
leads to an unsuccessful derivation. Similarly, the use of (2.2) if x # ¢ leads to
an unsuccessful derivation as well. The details are left to the reader. As a result,
L(Q) € L(Q).

As L(Q') € L(Q) and L(Q) C L(Q'), we obtain L(Q) = L(Q'). O

Briefly, a queue grammar Q = (V, T, W, F, R, g) in normal form of
Definition 3.1.23 generates every string in L(Q) — {¢} so it passes through !. Before
it enters !, it generates only strings from (V — T)*; after entering !, it generates only
strings from 7.

Definition 3.1.25. Let Q = (V, T, W, F, R, g) be a left-extended queue grammar.
Q satisfies the normal form, if V= UUZUT and W = X U Y U {!} such that U, Z,
T,X, Y, {!} are pairwise disjoint, F C Y, g € UW, and Q derives every w € L(Q) in
this way

#g ig aopdy . ..a,#b1by---b,! [tll‘z...tm]
=0 aodi . .. amb1#by - - - byyip [r1]

=0 Qoai . .. Aub1bo#bs - byy1y2p2 [r]

=0 Qoai ... aub1by - by 1 #byy1y2 - Yn—1Pn—1 [Fa—1]
=0 aodi ...ayb1by - -by_1by#y1y2 - YD [7a]

wherem,n e N,qj e U,bje Z,y; e T*, w=y1y2-- Y. pi €Y,p, € F, 1j,1; €R,
where #; = (a;j,bj,x;, ¢j) satisfies a; € U, b; € X, x € (V-T)* ¢; € XU {!},
and r; = (a,-,b,-,x,-,c,-) satisfies a; € Z, b; € (Y—F) @] {'}, X; € T*, ci €Y,
forj=1,...,mandi=1,...,n.

Theorem 3.1.26. For every left-extended queue grammar K, there is a left-extended
queue grammar Q in the normal form from Definition 3.1.25 such that L(K) = L(Q).

Proof. See Lemma 1 in [Med03c].
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Uniform Rewriting

Classical grammars can produce a very broad variety of quite different sentential
forms during the generation of their languages. This inconsistent generation repre-
sents a highly undesirable grammatical phenomenon. In theory, the demonstration
of properties concerning languages generated in this way lead to extremely tedious
proofs. In practice, the inconsistent generation of languages is not easy to apply and
implement. Therefore, in this section, we explain how to reduce or even overcome
this difficulty by making the language generation more uniform. Specifically,
phrase-structure grammars are transformed so that they generate only strings that
have a uniform permutation-based form.

More precisely, the present section demonstrates that for every phrase-structure
grammar G, there exists an equivalent phrase-structure grammar

G = ({S.0,1}UT.T,P,S)
so that every x € F(G') satisfies
x € T IT(w)*

where w € {0, 1}* (recall that F(G’) is defined in Definition 2.3.2). Then, it makes
this conversion so that for every x € F(G),

x € Iw)*T*

Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a phrase-structure grammar. Notice that alph(L(G)) € T.
If a € T — alph(L(G)), then a actually acts as a pseudoterminal because it appears
in no string of L(G). Every transformation described in this section assumes that its
input grammar contains no pseudoterminals of this kind, and does not contain any
useless nonterminals either.

Let j be a natural number. Set

PS[j] = {L | L = L(G), where G = (V, T, P,S) is a phrase-structure
grammar such that card(alph(F(G)) —T) = j and
F(G) C T*II(w)*, wherew € (V — T)*}

Analogously, set

PS[j] = {L | L = L(G), where G = (V,T,P,S) is a phrase-structure
grammar such that card(alph(F(G)) —T) = j and
F(G) € IT(w)*T*, where w € (V — T)*}
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Lemma 3.1.27. Let G be a phrase-structure grammar. Then, there exists a phrase-
structure grammar, G = ({S,0,1} U T, T, P, S), satisfying L(G') = L(G) and
F(G') € T*I1(1"7200)*, for some natural number n.

Proof. Let G = (V, T, Q, $) be a phrase-structure grammar, where V is the total
alphabet of G, T is the terminal alphabet of G, Q is the set of rules of G, and $ is the
start symbol of G. Without any loss of generality, assume that V N {0, 1} = @. The
following construction produces an equivalent phrase-structure grammar

G = ({S.0,1}UT,T,P,S)
such that F(G') € T*IT(1"7200)*, for some natural number 7.

For some integers m, n such that m > 3 and 2m = n, introduce an injective
homomorphism 8 from V to

(5™ {03{137{0} N {0, 1}") — {1"~*00}
Extend the domain of 8 to V*. Define the phrase-structure grammar
G =({S.0,1}UT,T,P,S)
with
P ={S— 1"2008($)1"7200} U
{Bx) > By |x—>ye Ot U
{1"72008(a) — al"200 |a € T} U
{1"72001"7200 — &}
Claim 3.1.28. Let S :>}(‘;, w, where w € V* and h > 1. Then,

w € T*({e} U {1"7200}(B(V))*{1"7%00})

Proof. The claim is proved by inductionon 2 > 1.

Basis. Let h = 1. That is,

S = 1"72008($)1"7200 [S — 1"72008($)1"200]

1"72008(5)1"7200 € T*({1"7200}(B(V))*{1"7200} U {&})

the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that for some k > 0, if § :>g, w,wherei =1,...,k
and w € V*, then w € T*({1"200}(B(V))*{1"7200} U {&}).
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Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
k+1
S :>G/ w

where w € V* — T*. Express S :>I‘G4fl w as

S =%, ulhs(p)v
= uths(p)v [p]

where p € P and w = urhs(p)v. Less formally, after k steps, G’ derives u lhs(p)v.
Then, by using p, G’ replaces lhs(p) with rhs(p) in u lhs(p)v, so it obtains u rhs(p)v.
By the induction hypothesis,
ulhs(p)v € T*({1"72001(B(V))*{1"7200} U {&})
Aslhs(p) € T*, ulhs(p)v & T*. Therefore,
ulhs(p)v € T*{1"7200}(B(V))*{1"7200}
Let

ulhs(p)v € T*{1""200}(B(V)Y {17200}

in G/, for some j > 1. By the definition of P, p satisfies one of the following three
properties.

(i) Letlhs(p) = B(x) and rhs(p) = B(y), where x — y € Q, At this point,
u € T*{1"2001{B(V)}"

for some r > 0, and

v € {B(V)}UIsPI=n g1m=200}

Distinguish between these two cases: |x| < |y| and |x| > |y|.

(i.a) Let |x| < |y|. Set s = |y| — |x|. Observe that
urhs(p)v € T*{1"7200}(B(V))VT{1"~200}
Asw = urhs(p)v,
w e T*({1"200}3(B(V)* {17200} U {e})
(i.b) Let |x| > |y|. By analogy with (i.a), prove that

w e T*({1"200}(B(V))*{1"7%00} U {&})
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(ii) Assume that Ihs(p) = 1"72008(a) and rhs(p) = al"200, for some a € T.
Notice that

ulhs(p)v € T*{1"7200}(B (V)Y {1200}

implies that u € T* and
v e (B(V)UV{1"%00}
Then,
urhs(p)v € T*{a}{1"7200}(B(V))~" {17200}

Asw = urhs(p)v,

w e T*({1"2003(B(V)* {17200} U {e})

(iii) Assume that Ths(p) = 17-2001"~200 and rhs(p) = . Then, j = 0 in
T*{1"7200} (B(V)Y {17200}
50
ulhs(p)v € T*{1"7200}{1"200}

and uths(p)v € T*. As w = urhs(p)v,

w e T*({1"200}(B(V))*{1"7200} U {e}) o

Claim 3.1.29. LetS =%, u=},z, where z € T*. Then, u € T*I1(1"7200)*.

Proof. LetS =%, u=},z, where z € T*. By Claim 3.1.28,
u € T*({1"200}(B(V))*{1"7%00} U {&})

and by the definition of 8, u € T*IT(1"7200)*. O
Claim 3.1.30. Let$ = w, for some m > 0. Then, § :%', 1"72008(w)177200.
Proof. The claim is proved by induction on m > 0.

Basis. Let m = 0. That is, $ = $. As

S = 1"72008($)1"7200 [S — 1"72008($)1"200]

the basis holds.
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Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that for some j > 1, if $ :>iG w,wherei =1,...,j
andw € V*, then S=7, B(w).

Induction Step. Let $ :>jG+1 w. Express $ :>jG+1 w as
$ :’G Uxv =g uyv [x =yl
where x — y € Q and w = uyv. By the induction hypothesis,
S =35 1772008 (uxv) 1" 200

Express B(uxv) as B(uxv) = Bw)B(x)B(v). Asx — y € P, B(x) — B(y) € P.

Therefore,

S =& 1772008 (u) B(x) B(v) 177200
= 1"2008w)B(y)B(v)1"7200 [B(x) — B()]

Because w = uyv, B(w) = B(w)B()B(v), so
S =3 1"72008(w)1"200 O

Claim 3.1.31. L(G) C L(G')
Proof. Letw € L(G). Thus, $=7w with w € T*. By Claim 3.1.30,

S =& 1"72008(w)1"200

Distinguish between these two cases: w = ¢ and w # ¢.

(i) Ifw = &, 1"2008(w) 177200 = 1""2001"200. As 172001200 — & € P,

S = 1"2001"~200
=g € [1"72001"7200 — ¢]
Thus, w € L(G').
(i) Assume that w # ¢. Express w as w = aja---ay—1a, with a; € T fori =

1,...,n,n> 0. Because

({1"200B(a) — al"™200 | a € T} U {1"2001"7200 — &}) C P
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there exists

S =& 1"72008(a1)B(a2) - - Ban—1) f(an) 1"7200
:>G/ a 1n—200[3 (02) T ﬂ(an—l)ﬂ(an)ln_zoo
[1"2008(ay) — a;1"-200]
=g a1a21"200B(as) - - - B(an—1)f(a,)1"200
(172008 (a2) — a>1"~200]

=g 102" dp—2 1n_200:3(an—1):3(an) 1"7200
[1772008 (dy—s) = @p—s1"~200]
= Q12 Ayay—11"7200(a,) 1200
[17!—200’3 (an—l) — dp—1 ln—ZOO]
= Q102" Ap—ln—10y 1720017200
[1"72008(a,) — a,1"7200]
ig/ a\az - - ap—20ap—14dy
[1772001"7200 — &]
Therefore, w € L(G'). O

Claim 3.1.32. Let S =7, 1"7200w1"~200, where w € {0, 1}*, for some m > 1.
Then, $=%8"1(w).

Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 1.
Basis. Let m = 1. That is,

S = 1"7200w1" 7200

where w € {0, 1}*. Then, w = B($). As $ =, §, the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that for some j > 1, if § =, 1"7200w1"~200,
wherei = 1,...,jandw € {0, 1}*, then $ =% B~ (w).

Induction Step. Let

S =25 1"200w1"7200
where w € {0, 1}*. Asw € {0, 1}*,

s =78 1m200w1"200
can be expressed as

S =7, 1772004 (x)v1"~200
= 1"7200up (y)v1"200 [B(x) — ()]

where x,y € V*, x - y € Q, and w = uf(y)v. By the induction hypothesis,

S =& 172008~ (uB(x)v) 1" 200
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Express B~ (uB(x)v) as
B up(v) = B~ (wxp™ (v)
Sincex - y € Q,

$ =4 B wxB (v)
=6 B Wy (v) [x — ]

Because w = uB(y)v, B~ (w) = B~ (u)yB~" (v), so
$ =5 B (w) 8]

Claim 3.1.33. L(G') € L(G)
Proof. Letw € L(G'). Distinguish between w = ¢ and w # ¢.

(i) Letw = &. Observe that G’ derives ¢ as

S =% 17720017200
= € [1"72001"7200 — ¢]

Because
S=¢,1"72001""200

Claim 3.1.32 implies that $=(.¢. Therefore, w € L(G).
(ii) Assume that w # ¢e. Letw = ajaz---a,—1a, witha; € T fori = 1,...,n,
where n > 1. Examine P to see that in G, there exists this derivation

S =3, 1772008 (ar)f(az) - - Blan—1)B(an) 1200
= a1"200B(az) - - - B(an—1) (@) 1" 200
[1"72008(a;) — a;1"7200]
= @1a21"72008(a3) - - Blan—1)B(an) 17200
[1"72008(az) — a»1"7200]

=g G102 Ap—2 ln_zooﬂ(an—l)lg(an) 1"7200
(172008 (an—2) — ay—21"~200]

=g 102 Ap—20n—1 1’1_200,3((1”)1”_200
(172008 (an—1) = as—11"~200]

=g @ay- - Ap—rly—1a, 1200177200
[1"72008(a,) — a,1"7200]

= 4142 Qp—20p—10y
[1"72001"7200 — ¢]
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Because
§= & 1" 200B(a1)B(az) -+ - B(an—1)B(a,)1"~200
Claim 3.1.32 implies that
$=>Garar - ap1a,

Hence, w € L(G).

By Claims 3.1.31 and 3.1.33, L(G) = L(G’). By Claim 3.1.29, F(G')
T*IT(1"200)*. Thus, Lemma 3.1.27 holds.

Theorem 3.1.34. PS[.2] = RE

Proof. The inclusion PS[.2] <€ RE follows from Turing-Church thesis (see
page 26). By Lemma 3.1.27, RE C PS[.2]. Therefore, the theorem holds. O

on 4

Lemma 3.1.35. Let G be a phrase-structure grammar. Then, there exists a phrase-
structure grammar G' = ({§,0,1} U T, T, P, S) satisfying L(G) = L(G') and
F(G') € II(1"7200)*T*, for some n > 1.

Proof. Let G = (V, T, Q, $) be a phrase-structure grammar, where V is the total
alphabet of G, T is the terminal alphabet of G, Q is the set of rules of G, and $ is the
start symbol of G. Without any loss of generality, assume that V N {0, 1} = @. The
following construction produces an equivalent phrase-structure grammar

G = ({S.0,1}UT.T,P,S)
such that F(G') € IT1(1"~200)*T*, for some n > 1.

For some m > 3 and n such that 2m = n, introduce an injective homomorphism j
from V to

((1{13*{0}{1}{0} N {0, 1}") — {1"200}
Extend the domain of 8 to V*. Define the phrase-structure grammar
G =(TU{S.0,1},P.S.T)
with

P = {S — 1"72008($)1"200} U
{B(x) > BO) [x>ye QU
{B(a)1""200 — 1"200a | a € T} U
(17720017200 — ¢}

Complete this proof by analogy with the proof of Lemma 3.1.27. O
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Theorem 3.1.36. PS[2.] = RE

Proof. Clearly, PS[2.] € RE. By Lemma 3.1.35, RE < PSJ2.]. Therefore, this
theorem holds. O

Corollary 3.1.37. PS[.2] = PS[2.] =RE O
There is an open problem area related to the results above.

Open Problem 3.1.38. Recall that in this section we converted any phrase-
structure grammar G to an equivalent phrase-structure grammar, G' = (V, T,
P, S), so that for every x € F(G'), x € T*II(w)*, where w is a string over V — T.
Then, we made this conversion so that for every x € F(G’), x € IT1(w)*T*. Take
into account the length of w. More precisely, for j, kK > 1 set

PS[j, k] = {L | L = L(G), where G = (V, T, P,S) is a phrase-structure
grammar such that card(alph(F(G)) —T) = j and
F(G) C T*II(w)*, wherew € (V—T)* and |w| = k}

Analogously, set

PS[j,k.] = {L | L = L(G), where G = (V, T, P,S) is a phrase-structure
grammar such that card(alph(F(G)) —T) = j and
F(G) € M(w)*T*, wherew € (V — T)* and |w| = k}

Reconsider this section in terms of these families of languages. O

3.1.2 Conditional Context Grammars

Context-conditional grammars are based on context-free rules, each of which may
be extended by finitely many permitting and forbidding strings. A rule like this can
rewrite a sentential form on the condition that all its permitting strings occur in the
current sentential form while all its forbidding strings do not occur there.

This section first defines context-conditional grammars and, after that, it estab-
lishes their generative power.

Definitions

Without further ado, we define the basic versions of context-regulated grammars.

Definition 3.1.39. A context-conditional grammar is a quadruple

G=(V.T.P.S)
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where V, T, and S are the total alphabet, the terminal alphabet (T C V), and the
start symbol (S € V — T), respectively. P is a finite set of rules of the form

(A — x, Per, For)

where A € V — T, x € V*, and Per, For C V7 are two finite sets. If Per # @ or
For # @, the rule is said to be conditional; otherwise, it is called context-free. G has
degree (r, s), where r and s are natural numbers, if for every (A — x, Per, For) € P,
max-len(Per) < r and max-len(For) < s. If (A — x, Per, For) € P implies that
x # &, G is said to be propagating. Let u,v € V* and (A — x, Per, For) € P. Then,
u directly derives v according to (A — x, Per, For) in G, denoted by

u =0 [(A — x, Per, For)]

provided that for some uy, u; € V*, the following conditions hold:

(2) u = ujAuy,

(b) v = urxu,

(¢) Per C sub(u),

(d) For N sub(u) = @.

When no confusion exists, we simply write u = v instead of u =, v [(A —
x, Per, For)]. By analogy with context-free grammars, we extend = ¢ to :"G (where
k>0),= g , and = 7. The language of G, denoted by L(G), is defined as

L(G) = {w e T* | S=§w} O

The families of languages generated by context-conditional grammars and
propagating context-conditional grammars of degree (r, s) are denoted by CG(r, s)
and CG™*(r, s), respectively. Furthermore, set

oo o0

cG = JJCG(r.s)

r=0s5=0
and

CG™* = O G CG™*(r,s)

r=0s=0

Generative Power

Next, we prove several theorems concerning the generative power of the general ver-
sions of context-conditional grammars. Let us point out, however, that Sects. 3.1.3
through 3.1.6 establish many more results about special cases of these grammars.
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Theorem 3.1.40. CG*(0,0) = CG(0,0) = CF

Proof. This theorem follows immediately from the definition. Clearly, context-
conditional grammars of degree (0, 0) are ordinary context-free grammars. O

Lemma 3.1.41. CG™¢ C CS
Proof. Let r = s = 0. Then, CG™°(0,0) = CF C CS. The rest of the proof

establishes the inclusion for degrees (7, s) such that r + s > 0.
Consider a propagating context-conditional grammar

G=(V.T.P.S)

of degree (r, s), where r + s > 0, for some r, s > 0. Let k be the greater number of r
and s. Set

M:{xEV+ | |x|§k}
Next, define
cf-rules(P) = {A — x| (A —x,Per,Forye P, Ac (V-T), x€ V+}
Then, set

Nrp ={|X,x] | XS M, xe MU {e}}
Ny ={{X) | X S M}
Np = {[p] | p € cf-rules(P)} U {[0]}
VvV = VUNF UNTUNB U {l>, <I,$,S/,#}
T =TU{#
Construct the context-sensitive grammar
G/ — (V/, T/,P/,S/)
with the finite set of rules P’ defined as follows:

(1) add ' — >|0,¢]S<1to P';
(2) forall X € M,x € (VKU {e}) and y € V¥, extend P’ by adding

| X, x|y = y| X U sub(xy, k), y|
(3) forallX € M,x € (VKU {e})andy € VT, |y| < k, extend P’ by adding

[ X, x]y<t — y(X U sub(xy, k))<
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(4) forall X € M and every p = A — x € cf-rules(P) such that there exists
(A — x, Per,For) € P satisfying Per C X and For N X = @, extend P’ by
adding

(X)<—[pl<
(5) for every p € cf-rules(P) and a € V, extend P’ by adding
alpl = [pla
(6) forevery p = A — x € cf-rules(P),A € (V—T), x € VT, extend P’ by adding
Alpl — [0]x
(7) forevery a € V, extend P’ by adding
al@] — [Da

(8) add>[0] — >|@,¢] to P';
(9) add>|0,¢| — #3$,$<1 — ##, and $a — a$, foralla € T, to P'.

Claim 3.1.42. Every successful derivation in G’ has the form
S =5 >(0,e]5<
=& >0, 6)x<
=5 #$x<
:‘5‘! #x$<
= o Hxitt

such that x € T+, and during

>0, ¢]S< :>2;', >0, elx<g

every sentential form w satisfies w € {I>}H1{<1}, where H C V' — {>, <1, #,$, 5'}.

Proof. Observe that the only rule that rewrites S’ is S — >0, £|S<q; thus,
S =4 >10,6]85<
After that, every sentential form that occurs in

>|0.]S< ={, >0, 6)x<
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can be rewritten by using any of the rules (2) through (8) from the construction of P’.
By the inspection of these rules, it is obvious that the delimiting symbols I> and <
remain unchanged and no other occurrences of them appear inside the sentential
form. Moreover, there is no rule generating a symbol from {#, $, S’}. Therefore, all
these sentential forms belong to {>}H T {<}.

Next, let us explain how G’ generates a string from L(G’). Only > |8, ¢| — #$
can rewrite > to a symbol from 7 (see (9) in the definition of P’). According to the
left-hand side of this rule, we obtain

S =5 >0,e]S =5 >0, e)xw =5 #9x<

where x € HT. To rewrite <1, G’ uses $<0 — ##. Thus, G’ needs $ as the left

neighbor of <1. Suppose that x = aja---a4, where ¢ = |x| and a; € T, for all
i € {l,...,q}. Since for every a € T there is $a — a$ € P’ (see (9)), we can
construct

#Sajar---a, <t =, #a$ay---a,<
=5 #a1a:% - a,<
:‘él_z #aia -+ a,$<

Notice that this derivation can be constructed only for x that belong to 7. Then,

$<1 is rewritten to ##. As a result,

Jx|

S = >10.6]S< =L >10.elx S #3xd =0 S = Hii

with the required properties. Thus, the claim holds. O

The following claim demonstrates how G’ simulates a direct derivation from G—
the heart of the construction.

Let x :>QGB, y denote the derivation x :%', y such that x = >|0,¢elu<, y =
>|0,e|v<,u,v € VT, and during x :>§, ¥, there is no other occurrence of a string
of the form > |0, g|z<1, z € V*.

Claim 3.1.43. For every u,v € V*, it holds that
>0, elut =9 >|0.6Jv< ifandonlyif u=;v

Proof. The proof is divided into the only-if part and the if part.

Only If. Let us show how G’ rewrites >|@, ¢ [u<d to >|@, ¢ |v<d. The simulation
consists of two phases.

During the first, forward phase, G’ scans u to get all nonempty substrings of
length k& or less. By repeatedly using rules | X, x|y — y|X U sub(xy, k),y|, X C M,
x € (VKU {e}),y € VK (see (2) in the definition of P’), the occurrence of a symbol
of the form | X, x| is moved toward the end of the sentential form. Simultaneously,
the substrings of u are recorded in X. The forward phase is finished by applying
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[X, x]y<t — (X Usub(xy, k)) <1, x € (VKU {e}),y € VT, |y| < k (see (3)); this rule
reaches the end of u and completes X = sub(u, k). Formally,

>0, elu< =7, >u(X)<

with X = sub(u, k).

The second, backward phase simulates the application of a conditional rule.
Assume that u = wujAuy, uj,up € V*, A € (V — T), and there exists a rule
A — x € cf-rules(P) such that (A — x, Per, For) € P for some Per, For C M,
where Per C X, For N X = @. Let u;xuy = v. Then, G’ derives

Su(X)< =4, >10,¢)v<

by performing the following five steps

(i) (X) is changed to [p], where p = A — x satisfies the conditions above (see (4)
in the definition of P’);
(ii) >ujAuy[p]<d is rewritten to >ujA[pluz<d by using the rules of the form

alp] — [pla,a € V (see (5));
(iii) >ujA[pluy<dis rewritten to >u; [@]xu, <1 by using A[p] — [@]x (see (6));
(iv) >ui[@)xur<a is rewritten to o> [@ ujxu,<1 by using the rules of the form
al@] — [@la,a € V (see (7));
(v) finally, >[@] is rewritten to > |0, ¢ | by >[0] — >0, ¢].

As a result, we obtain

>0, elu<d =, >u(X)< =, >ulpl<

lul

=g >[0lv< =, >0, efv<
Observe that this is the only way of deriving
>0, elut =9 >0, ¢]v<

Let us show that u = v. Indeed, the application of A[p] — [@]x implies that
there exists (A — x, Per, For) € P, where Per C sub(u, k) and For N sub(u, k) = @.
Hence, there exists a derivation of the form

u=;v[p

where u = u1Auy, v = uyxup and p = (A — x, Per, For) € P.

If. The converse implication is similar to the only-if part, so we leave it to the
reader. O

Claim 3.1.44. S’ :>2;', >|0, e]x<tif and only if § =% x, forallx € V.
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Proof. The proof is divided into the only-if part and the if part.

Only If. The only-if part is proved by induction on the ith occurrence of the sentential
form w satisfying w = >0, eJu<i, u € V* during the derivation in G'.

Basis. Leti = 1. Then, §' =, >|0.e|S<and S = S.
Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that the claim holds for all i < h, for some 7 > 1.

Induction Step. Leti = h + 1. Since h + 1 > 2, we can express

S =¢ >0, e)x<
as

S =5 >0 elxm< =8 >10.6)x<
where x;—;,x; € VT. By the induction hypothesis,
S =5 xim1
Claim 3.1.43 says that
>0, ¢elxi—1< :>2 >0, elx;<a ifandonlyif xi—1 =4 x;

Hence,

S =EXim1 =g X

and the only-if part holds.

If. By induction on m, we prove that
S =7 x implies that §' =}, >0, ¢|x<

forallm > 0,x e V™.
Basis. Form = 0,5 = Sand §' =, >0, ¢[S<.
Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all m < n, for some n > 0.

Induction Step. Let
S =>'é+1 x
with x € V*. Because n + 1 > 1, there exists y € VT such that

S=>6y =X
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By the induction hypothesis, there is also a derivation
S =4 >10.6ly<
From Claim 3.1.43 it follows that
>0, ely< =& >0, e)x<

Therefore,

§ =¢ >0, e)x<

and the converse implication holds as well. O
From Claims 3.1.42 and 3.1.44, we see that any successful derivation in G’ is of
the form

S =t >0, e)x< =1 #o

such that

S=tx, xeTt
Therefore, for each x € T,
§' = #x## ifandonlyif § =7 x

Define the homomorphism % over (T U {#})* as h(#) = ¢ and h(a) = a for all
a € T. Observe that A is 4-linear erasing with respect to L(G’). Furthermore, notice
that 2(L(G")) = L(G). Because CS is closed under linear erasing (see Theorem 10.4
on page 98 in [Sal73]), L € CS. Thus, Lemma 3.1.41 holds. |

Theorem 3.1.45. CG™° = CS

Proof. By Lemma 3.1.41, we have CG™® C CS. CS € CG™* holds as well.
In fact, later in this book, we introduce several special cases of propagating
context-conditional grammars and prove that even these grammars generate CS (see
Theorems 3.1.83 and 3.1.89). As aresult, CG™° = CS. O

Lemma 3.1.46. CG C RE

Proof. This lemma follows from Turing-Church thesis (see page 26). To obtain
an algorithm converting any context-conditional grammar to an equivalent phrase-
structure grammar, use the technique presented in Lemma 3.1.41. O

Theorem 3.1.47. CG = RE

Proof. By Lemma 3.1.46, CG < RE. Later on, we define some special cases
of context-conditional grammars and demonstrate that they characterize RE (see
Theorems 3.1.62, 3.1.86, and 3.1.94). Thus, RE C CG. O
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3.1.3 Random-Context Grammars

This section discusses three special cases of context-conditional grammars whose
conditions are nonterminal symbols, so their degree is not greater than (1, 1).
Specifically, permitting grammars are of degree (1,0). Forbidding grammars are
of degree (0, 1). Finally, random context grammars are of degree (1, 1).

The present section, first, provides definitions and illustrates all the grammars
under discussion and, then, it establishes their generative power.

Definitions and Examples

We open this section by defining random context grammars and their two important
special cases—permitting and forbidding grammars. Later in this section, we
illustrate them.

Definition 3.1.48. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a context-conditional grammar. G
is called a random context grammar provided that every (A — x, Per, For) € P
satisfies Per € N and For C N. O

Definition 3.1.49. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a random context grammar. G is
called a permitting grammar provided that every (A — x, Per, For) € P satisfies
For = 0. O

Definition 3.1.50. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a random context grammar. G is
called a forbidding grammar provided that every (A — x, Per, For) € P satisfies
Per = 0. ]

The following conventions simplify rules in permitting and forbidding grammars.

Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a permitting grammar, and let p = (A — x, Per, For) €
P. Since For = @, we usually omit the empty set of forbidding conditions. That is,
we write (A — x, Per) when no confusion arises.

Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a forbidding grammar, and let p = (A — x, Per, For) €
P. We write (A — x, For) instead of (A — x, Per, For) because Per = @ for all
p€EP.

The families of languages defined by permitting grammars, forbidding gram-
mars, and random context grammars are denoted by Per, For, and RC, respectively.
To indicate that only propagating grammars are considered, we use the upper
index —e. That is, Per ®, For ®, and RC™® denote the families of languages
defined by propagating permitting grammars, propagating forbidding grammars,
and propagating random context grammars, respectively.

Example 3.1.51 (See [DP89]). Let
G = ({S,A,B, C,D,A',B,C',a,b,c},{a,b,c},P, S)

be a permitting grammar, where P is defined as follows:
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P = {(S— ABC.9),
(A — aA',{B}),
(B — bB'.{C}),
(C — cC' {A"}),
(A" —> A, {B'}),
(B — B,{C"}),
(C"— C.{A}),
(A —a.{B}),
(B — b,{C}),
(C—c.0)}

Consider the string aabbcc. G generates this string in the following way

S= ABC = aA'BC = aA’bB'C = aA’bB'cC' =
aAbB'cC' = aAbBcC' = aAbBcC =
aabBcC = aabbcC = aabbcc

Observe that G is propagating and
L(G) = {a"b”c" | n> 1}

which is a non-context-free language. O

Example 3.1.52 (See [DP89]). Let
G = ({S.A.B,D.a}.{a},P.S)
be a random context grammar. The set of rules P is defined as follows:

P ={(S — AA,0.{B.D}),
(A — B,0,{S,D}),
(B— S,0,{A,D}),
(A — D,9,{S,B}),
(D — a,0.{S.A,B})}

Notice that G is a propagating forbidding grammar. For aaaaaaaa, G makes the
following derivation

S= AA = AB = BB = BS = §S = AAS = AAAA = BAAA =
BABA = BBBA = BBBB = SBBB = SSBB = SSSB =
SSSS = AASSS =3 AAAAAAAA =8 DDDDDDDD =3 aaaaaaaa
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Clearly, G generates this non-context-free language

L(G):{azn |n21} 0

Generative Power

We next establish several theorems concerning the generative power of the gram-
mars defined in the previous section.

Theorem 3.1.53. CF C Per * Cc RC™? C CS

Proof. CF C Per™* follows from Example 3.1.51. Per ® C RC™ follows
from Theorem 2.7 in Chapter 3 in [RS97b]. Finally, RC™® C CS follows from
Theorems 1.2.4 and 1.4.5 in [DP89]. O

Theorem 3.1.54. Per ° = Per C RC = RE

Proof. Per—® = Per follows from Theorem 1 in [Zetl0]. By Theorem 1.2.5
in [DP89], RC = RE. Furthermore, from Theorem 2.7 in Chapter 3 in [RS97b],
it follows that Per C RC; thus, the theorem holds. O

Lemma 3.1.55. ETOL C For™*
Proof. (See [Pen75].) Let L € ETOL, L = L(G) for some ETOL grammar,

G=(V.T.Py,....P.S)

Without loss of generality, we assume that G is propagating (see Theorem 2.3.41).
We introduce the alphabets

VO ={a" |aeV}, 1 <i<t
V' ={d |aeV}
V' ={d"|acV}

V ={alaeT}

For w € V*, by w®, w/, w”, and w, we denote the strings obtained from w by
replacing each occurrence of a symbol a € V by a®”, @', a”, and a, respectively. Let
P’ be the set of all random context rules defined as follows:

(1) foreverya € V,add (¢’ — a”,8,VUVO UVD U...Uu VD)o P

(2) foreverya € Vforall 1 <i <t add

@ —-ad? 6, vuvuvhuv@uy...yvEb yyith y...yvo)

to P';
(3) foralli e {l,...,t} foreverya — u € P;, add (¢ — ', 8,V" U V) to P';
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@) foralla e T,add (@’ - a,0, V" UVDOUVO U...UVD)toP;
(5) foralla e T,add (@ — a, 0,V UV'UVD UVA U...UuVD)to P

Then, define the random context grammar
G=WVuvuvuvOuv?u...uv9 T P.5)

that has only forbidding context conditions.

Let x’ be a string over V’. To X', we can apply only rules whose left-hand side is
inV'.

(a) We use @ — d” for some @’ € V’. The obtained sentential form contains
symbols of V' and V”. Hence, we can use only rules of type (1). Continuing
in this way, we get x'=7,x”. By analogous arguments, we now have to rewrite
all symbols of x” by rules of (2) with the same index (i). Thus, we obtain x(.
To each symbol a” in x', we apply a rule a? — u, where a — u € P;.
Since again all symbols in x¥ have to be replaced before starting with rules of
another type, we simulate a derivation step in G and get 7/, where x = zin G.
Therefore, starting with a rule of (1), we simulate a derivation step in G, and
conversely, each derivation step in G can be simulated in this way.

(b) We apply a rule @’ — a to x'. Next, each @’ of T’ occurring in x" has to be
substituted by a and then by a by using the rules constructed in (5). Therefore,
we obtain a terminal string only if X' € T"*.

By these considerations, any successful derivation in G is of the form

S'=58" =g S©

i
=g =0 =5

=LA
:E/Zn-l-l :>E/Zn+l :E/Zn-l-l
and such a derivation exists if and only if
S :GZ] :>GZ2 :G éGZn :>G Zn+1
is a successful derivation in G. Thus, L(G) = L(G').
In order to finish the proof, it is sufficient to find a language that is not in ETOL

and can be generated by a forbidding grammar. A language of this kind is

L= {b(bam)" |m>n=> O}

which can be generated by the grammar

G = ({S.A,A",B,B',B",C,D,E}, {a,b}, P.s)
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with P consisting of the following rules

(S — SA,0.9)

(S — C.0,9)

(C— D,0.{S,A",B',B".D.E})
(B — B'a.0,{S,C,E})

(A— B"a,0,{S,C,E,B"})

(A— A'a,0,{S,C,E})

(D — C.9,{A,B})

(B — B, 0, {D})

(B" — B,®,{D})

(A" — A, 0,{D})

(D — E.0,{S.A,A',B,B" ,C,E})
(B— b.9,{S.A,A",B',B",C,D})
(E— b,0,{S.A.A",B,B,B",C,D})

First, we have the derivation
S=SA"= ;CA" = ;DA"

Then, we have to replace all occurrences of A. If we want to replace an occurrence
of A by a terminal string in some steps, it is necessary to use A — B”a. However,
this can be done at most once in a phase that replaces all As. Therefore,m > n. O

Theorem 3.1.56. CF C ETOL C For ° C For C CS

Proof. According to Example 3.1.52, we already have CF C For™°. By [RS80] and
Lemma 3.1.55, CF € ETOL C For *. Moreover, in [Pen75], it has been proved
that For—® € For C CS. Therefore, the theorem holds. O

The following corollary summarizes the relations of language families generated
by random context grammars.

Corollary 3.1.57.
CF C Per ° CRC™* C CS
Per * = Per C RC = RE
CF C ETOL C For ¢ C For C CS

Proof. This corollary follows from Theorems 3.1.53, 3.1.54, and 3.1.56. O
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Open Problem 3.1.58. Are For™* and For identical? O

3.1.4 Forbidding Context Grammars

Generalized forbidding grammars represent a generalized variant of forbidding
grammars (see Sect. 3.1.3) in which forbidding context conditions are formed by
finite languages.

This section consists of two subsections; Definitions and Generative Power and
Reduction. The former defines generalized forbidding grammars, and the latter
establishes their power.

Definitions

Next, we define generalized forbidding grammars.

Definition 3.1.59. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a context-conditional grammar. If every
(A — x, Per, For) satisfies Per = @, then G is said to be a generalized forbidding
grammar (a gf-grammar for short). O

The following convention simplifies the notation of gf-grammars. Let G = (V, T,
P, S) be a gf-grammar of degree (7, s). Since every (A — x, Per, For) € P implies
that Per = @, we omit the empty set of permitting conditions. That is, we write
(A — x, For) instead of (A — x, Per, For). For simplicity, we also say that the
degree of G is s instead of (r, s).

The families generated by gf-grammars and propagating gf-grammars of degree s
are denoted by GF(s) and GF™*(s), respectively. Furthermore, set

GF = G GF(s)

s=0

and

o0
GF ™ = JGF™(s)
s=0

Generative Power and Reduction

In the present section, we establish the generative power of generalized forbidding
grammars, defined in the previous section. In fact, apart from establishing this
power, we also give several related results concerning the reduction of these
grammars. Indeed, we reduce these grammars with respect to the number of
nonterminals, the number of forbidding rules, and the length of forbidding strings.
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By analogy with Theorem 3.1.40, it is easy to see that gf-grammars of degree 0
are ordinary context-free grammars.

Theorem 3.1.60. GF°(0) = GF(0) = CF O
Furthermore, gf-grammars of degree 1 are as powerful as forbidding grammars.

Theorem 3.1.61. GF(1) = For

Proof. This simple proof is left to the reader. O

Theorem 3.1.62. GF(2) = RE

Proof. 1tis straightforward to prove that GF(2) C RE; hence it is sufficient to prove
the converse inclusion.

Let L be a recursively enumerable language. Without any loss of generality we
assume that L is generated by a phrase-structure grammar

G=(V.T.P.S)

in the Penttonen normal form (see Theorem 3.1.4). Set N =V —T.

Let @, $, S" be new symbols and m be the cardinality of VU{@}. Clearly, m > 1.
Furthermore, let f be an arbitrary bijection from V U {@} onto {1,...,m} and !
be the inverse of f.

The gf-grammar

G =(Vu{ess}T.P.S)
of degree 2 is defined as follows:

V' = WUV, where
W = {[AB — AC,j] | AB—> ACe€P, A,B,CEN,1<j<m+ 1}

We assume that W, {@, $, S}, and V are pairwise disjoint alphabets. The set of rules
P’ is defined in the following way

(1) add (S’ — @S, 0) to P';
(2) ifA—xeP,AeN,x€{e}UTUN?, thenadd (A — x,{$}) to P';
(3) if AB— AC € P,A,B,C € N, then

(3.2) add (B — $[AB — AC,1],{$}) to P';
(3.b) forallj =1,...,m,f(A) # j, extend P’ by adding
([AB — AC.j] > [AB — AC.j + 1].{f'()$})
(3.c) add ([AB — AC.f(A)] — [AB — AC,f(A) + 1], 0) and ([AB — AC,m +
1] - C,0) to P';
%) add(@ - e, NUW U {$}) and ($ — &, W) to P'.
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Basically, the application of AB — AC in G is simulated in G’ in the following
way. An occurrence of B is rewritten with ${AB — AC, 1]. Then, the left adjoining
symbol of $ is checked not to be any symbol from (VU{@}) except A. After this, the
right adjoining symbol of $ is [AB — AC, m + 1]. This symbol is rewritten with C.
A formal proof is given below.

Immediately from the definition of P’ it follows that

s :2;', X

where x € (V' U{@, S'})*, implies that

1. §' & alph(x);
2. if alph(x) N W # @, then #w(x) = 1 and #w(x) = 1;
3. if x & T*, then the leftmost symbol of x is @.

Next, we define a finite substitution g from V* into V’* such that for all B € V,
g(B) ={B}U{[AB— AC,jle W|AB—>ACeP,A,CEN,j=1,....m+1}

Let g~! be the inverse of g.
To show that L(G) = L(G’), we first prove that

S =% x ifandonlyif S§ =7 x

where X' = @v'Xw', X € {$,¢}, v'w € g(x), x € V*, forsomen > 0,n' > 1.

Only If. This is established by induction on n > 0. That is, we have to demonstrate
that § =7 x, x € V*, n > 0, implies that § :%', x' for some x’ such that x' =
@u'Xw, X € {$, ¢}, v'w € g(x).

Basis. Let n = 0. The only x is S because S :>% S. Clearly, S =, @S and
S € g(9).

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or
less, for some n > 0.

Induction Step. Let us consider any derivation of the form
S =rtlx
with x € V*. Since n 4+ 1 > 1, there is some y € v+t and p € P such that
S =6y =¢xlpl
and by the induction hypothesis, there is also a derivation of the form

S :>g/ y/
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for some n’ > 1, such that y = @r'Ys', Y € {$,¢},and s’ € g(»).

(i) Letus assume thatp =D — y, € P,D € N, y, € {¢} UT UN?, y = y|Dys,
y1,¥3 € V*, and x = y;y,y3. From (2) it is clear that (D — y,,{$}) € P'.

(a) Let$ & alph(y’). Then, we have y = @r's’ = @y, Dy,
S' = @yiDys =g @y1y2y3 [(D — 2. {$})]

and y1y2y3 € g(v1y2y3) = g(x).
(b) Let Y = $ € sub(y’) and W N sub(y’) = @. Then, there is the following
derivation in G’

s’ :"G/, @r'$s’ =5 @r's' [($ — &, W)]
By analogy with (a) above, we have @r's’ = @y, Dy,, so
' =t @nDys =g @yiyays [(D — y2. {$))]

where y1y2y3 € g(x).

(c) Let $|AB — AC, i] € sub(y’) for some i € {I,...,m+ 1},AB — AC €
P,A,B,C € N. Thus, Y = @/$[AB — AC,i]{, where s’ = [AB —
AC, i]f. By the inspection of the rules (see (3)) it can be seen (and the
reader should be able to produce a formal proof) that we can express the
derivation

S/ :>g/y/
in the following form
S' =t @r'Br

=s @r'$[AB — AC,1]¢ [(B — $[AB — AC, 1],{$})]
=1 @r'$[AB — AC.,i]Y

Clearly, B’ € g(y) and $ ¢ alph(r'Bt’). Thus, ¥’Bt’ = y,Dys, and there
is a derivation

S'= 7 @y1Dy; =, @y1ysy3 [(D — y2.{$})]

and yy2y3 € g(x).
(i) Letp = AB - AC € P,A,B,C € N,y = y|ABy,, y1,y, € V*, and x =
y1ACy;.

(a) Let $ ¢ alph(y). Thus, s’ = y;ABy,. By the inspection of the rules
introduced in (3) (technical details are left to the reader), there is the
following derivation in G’
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S =", @yABy,
= @y1AS$[AB — AC, 1]y,
[(B— $|AB — AC, 1], {$})]
=g @y1A$[AB — AC, 2]y2
[([AB — AC,1] — [AB — AC, 2], {f ' (D$D))]

:'G, @y,A$[AB — AC.f(A)]y>
[([AB — AC.f(A) — 1] — [AB — AC.f(A)].

AR UGCVESVED)
= @nASIAB — AC.f(A) + 1]y,
[([AB — AC.f(4)] — [AB — AC.f(A) + 1], 9)]

=& @yAS$[AB — AC,m + 1]y,

[([AB — AC,m] — [AB — AC,m + 1], {f "' (m)$})]
:G’ @YIA$C)’2

[([AB - AC,m + 1] — C,9)]

such that y1ACy, € g(»1ACy;) = g(x).
(b) Let$ € alph(y'), alph(y') N W = @. By analogy with (b), the derivation

S'=r@rs

with @r's’ = @y;ABy,, can be constructed in G’. Then, by analogy
with (a), one can construct the derivation

S'=% @y ABy, = @y ASCy,

such that y;ACy; € g(x).
(c) Let#gw(y') = 1. By analogy with (c), one can construct the derivation

S @2/ @y, ABy,
Next, by using an analogue from (a), the derivation
S/:>Z/ @y,ABy, @z/ @y,A3Cy,

can be constructed in G’ so y1ACy; € g(x).

In (i) and (ii) above we have considered all possible forms of p. In cases (a), (b), (c)
of (i) and (ii), we have considered all possible forms of y’. In any of these cases, we
have constructed the desired derivation of the form

S/ = é—/ x/
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such that ¥ = @rXs', X € {$,¢}, s’ € g(x). Hence, we have established the
only-if part of our claim by the principle of induction.

If. This is also demonstrated by induction on n’ > 1. We have to demonstrate that
R ’

if " = ¥, X' = @’'Xs', X € {$,¢}, s’ € g(x), x € V*, for some n’ > 1, then
S=x.

Basis. For n’ = 1 the only x’ is @S since §' =, @S. Because S € g(S), we have
x = §. Clearly, S :>OG S.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length at
most n’ for some n’ > 1. Let us show that it also holds for n’ + 1.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
7 +1 s
S :>ré/ X
withx' = @r'Xs', X € {$,¢}, s’ € g(x), x € V*. Since n’ + 1 > 2, we have
S/ :>nG/ yl :>G/ xl [p/]

forsome p’ = (Z' — w',For) € P,y = @q¢'Y/',Y € {$,¢},4't € g(y),y € V*,
and by the induction hypothesis,

S=ry

Suppose:
(i) Z' € N,w' € {e} U T U N?. By inspecting P’ (see (2)), we have For = {$} and
Z' — w' € P. Thus, $ ¢ alph(y’) and so ¢'f = y. Hence, there is the following
derivation

S=iy=ex [Z - W]

(i) g7'(Z) = g~ '(w/). But then y = x, and by the induction hypothesis, we have
the derivation

S=ry

(i) p' = (B — S[AB — AC,1],{$}); thatis, Z = B, w = $[AB — AC, 1],
For = {$} and sow’' € {$}g(Z'), Y = ¢, X = $. By analogy with (ii), we have

S=5y

andy = x.
(iv) Z =Y = $; thatis,p’ = ($ = &, W). Then, X = ¢, /s’ = ¢'t € g(y), and

S=¢y
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) p = ([AB — AC,m + 1] — C,0); thatis, Z’ = [AB - AC,m+ 1], w = C,
For = @. From (3), it follows that there is a rule of the form AB — AC € P.
Moreover, by inspecting (3), it is not too difficult to see (the technical details
are left to the reader) that Y = $, 7/ = ¢,/ = [AB — AC,m + 1]0/, s’ = Co/,
and the derivation

S =0y = X ]
can be expressed as
S'=7 @q¢'Bo
= @q¢'$[AB— AC,1]0’ [(B— $[AB — AC, 1],{$})]
=" @¢'$[AB — AC.m + 1]0 [h]
=5 @¢'$Co [([AB — AC,m + 1] — C, )]

where

h =h([AB — AC.f(A)] — [AB — AC.f(A) + 1], @)hs,
hi = (JAB = AC, 1] — [AB — AC.2],{f~"(1)$))
(JAB — AC,2] — [AB — AC.3].{f~'(2)$})

([AB — AC,f(A) —1] = [AB — AC.f(A)], {f ' (F(4) — 1)$})
in which f(A) = 1 implies that h; = ¢,

hy = ([AB — AC,f(A) + 1] — [AB — AC.f(A) + 2. {7 (f(A) + D$})

([AB — AC,m] — [AB — AC,m + 1], {f ' (m)$})
in which f(A) = m implies that h, = ¢; that is, the rightmost symbol of ¢’ = r/
must be A.
Since ¢'t’ € g(y), we have y = ¢’Bo’. Because the rightmost symbol of ¢’ is A
and AB — AC € P, we have
S=¢q'Bo’'= ;4 Co' [AB — AC]

where g'Co’ = x.

By inspecting P, we see that (i) through (v) cover all possible derivations of the
form

S/ :>g/ y/ :>G/ X/
and thus we have established that

S=gx ifandonlyif § =g ¥
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where X' = @r'Xs', r's' € g(x), X € {$, ¢}, x € V*, by the principle of induction.
A proof of the equivalence of G and G’ can easily be derived from above. By the
definition of g, we have g(a) = {a} for all a € T. Thus, we have for any x € T*,

S=gx ifandonlyif §'={ @rXs
where X € {$, ¢}, rs = x. If X = ¢, then
@x =5 x[(@ > &, NUWU {$})]
If X = $, then
@r$s =5 @x[$—> e W) =45 x[(@ - &, NUWU{$})]
Hence,
S=%x ifandonlyif § =% x

forall x € T*, and so L(G) = L(G’). Thus, RE = GF(2). O
Theorem 3.1.63. GF(2) = GF = RE

Proof. This theorem follows immediately from the definitions and Theorem 3.1.62.
O

Examine the rules in G’ in the proof of Theorem 3.1.62 to establish the following
normal form.

Corollary 3.1.64. Every recursively enumerable language L over some alphabet T
can be generated by a gf-grammar G = (V, T, PU {p1, p2}, S) of degree 2 such that

(i) (A — x, For) € P implies that |x| = 2 and the cardinality of For is at most 1;
(ii) pi = (A; = &, For;), i = 1,2, where For; C V; that is, max-len(For;) < 1. 0O

In fact, the corollary above represents one of the reduced forms of gf-grammars
of degree 2. Perhaps most importantly, it reduces the cardinality of the sets of
forbidding conditions so that if a rule contains a condition of length two, this
condition is the only context condition attached to the rule. Next, we study another
reduced form of gf-grammars of degree 2. We show that we can simultaneously
reduce the number of conditional rules and the number of nonterminals in gf-
grammars of degree 2 without any decrease of their generative power.

Theorem 3.1.65. Every recursively enumerable language can be defined by a gf-
grammar of degree 2 with no more than 13 forbidding rules and 15 nonterminals.

Proof. Let L € RE. By Theorem 3.1.11, without any loss of generality, we assume
that L is generated by a phrase-structure grammar G of the form

G=(V.T,PU{AB — &,CD — &},5)
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such that P contains only context-free rules and
V—T=1{S,A B, CD}
We construct a gf-grammar of degree 2
G = (V.T.P.Y)
where

Vi =VUW
W ={S,@,A, B, (e4).%.C.D, (ec).#}, VAW =0

in the following way. Let
N =V -T)-{5, @}

Informally, N’ denotes the set of all nonterminals in G’ except S’ and @. Then, the
set of rules P’ is constructed by performing (1) through (4), given next.

(1) fH—>yeP,HeV—T,ye€ V* thenadd (H — y, @) to P’;
(2) add (8’ > @S@, ) and (@ — ¢,N') to P';
(3) extend P’ by adding

(A — A, {A})
(B — B,{B})
@%@Mﬁﬂaew—ﬁm
(B—$.{aB|a V' —{(ea)}})
({ea) = &,{B})
($ — &, {{ea)})

(4) extend P’ by adding

(C = C.ATY)

(D — D.{D})

(€ (ec).{Cal a e V/ —(D}})
(D — #.{aD |a € V'~ {{sc)}})
((ec) = e. (D))

(# — e {(ec)})

Next, we prove that L(G") = L(G).

Notice that G’ has degree 2 and contains only 13 forbidding rules and 15
nonterminals. The rules of (3) simulate the application of AB — ¢ in G’ and the
rules of (4) simulate the application of CD — ¢ in G'.
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Let us describe the simulation of AB — ¢. First, one occurrence of A and one
occurrence of B are rewritten with A and B, respectively (no sentential form contains
more than one occurrence of A or B). The right neighbor of A is checked to be B
and A is rewritten with (4). Then, analogously, the left neighbor of B is checked
to be (g4) and B is rewritten with $. Finally, (¢4) and $ are erased. The simulation
of CD — ¢ is analogical.

To establish L(G) = L(G’), we first prove several claims.

Claim 3.1.66. S' =, w' implies that w’ has one of the following two forms

M w =ex@,x € (NUT)*, alph(x') NN # @;
(D) w = XYY, ¥ € T*, X,Y € {@, &),

Proof. The start symbol S’ is always rewritten with @S@. After this initial step,
@ can be erased in a sentential form provided that any nonterminal occurring in
the sentential form belongs to {@, S’} (see N’ and (2) in the definition of P’). In
addition, notice that only rules of (2) contain @ and §’. Thus, any sentential form
containing some nonterminals from N is of the form (I).

Case (II) covers sentential forms containing no nonterminal from N’. At this

point, @ can be erased, and we obtain a string from L(G’). O
Claim 3.1.67. S" =¢, w' implies that #3(w') < 1 for allX € {A, B, C, D} and some
w e V™.

Proof. By the inspection of rules in P’, the only rule that can generate X is of the
form (X — X, {X}). This rule can be applied only when no X occurs in the rewritten
sentential form. Thus, it is impossible to derive w' from §’ such that #;(w') > 2. O

Informally, next claim says that every occurrence of (g4) in derivations from S
is always followed either by B or $, and every occurrence of (ec) is always followed
either by D or #.

Claim 3.1.68. The following two statements hold true.

(D) §'=7%y,(ea)y, implies that y, € V'T and Ims(y}) € {B, $} for any y € V'*,
D) §'=7%,y (ec)y, implies that y, € V'* and Ims(y}) € {D, #} for any y| € V'*.

Proof. We establish this claim by examination of all possible forms of derivations
that may occur when deriving a sentential form containing (g4) or {(ec¢).

(I) By the definition of P’, the only rule that can generate (g4) is p = A —
(€4),{Aa | a € V' —{B}}). The rule can be applied provided that A occurs in
a sentential form. It also holds that A has always a right neighbor (as follows
from Claim 3.1.66), and according to the set of forbidding conditions in p, B is
the only allowed right neighbor of A. Furthermore, by Claim 3.1.67, no other
occurrence of A or B can appear in the given sentential form. Consequently, we
obtain a derivation

S'= % ABuy = u){ea)Buty [p]
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for some uj, u; € V'™, A, B ¢ alph(u/u}). Obviously, (g4) is always followed
by B in u/ (ea)Bu.

Next, we discuss how G’ can rewrite the substring (e4)B in i (e4)Bu,. There
are only two rules having the nonterminals (4) or B on their left-hand side,
pr=(B = $.{aB | ac V' —{{ea)}}) and pr = ((e4) — &, {B}). G’ cannot
use p; to erase (e4) in u} (sA)Bu/Z because p, forbids an occurrence of B in the
rewritten string. However, we can rewrite B to $ by using p; because its set
of forbidding conditions defines that the left neighbor of B must be just (g,).
Hence, we obtain a derivation of the form

S’ =% wWABus = ui(ea)Buly [p]
=7, vi{ea) BV = vi(ea)$v) [p1]

Notice that during this derivation, G’ may rewrite | and u} with some v and
v}, respectively (v), v} € V'*); however, (£4)B remains unchanged after this
rewriting.
In this derivation we obtained the second symbol $, which can appear as the
right neighbor of (g,4). It is sufficient to show that there is no other symbol that
can appear immediately after (¢4). By the inspection of P/, only ($ — ¢, {{g4)})
can rewrite $. However, this rule cannot be applied when (g4) occurs in the
given sentential form. In other words, the occurrence of $ in the substring (€4)$
cannot be rewritten before (g4) is erased by p,. Hence, (¢,4) is always followed
either by B or $, so the first part of Claim 3.1.68 holds.

(II) By the inspection of rules simulating AB — ¢ and CD — ¢ in G’ (see (3)
and (4) in the definition of P’), these two sets of rules work analogously. Thus,
part (II) of Claim 3.1.68 can be proved by analogy with part (I). O

Let us return to the main part of the proof. Let g be a finite substitution from (N’ U
T)* to V* defined as follows:

(a) forall X € V, g(X) = {X};
(b) g(A) = {A}, g(B) = {B}, g((ea)) = {A}, 8($) = {B.AB};
() g(C) ={C}, 8(D) = {D}, g({ec)) = {C}, g(#) = {C.CD}.

Having this substitution, we can now prove the following claim.

Claim 3.1.69. S=(x if and only if &’ :>2;L, @x' @ for some x € g(x'), x € V*,
X e (NUT)*.

Proof. The claim is proved by induction on the length of derivations.

Only If. We show that
S =px implies § =7} @x@

where m > 0, x € V*; clearly x € g(x). This is established by induction on m > 0.

Basis. Let m = 0. That is, S :>OG S. Clearly, S’ =, @S@.
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Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that the claim holds for all derivations of length m
or less, for some m > 0.

Induction Step. Let us consider any derivation of the form
S :>'g+1 X, xeV*
Since m + 1 > 1, there is some y € VT and p € P U {AB — &, CD — &} such that
S =6y =¢x[p]
By the induction hypothesis, there is a derivation
S =4 @ye

There are the following three cases that cover all possible forms of p.

(i) Letp=H —>y, e P, He V—T, y;, € V*. Then,y = yHy; and x = y1y»ys,
y1,y3 € V*. Because we have (H — y, @) € P/,

S' = @yHy;@ = @y1y,y3@ [(H — y2,9)]

and y;y,y3 = x.
(i) Letp = AB — ¢. Then, y = y;ABy; and x = y1y3, y1,y3 € V*. In this case,
there is the following derivation

S =¢ @y ABy;@
=g @ABy;@  [(A— A {A))]
= @ABy;@  [(B— B, {B})] )
= @yi1{ea)By; @ [(A — (ea). {Aa | a € V' — {B}})]
= @yi(ea)$y3@ [(B— $,{aB | a € V' —{(ea)}})]
=o @i$3@  [({ea) — &, {B})]
=g @y1y;@ [($ — &, {{ea)})]

(iii) Let p = CD — ¢&. Then, y = y;CDy; and x = y1ys, y1,y3 € V*. In this case,
there exists the following derivation

§' =% @y Chy;@
=, @y CDy;@ [(C — C{é})]
=g @ CDy;@ (D — D,{D})] B
= @yi{ec)Dy3@ [(C — (ec).{Ca | a € V' —{D}})]
= @iec)#y;@ [(D — #.{aD |a e V' —{{ec)}})]
[({ec) — &.{D})]
[(# — e, {{ec)})]

:>G’ @yl#y3@
:>G/ @y1y3@
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If. By induction on the length n of derivations in G’, we prove that
S =7 @X'@ implies S=jx

forsomex € g(x'),x e V¥, X e (N UT)*,n> 1.

Basis. Let n = 1. According to the definition of P’, the only rule rewriting S’ is
(8’ > @S@,0),50 8 =, @S@. Itis obvious that § =2, S and S € g(S).

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or
less, for some n > 1.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S =il exe, ¥ e WUTD)*
Since n + 1 > 2, there is some y’ € (N U T)* and p’ € P’ such that
S = @ye =, @xXe p
and by the induction hypothesis, there is also a derivation
S=5y

such thaty € g(y/).
By the inspection of P’, the following cases (i) through (xiii) cover all possible
forms of p'.

(i) Letp’ = (H - y».,0) € P,H e V—-T,y, € V*. Then, y = y|Hy,,
X = yyas ¥, ¥5 € (N'UT)*, and y has the formy = y,Zys, where y; € g(y)),
y3 € g(»3), and Z € g(H). Because forall X € V — T: g(X) = {X}, the only
Z is H; thus, y = y;Hys. By the definition of P’ (see (1)), there exists a rule
p = H — y, in P, and we can construct the derivation

S=EyiHys = gy1y2ys [p]

such that y1y,y; = x, x € g(x').

(ii) Letp’ = (A — A,{A}). Then,y’ = y| Ay}, ¥’ = ¥|Ay,, ¥, ¥, € (N U T)* and
y = y1Zy3, where y1 € g(y}), y3 € g(3) and Z € g(A). Because g(A) = {A},
the only Z is A, so we can express y = y;Ays. Having the derivation S=Fy
such that y € g()'), it is easy to see that also y € g(x/ ) because A € g(A)

(iii) Let p’ = (B — B,{B}). By analogy with (ii), y = = y|By,, X' = leyg, y =
yiBys, where y|, ¥, € (N'UT)*,y1 € g(v}), 3 € g(5); thus, y € g(x’) because
B € g(B).

(iv) Letp’ = (A — (e4),{Aa | a € V' — {B}}). In this case, it holds that

(iv.i) application of p’ implies that A € alph(y'), and moreover, by
Claim 3.1.67, we have #; (') < 1;
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(iv.ii) A has always a right neighbor in @y’ @;
(iv.iii) according to the set of forbidding conditions in p’, the only allowed
right neighbor of A is B.

Hence, y' must be of the form y = y|ABy}, where y|,y, € (N U T)* and
A ¢ alph(y|y,). Then, ¥ = ¥/ (e4)By} and y is of the form y = y;Zys, where
yi € g0}, y3 € g(y) and Z € g(AB). Because g(AB) = {AB}, the only
Z is AB; thus, we obtain y = y;ABys3. By the induction hypothesis, we have a
derivation S= 7y such that y € g(y’). According to the definition of g,y € g(x")
as well because A € g({¢4)) and B € g(B).

(v) Letp’ = (B — $,{aB | a € V' —{{g4)}}). Then, it holds that

(v.i) B € alph(y’) and, by Claim 3.1.67, #3()) < 1;
(v.ii) B has always a left neighbor in @y’ @;
(v.iii) by the set of forbidding conditions in p’, the only allowed left neighbor
of Bis (g,).

Therefore, we can express y) = | (eA)Byg, where y|.y; € (N' UT)* and
B ¢ alph(yy}). Then, ¥’ = ¥ (ea)$y} and y = y1Zy3, where y; € g(v}),
y3 € g(v}), and Z € g({e4)B). By the definition of g, g({e4)B) = {AB}, so
Z = AB and y = y,ABys. By the induction hypothesis, we have a derivation
S=7y such that y € g()/). Because A € g((e4)) and B € g($), y € g(x') as
well.

(vi) Let p’ = ({e4) — &,{B}). An application of ({(e4) — &, {B}) implies that ()
occurs in y'. Claim 3.1.68 says that {(¢4) has either Bor$ as its right neighbor.
Since the forbidding condition of p’ forbids an occurrence of B in y/, the right
neighbor of (g4) must be $. As a result, we obtain y' = y|(e4)$y}, where
Yi.Y5 € (N UT)*. Then, X' = y|$y}, and y is of the form y = y;Zys, where
yi € g0V}, y3 € g(v4), and Z € g({ea)$). By the definition of g, g({4)$) =
{AB,AAB}.1f Z = AB, y = y|ABy3. Having the derivation S= %y, it holds that
y € g(¥') because AB € g($).

(vii) Let p’ = ($ — &,{(ea)}). Then, y = y|$y; and X' = y|y;, where y}.)} €
(N"UT)*. Express y = y1Zys so that y; € g(}), y3 € g(¥3), and Z € g($),
where g($) = {B,AB}. Let Z = AB. Then, y = y;ABys, and there exists the
derivation

S=y1ABy3 = ;y1y3 [AB — ¢]

where yy; = x, x € g(xX).

In cases (ii) through (vii), we discussed all six rules simulating the application
of AB — ¢ in G’ (see (3) in the definition of P’). Cases (viii) through (xiii) should
cover the rules simulating the application of CD — ¢ in G’ (see (4)). However, by
the inspection of these two sets of rules, it is easy to see that they work analogously.
Therefore, we leave this part of the proof to the reader.

We have completed the proof and established Claim 3.1.69 by the principle of
induction. O
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Observe that L(G) = L(G’) can be easily derived from the above claim.
According to the definition of g, we have g(a) = {a} for all @ € T. Thus, from
Claim 3.1.69, we have for any x € T*

S=¢x ifandonlyif § =} @xe@
Since
@x@ =2, x [(@ — &,N') (@ — &,N')]
we obtain for any x € T™*:
S=¢x ifandonlyif § =7 x

Consequently, L(G) = L(G’), and the theorem holds. O

3.1.5 Semi-Conditional Context Grammars

The notion of a semi-conditional grammar, discussed in this section, is defined as a
context-conditional grammar in which the cardinality of any context-conditional set
is no more than one.

The present section consists of two subsections; Definitions and Examples and
Generative Power. Frist defines and illustrates semi-conditional grammars, while the
former studies their generative power.

Definitions and Examples

The definition of a semi-conditional grammar opens this section.

Definition 3.1.70. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a context-conditional grammar. G is
called a semi-conditional grammar (an sc-grammar for short) provided that every
(A — x, Per, For) € P satisfies card(Per) < 1 and card(For) < 1. O

Let G = (V, T, P, S) be an sc-grammar, and let (A — x, Per, For) € P. For
brevity, we omit braces in each (A — x, Per, For) € P, and instead of @, we write 0.
For instance, we write (A — x, BC, 0) instead of (A — x, {BC}, 0).

The families of languages generated by sc-grammars and propagating sc-
grammars of degree (7, s) are denoted by SC(r, s) and SC™*(r, ), respectively. The
families of languages generated by sc-grammars and propagating sc-grammars of
any degree are defined as

SC = O G SC(r,s)

r=0s=0
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and

oo o0

sc = JJsCc*(rs)

r=0s=0

First, we give examples of sc-grammars with degrees (1,0), (0, 1), and (1, 1).

Example 3.1.71 (See [P85]). Let us consider an sc-grammar
G = ({S.A,B,A",B',a,b},{a,b},P,S)
where

P = {(S— AB.,0,0),(A —> A’A’, B,0),
(B — bB',0,0), (A’ — A,B,0),
(B'— B.,0,0), (B — b,0,0),

(A" = a,0,0). (A — a,0,0)}

Observe that A can be replaced by A’A’ only if B occurs in the rewritten string,
and A’ can be replaced by A only if B’ occurs in the rewritten string. If there is an
occurrence of B, the number of occurrences of A and A’ can be doubled. However,
the application of (B — bB’,0,0) implies an introduction of one occurrence of b.
As a result,

LG) ={d"b" |m=1,1=<n=<2"}

which is a non-context-free language. O

Example 3.1.72 (See [P85]). Let
G = ({S,A,B,A’,A",B’, a,b,c}, {a,b,c},P, S)
be an sc-grammar, where

P= {(S — AB,0,0),(A—> A’,0,B),
(A" —> A"A”,0,¢),(A” — A,0,B),
(B— bB',0,0), (B — B,0,0),
(B—¢,0,0),(A— a,0,0),

(A" — a,0,0)}

In this case, we get the non-context-free language

L(G) = {a"b"c|m>0,1<n=<2"!} O
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Example 3.1.73. Let
G=({S.P.Q.R.X.Y.Z.a,b.c.d.e.f}.{a.b.c.d.e.f},P,S)
be an sc-grammar, where

P = {(S — POR.0,0),
(P — aXb,Q,7),
(Q — cYd, X, Z),
(R — eZf, X, Q),
X = P.Z,0Q),
(Y = Q,P.R),
(Z—R,P,Y),
(P—¢,0,2),
(Q — &,R, P),
(R—£,0,Y)}

Note that this grammar is an sc-grammar of degree (1, 1). Consider aabbccddeeff.
For this string, G makes the following derivation

S= POR = aXbQOR = aXbcYdR = aXbcYdeZf =
aPbcYdeZf = aPbcQdeZf = aPbcQdeRf =
aaXbbcQdeRf = aaXbbccYddeRf = aaXbbccYddeeZff =
aaPbbccYddeeZff = aaPbbccQddeeZff = aaPbbccQddeeRff =
aabbccQddeeRff = aabbccddeeRff = aabbccddeeff

Clearly, G generates the following language
L(G) = {a"b"c"d"e"f” | n> 0}

As is obvious, this language is non-context-free. O

Generative Power

The present section establishes the generative power of sc-grammars.

Theorem 3.1.74. SC™*(0,0) = SC(0,0) = CF

Proof. Follows directly from the definitions. O
Theorem 3.1.75. CF C SC™*(1,0), CF Cc SC™*(0, 1)

Proof. In Examples 3.1.71 and 3.1.72, we show propagating sc-grammars of
degrees (1,0) and (0, 1) that generate non-context-free languages. Therefore, the
theorem holds. O
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Theorem 3.1.76. SC™*(1,1) C CS

Proof. Consider a propagating sc-grammar of degree (1, 1)
G=(V.T.P.S)

If A — x,A,B) € P, then the permitting condition A does not impose any
restriction. Hence, we can replace this rule by (A — x,0, 8). If (A — x,a,A) € P,
then this rule cannot ever be applied; thus, we can remove it from P. Let T/ =
{d | ae€Tyand V/ = VUT U{S, X,Y}. Define a homomorphism t from V*
to(V-T)U(T))* ast(a) =d foralla € T and t(A) = A foreveryA € V —T.
Furthermore, introduce a function g from V U {0} to 2((V-DYT) a5 ¢(0) = @,
gla) = {d'} foralla € T, and g(A) = {A} for all A € V — T. Next, construct
the propagating random context grammar

G = (V.TU{c}.P.Y)
where

P ={(S — SX,0.9).(X - Y.0.0).(Y - ¢,0,0)} U

{(A = (), g(a) U{X}, g(B)) | (A — x,a.B) € P} U
{(d = a,{Y},0) |aeT}

It is obvious that L(G') = L(G){c}. Therefore, L(G){c} € RC™®. Recall that
RC™* is closed under restricted homomorphisms (see page 48 in [DP89]), and by
Theorem 3.1.53, it holds that RC™® C CS. Thus, we obtain SC™*(1,1) c CS. O

The following corollary summarizes the generative power of propagating sc-
grammars of degrees (1, 0), (0, 1), and (1, 1)—that is, the propagating sc-grammars
containing only symbols as their context conditions.

Corollary 3.1.77.
CF C SC™°(0,1) € SC*(1, 1)
CF C SC™*(1,0) € SC*(1, 1)
SC™(1,1) CRC® c CS
Proof. This corollary follows from Theorems 3.1.74, 3.1.75, and 3.1.76. O

The next theorem says that propagating sc-grammars of degrees (1,2), (2,1)
and propagating sc-grammars of any degree generate exactly the family of context-
sensitive languages. Furthermore, if we allow erasing rules, these grammars gener-
ate the family of recursively enumerable languages.
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Theorem 3.1.78.

CF
C
SC™#(2,1) = SC™*(1,2) = SC™* = CS
C
SC(2,1) = SC(1,2) = SC = RE

Proof. In the next section, we prove a stronger result in terms of a special
variant of sc-grammars—simple semi-conditional grammars (see Theorems 3.1.89
and 3.1.94). Therefore, we omit the proof here. O

In [Oku09], the following theorem is proved. It shows that RE can be character-
ized even by sc-grammars of degree (2, 1) with a reduced number of nonterminals
and conditional rules.

Theorem 3.1.79 (See Theorem 1 in [Oku09]). Every recursively enumerable
language can be generated by an sc-grammar of degree (2, 1) having no more than
9 conditional rules and 10 nonterminals.

3.1.6 Simple Semi-Conditional Context Grammars

The notion of a simple semi-conditional grammar—that is, the subject of this
section—is defined as an sc-grammar in which every rule has no more than one
condition.

The present section consists of two subsections. First, it defines simple semi-
conditional grammars, later, it discusses their generative power and reduction.

Definitions and Examples

First, we define simple semi-conditional grammars. Then, we illustrate them.

Definition 3.1.80. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a semi-conditional grammar. G is
a simple semi-conditional grammar (an ssc-grammar for short) if (A — x,«, f) € P
implies that 0 € {«, B}. O

The families of languages generated by ssc-grammars and propagating ssc-
grammars of degree (7, s) are denoted by SSC(r, s) and SSC™*(r, ), respectively.
Furthermore, set

SSC = D G SSC(r. s)
r=0s=0

and

oo o0
ssc = Jssc(r.s)

r=0s5=0
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The following proposition provides an alternative definition based on context-
conditional grammars. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a context-conditional grammar. G
is an ssc-grammar if and only if every (A — x, Per, For) € P satisfies card(Per) +
card(For) < 1.

Example 3.1.81. Let
G = ({S.A.X.C.Y,a,b},{a,b},P,S)

be an ssc-grammar, where

P ={(5— AC.0,0),
(A — aXb,Y,0),
(C—Y,A,0),
(Y = Cc,0,A),
(A — ab,Y,0),
Y = ¢,0,4),
(X - A,C.0)}

Notice that G is propagating, and it has degree (1, 1). Consider aabbcc. G derives
this string as follows:

S= AC = AY = aXbY = aXbCc =
aAbCc = aAbYc = aabbYc = aabbcc

Obviously,

L(G) = {a"b"c" | n> 1} O
Example 3.1.82. Let
G = ({S.A,B.X,Y,a},{a},P,S)

be an ssc-grammar, where

P={(—a.,0,0),
(S — X,0,0),
(X - YB,0,A),
(X —- aB,0,A),
(Y - XA,0,B),
(Y - aA,0,B),
(A — BB,XA,0),
(B — AA,YB,0),
(B — a,a,O)}
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G is a propagating ssc-grammar of degree (2, 1). Consider the string aaaaaaaa. G
derives this string as follows:

S= X = YB = YAA = XAAA = XBBAA = XBBABB =
XBBBBBB = aBBBBBBB => aBBaBBBB =° aaaaaaaa

Observe that G generates the following non-context-free language

L(G) = {a* | n >0} O

Generative Power and Reduction

The power and reduction of ssc-grammars represent the central topic discussed in
this section.

Theorem 3.1.83. SSC™°(2,1) = CS

Proof. Because SSC™*(2,1) € CG™* and Lemma 3.1.41 implies that CG™* < CS,
it is sufficient to prove the converse inclusion.

Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a context-sensitive grammar in the Penttonen normal
form (see Theorem 3.1.5). We construct an ssc-grammar

G =(VUW,T,P.S)
that generates L(G). Let
W={B|AB—ACeP, A B.CEV-T)}

Define P’ in the following way

(1) ifA—>xeP,AcV-T,xeTU(V-T)7>, then add (A — x,0,0) to P';_

(2) if AB— AC € P,A,B,C € V—T, then add (B — B.,0,B), (B — C,AB.0),
(B— B,0,0)to P'.

Notice that G’ is a propagating ssc-grammar of degree (2, 1). Moreover, from (2),

we have forany B € W,

S=¢w implies  #z(w) <1

forall w € V’* because the only rule that can generate B is of the form (B —
B,0,B).

Let g be a finite substitution from V* into (V U W)* defined as follows: for all
DeV,

(1) if D € W, then g(D) = {D, D};
(2) if D ¢ W, then g(D) = {D}.
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Claim 3.1.84. Foranyx € VT, m,n > 0, S = x if and only if § =, x' with
X € g(x).

Proof. The proof is divided into the only-if part and the if part.

Only If. This is proved by induction on m > 0.

Basis. Let m = 0. The only x is S as § =% S. Clearly, S = Sforn = 0and
S € g(S).

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length m or
less, for some m > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S =t x
where x € V. Because m + 1 > 1, there is some y € V* and p € P such that
S =6y =¢xlpl
By the induction hypothesis,
=5
for some y’ € g(y) and n > 0. Next, we distinguish between two cases: case (i)

considers p with one nonterminal on its left-hand side, and case considers p with
two nonterminals on its left-hand side.

() Letp=D—>y, e PL,DeV—-T,y, € TU(V—T)%y=yDys, y1.y: € V*,
x =y Y = i X5 ¥, € g0n), ¥5 € g(y3), and X € g(D). By (1) in the

definition of P/, (D — y,,0,0) € P.If X = D, then
S =6 YiDYs =6 ¥iy2Ys [(D — 2, 0,0)]

Because y; € g(y1), ¥ _€ g(3), and y» € g(y2), we obtain yjy2y; €
g1y2y3) = g(x). If X = D, we have (X — D, 0,0) in P, so

S =6 Xy =6 ViDys =6 iy [(X = D,0,0)(D — y2,0,0)]
and y}y2y; € g(x).
(ii) Letp = AB - AC € P,A,B,C € V—T,y = y1ABy;, y1,y2 € V*, x =
VIACY2, Y = ¥ XYy, ¥ € 1), ¥y € g(»2), X € g(A), and Y € g(B). Recall
that for any B, #3(y') < 1 and (B — B,0,0) € P'. Then,

Y = YiABY)
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for some i € {0, 1,2}. At this point, we have

=g ViABY, [(B — B0, B)]
= YACY, [(B — C,AB,0)]

where y|ACY) € g(x).
If. This is established by induction on n > 0; in other words, we demonstrate that if

S =7, ¥ withx’ € g(x) for some x € VT, then S={x.

Basis. For n = 0, X’ surely equals S as S :>%, S. Because S € g(S), we have x = S.
Clearly, S =2 S.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or
less, for some n > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S =y
with ¥’ € g(x),x € VT. Asn + 1 > 1, there exists some y € V1 such that
S=5y =5 ¥ [p)
where y € g(y). By the induction hypothesis,
S=5y
Let y = yiBYy, vy = »By2, ¥y € g01), ¥, € g02), yi.y2 € V', B' € g(B),

BeV—-T,xX =y\Zy,,andp = (B — Z,a,B) € P'. The following three cases
cover all possible forms of the derivation step y =, x’ [p].

(1) Letz € g(B). Then,
S=Gy1By2

where y|Z'y, € g(y1By»); thatis, x’ € g(y1By»).
(i) LetB =BeV—T,7 € TU(V—T)% a = B = 0. Then, there exists a rule,
B—7eP, so

S=viByr=y12y2 [B — 7]

Since 7 € g(7'), we have x = y7'y; such that X’ € g(x).

(iii) LetB' = B, 7=Ca= AB, B =0,A,B,C € V—T. Then, there exists a rule
of the form AB — AC € P. Since #,(y') < 1, Z = B, and AB € sub(y), we
have y| = u’A, y1 = uA, u’ € g(u) for some u € V*. Thus,
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S=fuABy,= cuACy, [AB — AC]

where uACy, = y;Cy,. Because C € g(C), we get x = y;Cy, such that X' €
g(x).
As cases (i) through (iii) cover all possible forms of a derivation step in G', we

have completed the induction step and established Claim 3.1.84 by the principle of
induction. O

The statement of Theorem 3.1.83 follows immediately from Claim 3.1.84.
Because for all a € T, g(a) = {a}, we have forevery w € T™,

S=%w ifandonlyif S=%w

Therefore, L(G) = L(G’), so the theorem holds. O
Corollary 3.1.85. SSC™°(2,1) =SSC™* =SC*(2,1) =SC* =CS

Proof. This corollary follows from Theorem 3.1.83 and the definitions of propagat-
ing ssc-grammars. O

Next, we turn our investigation to ssc-grammars of degree (2, 1) with erasing
rules. We prove that these grammars generate precisely the family of recursively
enumerable languages.

Theorem 3.1.86. SSC(2,1) = RE

Proof. Clearly, SSC(2,1) < RE; hence, it is sufficient to show that RE <
SSC(2,1). Every recursively enumerable language L € RE can be generated by
a phrase-structure grammar G in the Penttonen normal form (see Theorem 3.1.4).
That is, the rules of G are of the form AB — AC orA — x, where A,B,C eV —T,
x € {&} UT U (V — T)2. Thus, the inclusion RE C SSC(2, 1) can be proved by
analogy with the proof of Theorem 3.1.83. The details are left to the reader. O

Corollary 3.1.87. SSC(2,1) = SSC = SC(2, 1) = SC = RE O

To demonstrate that propagating ssc-grammars of degree (1, 2) characterize CS,
we first establish a normal form for context-sensitive grammars.

Lemma 3.1.88. Every L € CS can be generated by a context-sensitive grammar
G=({S}UNcp UNcs UT,T,P,S)

where {S}, Ncr, Ncs, and T are pairwise disjoint alphabets, and every rule in P is
either of the form S — aD or AB — AC or A — x, wherea € T, D € N¢r U {¢},
B e Ncs, A,C € Nep, x € Nes UT U (U, Nip).-

Proof. Let L be a context-sensitive language over an alphabet, 7. Without any loss
of generality, we can express Las L = L; UL,, where L} € Tand L, C TT. Thus,
by analogy with the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2 in [P85], L, can be represented as
Ly = U, er aL,, where each L, is a context-sensitive language. Let L, be generated
by a context-sensitive grammar
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Gq = (Ncr, UNcs, UT, T, P,, S,)

of the form of Theorem 3.1.6. Clearly, we assume that for all as, the nonterminal
alphabets N¢r, and Ncgs, are pairwise disjoint. Let S be a new start symbol. Consider
the context-sensitive grammar

G = ({S}UNcr UNcs UT, T, P, S)
where

NCF = UaGTNCFa
NCS = UaGTNCSa
P =U,erPaU{S—aS,|aeT}U{S—alacL}

Obviously, G satisfies the required form, and we have
L(G) = L1 U (U,er alGa)) = Li U (Uperala) =L UL, = L

Consequently, the lemma holds. O

We are now ready to characterize CS by propagating ssc-grammars of degree
(1,2).

Theorem 3.1.89. CS = SSC™*(1,2)
Proof. By Lemma3.1.41,SSC™*(1,2) € CG™° C CS; thus, it is sufficient to prove
the converse inclusion.

Let L be a context-sensitive language. Without any loss of generality, we assume
that L is generated by a context-sensitive grammar

G = ({S}UNcr UNcs UT, T, P,S)
of the form of Lemma 3.1.88. Set
V= {S} UNCFUNCSUT

Let g be the cardinality of V; ¢ > 1. Furthermore, let f be an arbitrary bijection
from V onto {1, ..., g}, and let f~! be the inverse of f. Let

be a propagating ssc-grammar of degree (1, 2), in which

V= (gwi)uv
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where

W, = {(a,AB—> AC.j) |a€ T, AB—~ACeP, 1 <j <5}
W, = {[a,AB — AC.,j] |ae T, AB—>ACeP, 1 <j<q+3}
W; = {B,B',B" | B € N¢s}

Wy=1{a|acT}

P is defined as follows:

(1) if S—>aA eP,aeT,A € (Ncr U {e}), then add (S — aA,0,0) to P;

(2) ifaeT,A—>x€P,A€Ncr,xe (V- {S}) U (N¢r)?, then add (A — x,a,0)
to P;

3)ifaeT, AB— AC € P,A,C € N¢r, B € Ncg, then add the following rules
to P’ (an informal explanation of these rules can be found below):

(3.a) (@ — (a.AB — AC,1),0,0)
(3.b) (B— B, {(a,AB — AC, 1),0)
(3.c) (B — B, (a,AB — AC, 1),0)
(3.d) ((a,AB — AC, 1) — (a,AB — AC,2),0, B)
(3.e) (B— B",0,B")
(3.0 ({(a,AB — AC,2) — (a,AB — AC,3),0,B)
(3.2) (B" — [a,AB — AC, 1], (a,AB — AC, 3),0)
(3.h) ([a,AB — AC,j] — [a,AB — AC,j + 1],0,f~'(j)[a,AB — AC,}]), for
allj=1,....q.f(A) #j
(3.i) ([a,AB — AC,f(A)] = [a,AB — AC,f(A) + 1],0,0)
(3.j) ([a.AB — AC,q+ 1] > [a.AB — AC,q+2].0,B[a,AB — AC, q + 1])
(3k) ([a,AB — AC,q + 2] — [a,AB — AC,q + 3],0,{(a,AB —
AC,3)[a.AB — AC, q + 2))
3. ((a,AB — AC,3) — (a,AB — AC,4), [a,AB — AC, q + 3],0)
(3.m) (B — B, (a,AB — AC, 4),0)
(3.n) ((a,AB — AC,4) — (a,AB — AC,5),0,B)
(3.0) ([a,AB — AC,q + 3] = C. (a,AB — AC,5),0)
3.p) ({a.AB — AC,5) — a,0,[a, AB — AC, q + 3])

(4) ifa € T, then add (@ — a,0,0) to P.

Let us informally explain the basic idea behind (3)—the heart of the construction.
The rules introduced in (3) simulate the application of rules of the form AB — AC
in G as follows: an occurrence of B is chosen, and its left neighbor is checked not
to belong to V — {A}. At this point, the left neighbor necessarily equals A, so B is
rewritten with C.

Formally, we define a finite substitution g from V* into V* as follows:

(a) if D € V, then add D to g(D);

(b) if (a,AB — AC,j) € W;,a € T,AB - AC € P, B € N¢s, A,C € N¢p,
jed{l,...,5}, thenadd (a,AB — AC,j) to g(a);
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() if [,AB — AC,j] € Wa,a € T, AB — AC € P, B € Ncs, A,C € Ner,
je€{l,...,q+ 3}, thenadd [a,AB — AC,J] to g(B);

(d) if {B,B',B"} C W3, B € N¢s, then include {B, B', B"} into g(B);

(e) ifa € Wy, a € T, then add a to g(a).

Let g~! be the inverse of g. To show that L(G) = L(G), we first prove three claims.
Claim 3.1.90. S =7 x,x € V*, implies that x € T(V — {S})*.

Proof. Observe that the start symbol S does not appear on the right side of any rule
and that § — x € P implies that x € T U T(V — {S}). Hence, the claim holds. O

Claim 3.1.91. If § :>g X, X € \7*, then x has one of the following seven forms

() x=ay,whereae T,y e (V—{S}H)*;
(II) x = ay, wherea € Wy, y € (V—{S})*;
{1 x = {(a,AB — AC, 1)y, where (a,AB — AC,1) € W,y € (V—-{S}H U
{B'.B.B"))", #p(y) < I
aV) x = {(a,AB — AC,2)y, where (a,AB — AC,2) € W,y € (V—-{S,B}) U
{B'.B,B"))", #w(y) < I;
(V) x = (a,AB — AC, 3)y, where {(a,AB — AC,3) € W,y € (V—-{S,B}) U
{B')*({la.AB— AC,j1| 1 =j<q+3}U{e,B"H(V—{S,B) U{B'H™;
(VD) x = {a,AB — AC,4)y, where (a,AB — AC,4) € Wy, y € (V—={S}) U{B'})*
[a,AB — AC,q+ 3]((V—{S}) U{B'H)*;
(VII) x = (a,AB — AC, 5)y, where (a,AB — AC,5) € Wi,
ye (V—{S)*{[a,AB — AC,q + 3], e}(V —{S})*.

Proof. The claim is proved by induction on the length of derivations.

Basis. Consider S = e X € V. By the inspection of the rules, we have
S =z aA [(S — aA,0,0)]

for some a € Wy, A € ({e} U N¢F). Therefore, x = a or x = aA; in either case, x is
a string of the required form.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or
less, for some n > 1.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
n+1
S = z X

where x € V*. Since n > 1,we have n+ 1 > 2. Thus, there is some z of the required
form, z € V*, such that

S:”Cz:éx[p]

for some p € P.
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Let us first prove by contradiction that the first symbol of z does not belong to 7.
Assume that the first symbol of z belongs to T'. As z is of the required form, we have
z = ay for some a € (V — {S})*. By the inspection of P, there is no p € P such
that ay = - x [p], where x € V*. We have thus obtained a contradiction, so the first
symbol of zis notin 7.

Because the first symbol of z does not belong to 7, z cannot have form (I); as
a result, z has one of forms (II) through (VII). The following cases (i) through (vi)
demonstrate that if z has one of these six forms, then x has one of the required forms,
too.

(i) Assume that z is of form (II); that is, z = ay, a € Wy, andy € (V —{S})™*.
By the inspection of the rules in P, we see that p has one of the following
forms (i.a), (i.b), and (i.c)

(i.a) p = (A — u,a,0), where A € Ncr and u € (V — {S}) UNZz;
(i.b) p=(a— (a,AB— AC, 1),0,0), where (a,AB — AC, 1) € Wy;
(i.c) p=(a— a,0,0), wherea € T.

Note that rules of forms (i.a), (i.b), and (i.c) are introduced in construction
steps (2), (3), and (4), respectively. If p has form (i.a), then x has form (II). If
p has form (i.b), then x has form (III). Finally, if p has form (i.c), then x has
form (I). In any of these three cases, we obtain x that has one of the required
forms.

(i1) Assume that z has form (III); that is, z = {a, AB — AC, 1)y for some (a, AB —
AC, 1) € Wi,y € (V={S})U{B'.B,B"})*, and #3(y) < 1. By the inspection
of P, we see that z can be rewritten by rules of these four forms

(ii.a) (B — B, (a,AB — AC, 1),0).

(ii.b) (B — B, {a,AB — AC,1),0).

(ii.c) (B — B”,0,B") if B” ¢ alph(y); that is, #5(y) = 0.

(ii.d) ((a,AB — AC,1) — (a,AB — AC,2),0,B) if B € alph(y); that is,
#p(y) = 0;

Clearly, in cases (ii.a) and (ii.a), we obtain x of form (III). If z = . x [p], where
p is of form (ii.c), then #g~(x) = 1, so we get x of form (III). Finally, if we use
the rule of form (ii.d), then we obtain x of form (IV) because #z(z) = 0.

(iii) Assume that z is of form (IV); that is, z = (a,AB — AC, 2)y, where (a,AB —
AC,2) € Wi,y € (V= {S,B}) U {B'.B.B"})*, and #z/(y) < 1. By the
inspection of P, we see that the following two rules can be used to rewrite z

(iii.a) (B — B",0,B")if B” & alph(y). L
(iii.b) ((a,AB — AC,2) — (a,AB — AC,3),0,B) if B ¢ alph(y).

In case (iii.a), we get x of form (IV). In case (iii.b), we have #g(y) = 0, so
#:(x) = 0. Moreover, notice that #g(x) < 1 in this case. Indeed, the symbol
B” can be generated only if there is no occurrence of B” in a given rewritten
string, so no more than one occurrence of B” appears in any sentential form.
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@iv)

As a result, we have #g7({(a,AB — AC, 3)y) < 1; that s, #p~(x) < 1. In other
words, we get x of form (V).

Assume that z is of form (V); that is, z = (a,AB — AC, 3)y for some (a, AB —
AC.3) € Wiy € (V—1{S.B) U{BY* ([ AB — ACj] | 1 <j < q+
3} U{B”,e})((V — {S,B}) U {B'})*. Assume that y = y; Yy, with y;,y, €
((V—{S,B}) U {B'})*.If Y = ¢, then we can use no rule from P to rewrite
z. Because 7z = o X we have Y # &. The following cases (iv.a) through (iv.f)
cover all possible forms of Y.

(iv.a) Assume Y = B”. By the inspection of P, we see that the only rule that
can rewrite z has the form

(B” = [a,AB — AC, 1], (a,AB — AC, 3),0)
In this case, we get x of form (V).

(iv.b) Assume Y = [a,AB — AC,j],j € {1,...,q},and f(A) # j. Then, z can
be rewritten only according to the rule

([a,AB — AC,j] — [a,AB — AC,j + 1],0,f '(j)[a,AB — AC.]])

which can be used if the rightmost symbol of (a, AB — AC, 3)y; differs
from f~1(j). Clearly, in this case, we again get x of form (V).

(iv.c) Assume Y = [a,AB — AC,j],j € {l,...,q},f(A) = . This case forms
an analogy to case (iv.b) except that the rule of the form

([a,AB — AC,f(A)] — [a,AB — AC,f(A) + 1],0,0)

is now used.
(iv.d) Assume Y = [a,AB — AC,q + 1]. This case forms an analogy to
case (iv.b); the only change is the application of the rule

([a,AB — AC,q+1] — [a,AB — AC,q+2],0,B[a,AB — AC, q+1])

(iv.e) Assume Y = [a,AB — AC,q + 2]. This case forms an analogy to
case (iv.b) except that the rule

([a,AB — AC,q + 2] — [a,AB — AC,q + 3],0,
(a,AB — AC, 3)[a,AB — AC,q + 2])

is used.
(iv.f) Assume Y = [a,AB — AC, q + 3]. By the inspection of P, we see that
the only rule that can rewrite z is

({a,AB — AC,3) — (a,AB — AC,4),[a,AB — AC,q + 3],0)

If this rule is used, we get x of form (VI).



118 3 Regulated Grammars and Computation

(v) Assume that z is of form (VI); that is, z = (a, AB — AC, 4)y, where (a,AB —
AC,4) € Wyandy € (V-{S})U{B'})*[a,AB — AC, q+3]((V—{S}HU{B'})*.
By the inspection of P, these two rules can rewrite z

(v.a) (B = B, {a,AB — AC,4),0);
(v.b) ((a,AB = AC,4) — (a,AB — AC,5),0,B) if B' & alph(y).

Clearly, in case (v.a), we get x of form (VI). In case (v.b), we get x of form (VII)
because #5/(y) = 0,80y € (V—{S})*{[a,AB — AC,q + 3], e}(V — {S})*.
(vi) Assume that z is of form (VII); thatis, z = {(a,AB — AC, 5)y, where (a,AB —
AC,5) € Wyandy € (V—{S})*{[a,AB — AC,q + 3],e}(V — {S})*. By the
inspection of P, one of the following two rules can be used to rewrite z

(vi.a) ([a,AB — AC,q + 3] — C, (a,AB — AC, 5),0).
(vib) ((a,AB — AC,5) — @,0,[a,AB — AC,q + 3]) if [a,AB — AC,q +
3] € alph(z).

In case (vi.a), we get x of form (VII). Case (vi.b) implies that #[, g >ac4+3 ()
= 0; thus, x is of form (II).

This completes the induction step and establishes Claim 3.1.91. O
Claim 3.1.92. Tt holds that

S =¢w ifandonlyif §=7%v
where v € g(w) and w € V7, for some m,n > 0.

Proof. The proof is divided into the only-if part and the if part.

Only If. The only-if part is established by induction on m; that is, we have to
demonstrate that

. . *
§=gw implies S=zv

for some v € g(w) andw € VT,
Basis. Let m = 0. The only w is S because S =. S. Clearly, S :>°a S,and S € g(9).

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that the claim holds for all derivations of length m
or less, for some m > 0.

Induction Step. Let us consider any derivation of the form
S :>'g+l X
where x € V. Because m + 1 > 1, there are y € V't and p € P such that

S =5y =>x[p]
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and by the induction hypothesis, there is also a derivation

s:;;y

for some y € g(y). The following cases (i) through (iii) cover all possible forms of p.

@

(i)

Letp =8 — aA € Pforsomea € T, A € Ncr U {e}. Then, by Claim 3.1.90,
m = 0,50y = §and x = dA. By (1) in the construction of G, (§ — aA.0,0) €
P. Hence,

S:>GaA

where aA € g(aA).

Let us assume that p = D — y, € P, D € Ncr, y2 € (V —{S}) U NZ,
y = y1Dys, y1,y3 € V*, and x = y{y,y3. From the definition of g, it is clear
that g(Z) = {Z} for all Z € N¢p; therefore, we can express y = z;Dz3, where
71 € g(y1) and z3 € g(y3). Without any loss of generality, we can also assume
that y, = au,a € T, u € (V — {§})* (see Claim 3.1.90), so z; = a"u’,
a’ € g(a), and u” € g(u). Moreover, by (2) in the construction, we have
(D — y,,a@,0) € P. The following cases (a) through () cover all possible
forms of a”.

(a) Leta” = a (see (II) in Claim 3.1.91). Then, we have
S =% au"Dzy =5 au'y,z3 (D — y2,a,0)]
and au"y,z3 = z1y223 € g(y1y2y3) = g(x). 3
(b) Leta” = a (see (I) in Claim 3.1.91). By (4) in the construction of G, we
can express the derivation
S :>’(1; au’Dz3
as
S =% au'"Dzy = au"Dz; [(@ — a,0,0)]
Thus, there exists the derivation
N :%—1 au"Dzy = & au'y,z3 (D — y2,a,0)]
with au” y,z3 € g(x).
(¢) Let " = {(a,AB — AC,5) for some AB — AC € P (see (VII) in

Claim 3.1.91), and let u”"Dz3 € (V — {S})*; that is, [a,AB — AC,q + 3] &
alph(u”Dz3). Then, there exists the derivation
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§ =% (a,AB — AC, 5)u"Dz;
=z au”"Dz3 [({a,AB — AC,5) — a,0,[a,AB — AC, q + 3])]
= au'yaz3 [(D = y2,a,0)]

and au'y,z3 € g(x).

(d) Let @’ = {(a,AB — AC,5) (see (VII) in Claim 3.1.91). Let [a,AB —
AC, g + 3] € alph(u”Dz3). Without any loss of generality, we can assume
thaty = {a, AB — AC, 5)u”"Do"[a,AB — AC, g+ 3]¢’, where 0" [a, AB —
AC,q+3]t" = z3,0Bt = y3,0" € g(1), 0,1 € (V—{S})*. By the inspection

of P (see (3) in the construction of G), we can express the derivation

as

S=

Q%

S:>’é§

C—lu//Dol/Bt//
(a,AB — AC, 1)u”"Do"Bt"

[(@ — {(a,AB — AC, 1),0,0)]

=ctmmela, AB — AC.1)u'Do'BY

[m1(B — B, (a,AB — AC, 1),0)m;]
(a,AB — AC,2)u'Do'B

[((a,AB — AC, 1) — (a,AB — AC,2),0,B)|
(a,AB — AC,2)u’'Do'B"t

[B— B",0,B"]
(a,AB — AC,3)u'Do'B"t

[((a,AB — AC,2) — (a,AB — AC, 3).0, B)]
(a,AB — AC,3)u'Do'[a,AB — AC, 1]

[(B" — [a,AB — AC, 1], (a,AB — AC, 3),0)]
(a,AB — AC,3)u'Do'[a,AB — AC,q + 3]¢

[@]
(a,AB — AC, 4)u/Do'[a,AB — AC, q + 3]

[((a,AB — AC,3) — (a,AB — AC, 4),

[a,AB — AC, g + 3],0)]
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:>'é”3' (a,AB — AC,4)u""Do"[a, AB — AC, q + 3]¢"

[m3]

= (a,AB — AC,5)u""Do"[a,AB — AC, q + 3]’
[({(a,AB — AC,4) — {(a,AB — AC,5),0,B)]

where m;,my € {(B — B',{a,AB — AC,1),0)}*, m3 € {(B — B,
(a,AB — AC,4),0)}*, Im3| = [mimy],

w = ([a,AB — AC, 1] — [a,AB — AC,2],0,

()|, AB — AC, 1]) -

([a,AB — AC,f(A) — 1] — [a,AB — AC,f(A)], 0,
FUFA) = D)la, AB — AC,f(A) — 1])

([a,AB — AC,f(A)] — [a,AB — AC,f(A) + 1],0,0)

([a,AB — AC,f(A) + 1] = [a,AB — AC.f(A) + 2],0,
FYf(A) + 1)[a,AB — AC.f(A) + 1])---

([a,AB — AC,q] — [a,AB — AC,q + 1],0,
[ (@)la.AB — AC, q))

(la,AB — AC,q + 1] — [a,AB — AC,q + 2],0,
B'la,AB — AC, g + 1])

([a,AB — AC,q + 2] — [a,AB — AC,q + 3]),0,
(a,AB — AC,3)[a,AB — AC, q + 2])

u' € ((alph(u”) — {B}) U {B'})*, g~' () = u, o’ € ((alph(o”) —{B}) U
{B"))*,87'(0') = g7'(0") = 0,7 € (alph(*") = {B}) U{B'})*, g '(7) =
g () =1t

Clearly, au”Do"Bt" € g(auDoBt) = g(auDys) = g(y). Thus, there exists
the derivation

S:>g[m”D0”Bt”:>éc_1u”y20”Bt” [(D — y2,a,0)]

where z1y2z3 = au’y20"Bt" € g(auy,0Bt) = g(y1y2y3) = g(x).

(e) Letd” = (a,AB — AC,i) for some AB — AC € Pandi € {1,...,4}
(see (II)—~(VI) in Claim 3.1.91). By analogy with (ii), we can construct the
derivation

S=zau"Do"Bt" = zau"y,0"Bt" [(D — y2,a,0)]

such that au”y,0"Bt" € g(y1y2y3) = g(x). The details are left to the reader.

(111) Letp = AB — AC € P, A,C S NCF7 B e Ncs, y = ylABy3, y1,y3 € V*,
x = y1ACys, y = 71AYz3, Y € g(B), z; € g(y;) where i € {1,3}. Moreover,
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"0

let y; = au (see Claim 3.1.90), z; = a"u”, a" € g(a), and u” € g(u). The
following cases (a) through (e) cover all possible forms of a”.

(a) Leta” = a. Then, by Claim 3.1.91, Y = B. By (3) in the construction of G,
there exists the following derivation

S =% au'ABz
=: (a.AB— AC.1)u"ABz;
[(@ — (a.AB — AC, 1),0,0)]
=", AB — AC, 1)u/ABus
[mi(B — B, (a,AB — AC, 1), 0)]
=.  (a,AB — AC,2)u'ABus
[((a,AB — AC. 1) — (a,AB — AC,2),0,B)]
=z {a,AB — AC,2)u’AB" u;
(B — B",0,B")]
=z {a,AB — AC,3)u'AB" us
[((a,AB — AC,2) — (a,AB — AC,3),0,B)|
=c (a,AB — AC,3)u'Ala,AB — AC, 1|uz
[(B” — [a,AB — AC, 1], (a, AB — AC, 3),0)]
=92 (4, AB — AC,3)u'Ala, AB — AC, q + 3]us
o]
=:  (a.AB— AC.4)/Ala,AB — AC,q + 3us
[((a.AB — AC,3) — (a,AB — AC, 4),
[a.AB — AC, q + 3],0)]
=Iml 4 AB — AC, 4)u"Ala, AB — AC,q + 3]z
[m>]
= (a,AB— AC, 5\u’Ala,AB — AC, g + 3]z3
[((a,AB — AC,4) — (a,AB — AC,5),0,B)]
=z {a,AB — AC,5)u"ACz;
[(fa.AB — AC.q + 3] — C.{a.AB — AC.5),0)]
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where m; € {(B — B',{a,AB — AC,1),0)}*, m, € {(B — B, {a,
AB — AC, 4), 0)}*, |mi| = |ma|,

w = ([a,AB — AC, 1] — [a,AB — AC,2],0,

f_l(l)[a,AB — AC,1])---

([a,AB — AC,f(A) — 1] = [a,AB — AC,f(A)],0,
ST (F(A) = D]a,AB — AC.f(A) — 1))

([a,AB — AC,f(A)] — [a,AB — AC,f(A) + 1],0,0)

([a,AB — AC,f(A) + 1] — [a,AB — AC,f(A) + 2],0,
FY(fA) + Da,AB = AC,f(A) +1])---

([a,AB — AC,q] — [a,AB — AC,q + 1],0,
1 (@)la,AB — AC, q))

(la,AB — AC,q + 1] — [a,AB — AC,q + 2],0,
B'la,AB — AC, g + 1])

([a,AB — AC,q + 2] — [a,AB — AC,q + 3]),0,
(a,AB — AC,3)[a,AB — AC, q + 2])

us € ((alph(zs)—{BHULB'}*, g~ (u3) = g~ (z3) = ys, ' € ((alph(u”)—
{(BY) U{B')*, ¢~ () = g7 ' (1) = u.Itis clear that (a, AB — AC,5) €
g(a); thus, (a,AB — AC, 5)u"ACz; € g(auACys) = g(x).

(b) Let " = a. Then, by Claim 3.1.91, Y = B. By analogy with (ii.b)
and (iii.a) in the proof of this claim (see above), we obtain

S =% au"ABz =7 (a, AB — AC, 5)u"ACz
so {a,AB — AC,5)u"ACz; € g(x).
(c) Let " = {a,AB — AC,5) for some AB — AC € P (see (VII) in
Claim 3.1.91), and let u”AYz; € (V — {S})*. At this point, Y = B. By

analogy with (ii.c) and (iii.a) in the proof of this claim (see above), we can
construct

) =>’(1;+‘ au"ABz; =7 (a, AB — AC, 5)u"ACz3
so {a,AB — AC,5)u"ACz; € g(x).

(d) Let a” = {(a,AB — AC,5) for some AB — AC € P (see (VII) in
Claim 3.1.91), and let [a,AB — AC, g + 3] € alph(u”AYz3). By analogy
with (ii.d) and (iii.a) in the proof of this claim (see above), we can construct

S:(’f;im’ 'ABz3
and then

S:>2£_1M”ABZ3 :>2(a, AB — AC,5)u"ACz;

so that (@, AB — AC, 5)u”"ACz3 € g(auACy;) = g(x).
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(e) Let a’ = {(a,AB — AC,i) for some AB — AC € P,i € {l,...,4},
see (III)—(IV) in Claim 3.1.91. By analogy with (ii) and (iii) in the proof of
this claim, we can construct

S =>26_lu”ACz3
where au”ACz; € g(x).

If. By induction on n, we next prove that if S :>’é v with v € g(w) and w € V*, for
some nn > 0, then S=Fw.

Basis. Forn = 0,the only vis S as § :% S. Because {S} = g(S), we have w = §.
Clearly, S =2 S.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or
less, for some n > 0. Let us show that it also holds true for n + 1.

Induction Step. For n + 1 = 1, there only exists a direct derivation of the form
S =z aA [(S— aA,0,0)]
where A € Ncrp U {¢},a € T, and aA € g(aA). By (1), we have in P a rule of the
form § — aA and, thus, a direct derivation § =, dA.
Suppose that n 4+ 1 > 2 (i.e. n > 1). Consider any derivation of the form
S =ty

where X' € g(x), x € V*. Because n + 1 > 2, there exista € Wy, A € N¢r, and
y € VT such that

S=zaA =Ty =) [p]
where p € P,y € g(y), and by the induction hypothesis,
S=7ry
Let us assume that Yy = z1Zz>, y = yiDy», z; € g(yj), y; € (V—={S)*,j = 1.2,
ZecgD),DeV—{S},p=Z—>u,0,f)ecP,a=00rB =0, =z, €

g(u) for some u € V*; thatis, X' € g(yjuy,). The following cases (i) through (iii)
cover all possible forms of

Y =X [p]

@) I:etZ € Ncr. By the inspection of P, weseethatZ=D,p = (D — «',a,0) €
P,D— uc Pandu = . Thus,

S=Ey1By2=>gyiuys [B — u]
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(ii)

(iii)

Let u = D. Then, by the induction hypothesis, we have the derivation
S=¢yiDy>

and y; Dy, = y uy; in G.

Letp = ([a,AB — AC,q + 3] — C,{a,AB — AC,5),0),Z = [a,AB —
AC,q + 3]. Thus, W’ = C and D = B € Ngs. By case (VI) in Claim 3.1.91
and the form of p, we have z; = (a¢,AB — AC,5)t and y; = ao, where
t € g(0), (a,AB — AC,5) € g(a), o € (V—{S})*, and a € T. From (3) in the
construction of é, it follows that there exists a rule of the form AB — AC € P.
Moreover, (3) and Claim 3.1.91 imply that the derivation

S=saA =24y =4 ]

can be expressed in the form

S = G aA
:>(’f; atBz;

=z (a,AB— AC, 1)tBz,
[(@— (a,AB — AC,1),0,0)]
{a,AB — AC, 1)vBw,
']
=z (a,AAB — AC, 1)vB"w,
[(B— B",0,B")]
=& (a,AB — AC,2)vB"w,
[((a,AB — AC,1) — {(a,AB — AC,2),0,B)]
=z (a,AB — AC,3)vB"w, R
[(a,AB — AC,2) — {a,AB — AC, 3),0,B)]
=z (a,AB — AC, 3)v[a,AB — AC, 1]lw,
[(B” — [a,AB — AC, 1], (a,AB — AC, 3),0)]
=l (4, AB — AC,3)v[a.AB — AC, q + 3w
[@]
=z (a,AB— AC,4)v[a,AB — AC, g + 3]w;
[((a,AB — AC,3) — (a,AB — AC, 4),
[a,AB — AC, g + 3],0)]
=" (a.AB — AC.4)1[a. AB > AC.q + 3]
[@"]
=.  (a.AB— AC.5)i[a.AB — AC.q+ 3L
[({a,AB— AC,4) — (a,AB — AC,5),0,B)]

o

e
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= {a.AB — AC.5)1Cz)
[([a,AB — AC,q + 3] — C,{a,AB — AC,5),0)]

where

o' €{(B— B, {a,AB— AC,1),0)}*
{(B— B, (a,AB — AC, 1),0)}
{(B—~ B',{a,AB— AC,1),0)}*

g(B) Nalph(vwa) € {B'}, g7'(v) = g7'(1), 7' (w2) = g7 (22),

w = Wi
([a,AB — AC,f(A)] — [a,AB — AC.f(A) + 1],0,0)w,
(la,AB — AC,q + 1] — [a,AB — AC,q + 2],0
B'la,AB — AC, g + 1])
(la,AB — AC,q + 2] — [a,AB — AC,q + 3],0,
(a,AB — AC,3)[a,AB — AC, q + 2])

w, = ([a,AB — AC, 1] — [a,AB — AC, 2], 0,
Ff'(D[a,AB — AC, 1]) -+
([a,AB — AC,f(A) — 1] = [a,AB — AC,f(A)],0,
ST (F(A) = D]a,AB — AC.f(A) — 1))

where f(A) implies that g; = ¢,

wy = ([a,AB — AC,f(A) + 1] — [a,AB — AC,f(A) + 2], 0,
f_l(f(A) + 1)[a,AB — AC,f(A) +1])---
([a,AB — AC,q] = [a,AB — AC,q + 1],0,
' (@)la,AB — AC,q))

where f(A) = ¢ implies that g, = ¢, ®” € {(B' — B, (a,AB — AC, 4),0)}*.
The derivation above implies that the rightmost symbol of ¢t must be A. As
t € g(0), the rightmost symbol of o0 must be A as well. That is, t = 5’A, 0 = sA
and s’ € g(s), for some s € (V — {S})*. By the induction hypothesis, there
exists a derivation
S=fasABy,

Because AB — AC € P, we get

S=tasABy,=> ;asACy, [AB — AC]

where asACy, = yjuy;.
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By (i), (ii), and (iii) and the inspection of P, we see that we have considered all
possible derivations of the form

S :’g’l X

so we have established Claim 3.1.92 by the principle of induction. O

The equivalence of G and G can be easily derived from Claim 3.1.92. By the
definition of g, we have g(a) = {a} for all a € T. Thus, by Claim 3.1.92, we have
forall x € T*,

S=gx ifandonlyif S=%x

Consequently, L(G) = L(G), and the theorem holds. O
Corollary 3.1.93. SSC™(1,2) = SSC™* =SC™*(1,2) =SC™* =CS O

We now turn to the investigation of ssc-grammars of degree (1,2) with erasing
rules.

Theorem 3.1.94. SSC(1,2) = RE

Proof. Clearly, we have SSC(1,2) C RE. Thus, we only need to show that RE C
SSC(1,2). Every language L € RE can be generated by a phrase-structure grammar
G = (V, T, P, S) in which each rule is of the form AB — AC or A — x, where
A,B,CeV—T,x e {eyUT U (V—T)? (see Theorem 3.1.7). Thus, the inclusion
can be established by analogy with the proof of Theorem 3.1.89. The details are left
to the reader. O

Corollary 3.1.95. SSC(1,2) = SSC =SC(1,2) =SC =RE O

The following corollary summarizes the relations of language families generated
by ssc-grammars.

Corollary 3.1.96.

CF
C
SSC™* =S8SC (2, 1) = SSC*(1,2) =
=8C* =8SC*(2,1) = SC™*(1,2) = CS
C
SSC = SSC(2, 1) = SSC(1,2) = SC = SC(2, 1) = SC(1,2) = RE

Proof. This corollary follows from Corollaries 3.1.85,3.1.87,3.1.93,and 3.1.95. O

Next, we turn our attention to reduced versions of ssc-grammars. More specifi-
cally, we demonstrate that there exist several normal forms of ssc-grammars with a
limited number of conditional rules and nonterminals.
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Theorem 3.1.97. Every recursively enumerable language can be defined by an
ssc-grammar of degree (2,1) with no more than 12 conditional rules and 13
nonterminals.

Proof. Let L be arecursively enumerable language. By Theorem 3.1.11, we assume
that L is generated by a grammar G of the form

G = (V.T.PU{AB — &,CD — &}.5)
such that P contains only context-free rules and
V—T={S,A,B,CD}
Construct an ssc-grammar G’ of degree (2, 1),
G = (V.T.P.S)
where

V=VUW
W ={A,B, (e4).$,C.D, (ec). #}, VAW =0

The set of rules P’ is defined in the following way

1.ifH—>yeP,HeV—T,ye V* thenadd (H — y,0,0) to P';
2. add the following six rules to P’

(A —A,0,A)

(B — B.,0,B)

(A — (g4),AB,0)
(B —$, (€4)B,0)
({e4) = €,0,B)
($ — &, O, <8A>)

3. add the following six rules to P’

(C— C,0,0)

(D — D, O,D)

(C — (e¢), CD, 0)
(D — #, (ec)D, 0)
((ec) — €,0,D)
#—¢€,0, (ec)
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Notice that G’ has degree (2, 1) and contains only 12 conditional rules and 13
nonterminals. The rules of (2) simulate the application of AB — ¢ in G’ and the
rules of (3) simulate the application of CD — ¢ in G'.

Let us describe the simulation of AB — ¢. First, one occurrence of A and one
occurrence of B are rewritten to A and B, respectively (no more than one A and one
B appear in any sentential form). The right neighbor of A is checked to be B and A
is rewritten to (g4). Then, analogously, the left neighbor of B is checked to be (g4)
and B is rewritten to $. Finally, (g4) and $ are erased. The simulation of CD — ¢ is
analogous.

To establish L(G) = L(G’), we first prove two claims.

Claim 3.1.98. S=57,x' implies that #3(x') < 1 forall X € {A, B, C, D} andx’ € V"*.

Proof. By the inspection of rules in P’, the only rule that can generate X is of the
form (X — X, 0, X). This rule can be applied only when no X occurs in the rewritten
sentential form. Thus, it is not possible to derive x’ from S such that #X(x/ )>2. 0O

Informally, the next claim says that every occurrence of (£4) in derivations from §
is always followed by either B or $, and every occurrence of (ec) is always followed
by either D or #.

Claim 3.1.99. It holds that

(D) S=>%,¥(ea)y, implies y, € V' and Ims(y}) € {B, $} for any y; € V'*;
D) S=7%y)(ec)y) implies y5, € V'* and Ims(y,) € {D,#} for any y/ € V'*.

Proof. We base this proof on the examination of all possible forms of derivations
that may occur during a derivation of a sentential form containing (4) or (e¢).

(I) By the definition of P’, the only rule that can generate (g4) is p = A —
(ea), AB, 0). This rule has the permitting condition AB, so it can be used
provided that AB occurs in a sentential form. Furthermore, by Claim 3.1.98,
no other occurrence of A or B can appear in the given sentential form.
Consequently, we obtain a derivation

S=%,u\ ABub=> ;) (e4) Bidy [p]

for some u),u, € V'*, A,B ¢ alph(u}u,), which represents the only way of
getting (e4). Obviously, (g4) is always followed by Binu (eA)Bu2
Next, we discuss how G’ can rewrite the substring (sA)B in u (eA)Bu2 There
are only two rules having the nonterminals (g4) or B on the1r left-hand side,
= (B — $.(e4)B.0) and p» = ({€4) — &,0,B). G’ cannot use p, to erase
(sA) inu (8A)Bu2 because ps forbids an occurrence of B in the rewritten string.
Rule p, has also a context condition, but (¢4)B € sub(u) (8A)Bu2) and thus p,
can be used to rewrite B with $. Hence, we obtain a derivation of the form

S :Z,u’lﬁl}u’z = U (e )BBM2 [P
:E/UE(SMBU; G/U( >$U2 [p1]
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Notice that during this derivation, G’ may rewrite | and ) to some v} and v},
respectively, where v}, v5 € V'*; however, (€4)B remains unchanged after this
rewriting.

In this derivation, we obtained the second symbol $ that can appear as the
right neighbor of (g4). It is sufficient to show that there is no other symbol
that can appear immediately after (g4). By the inspection of P/, only ($ —
&,0, (e4)) can rewrite $. However, this rule cannot be applied when (g4) occurs
in the given sentential form. In other words, the occurrence of $ in the substring
(£4)$ cannot be rewritten before (g4) is erased by rule p,. Hence, (g4) is always
followed by either Bor $, and thus, the first part of Claim 3.1.99 holds.

(I1) By the inspection of rules simulating AB — ¢ and CD — ¢ in G’ (see (2)
and (3) in the definition of P’), these two sets of rules work analogously. Thus,
part (I) of Claim 3.1.99 can be proved by analogy with part (I). O

Let us return to the main part of the proof. Let g be a finite substitution from V"*
to V* defined as follows:

1. Forall X € V, g(X) = {X}.
2. g(A) = {A}, g(B) = {B}, g({ea)) = {A}, g($) = {B.AB}.
3. 8(C) ={C}, g(D) = {D}, g({ec)) = {C}, g(#) = {C,CD}.

Having this substitution, we can prove the following claim.

Claim 3.1.100. S={x if and only if S=7,x’ for some x € g(x'), x € V*, x" € V'*.
Proof. The claim is proved by induction on the length of derivations.

Only If. We show that

S =¢x implies S=7x

where m > 0, x € V*; clearly x € g(x). This is established by induction on m > 0.
Basis. Let m = 0. That is, S =, S. Clearly, § =%, S.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that the claim holds for all derivations of length m
or less, for some m > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S :>'g+1 x, xeV*

Since m + 1 > 1, there is some y € V™ and p € P U {AB — &, CD — &} such that
S =6y =¢x[p]

By the induction hypothesis, there is a derivation

S=5y
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The following three cases cover all possible forms of p.

(i) Letp=H >y, e P, HEV —T, y, € V*. Then,y = y;Hy; and x = yy2y3,
y1,y3 € V*. Because we have (H — y,,0,0) € P/,

S=&yiHys= g y1y2y3 [(H — ¥2,0,0)]

and y;y,y3 = x.
(i) Let p = AB — ¢. Then, y = y;ABy; and x = y,y3, y1,y3 € V*. In this case,
there is the derivation

S = »1ABy; o
= Y1ABys  [(A— A,0,A)]
> ylABy;,,~ [(1? — B, OI?)J
= Y1{ea)Bys [(A — (e4).AB, 0)]
= Y1{ea)8ys [(B — 8. (€4)B.0)]
= 18y [((a) — &,0,B)]
= Y13 [($ — &,0, (ea))]

(iii) Letp = CD — ¢&. Then, y = y;CDy; and x = y1y3, y1,y3 € V*. By analogy
with (ii), there exists the derivation

S :>2/ y1CDys
= }’1??)’3
=g leDyi
= Yi{ec)Dys
= Yi{ec)#ys
:>G’ yi#ys
= Y1)3

(C— C.,0,0)]

(D — D,0,D)]

(C — (ec),CD,0)]
(D — #,(ec)D,0)]
({ec) — €.0,D)]
(#—£,0,(ec))]

If. By induction on the length n of derivations in G’, we prove that
S = ¥ implies S=jx

for some x € g(x'), x € V*,x' € V'*.
Basis. Let n = 0. That is, S =2, S. It is obvious that § = S and S € g(S).

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or
less, for some n > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

S :%4/—1 X, xev™
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Since n + 1 > 1, there is some y’ € V' and p’ € P’ such that

S=y =6 X P

and by the induction hypothesis, there is also a derivation

S=7ry

such thaty € g(y/).
By the inspection of P/, the following cases (i) through (xiii) cover all possible
forms of p’.

@

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

v)

(vi)

Letp’ = (H — y,.0,0) € P/, He V—T, y, € V*. Then, y = y|Hy},
X =y Y. y5 € V* and y has the form y = y;Zys, where y; € g(y)), y3 €
g(yy) and Z € g(H). Because g(X) = {X} forall X € V — T, the only Z is
H, and thus y = y;Hys. By the definition of P’ (see (1)), there exists a rule
p = H — y, in P, and we can construct the derivation

S=cy1Hy3 = cy1y2y3 [P]

such that y1y,y; = x, x € g(x').

Letp' = (A — A,0,A). Then, y = y\Ay,, ¥ = y|Ay,, ¥|,», € V'*, and
y = y1Zys, where y € g(y}), y3 € g(y3) and Z € g(A). Because g(A) = {A},
the only Z is A, so we can express y = y;Ays. Having the derivation S=%y
such that y € g()), itis easy to see that also y € g(x/ ) because A e g(A).

Let ) = (B — B0, B) By analogy with (ii), y = y|By;, ¥ = ley3,
y = yi1Bys, where y|,y; € V™, y1 € g(y}), y3 € g(¥3), and thus y € g(x)
because B € g(B).

Letp’ = (A — (g4), AB, 0). By the permitting condition of this rule, AB surely
occurs in y'. By Claim 3.1.98, no more than one A can occur in y'. Therefore,
y' must be of the formy = yIAByg, where y|,y; € V'* and A ¢ alph(y}y%).
Then, X' =y (8A)By3 and y is of the form y = y,Zys, where y; € g0, y3 €
g(yy) and Z € g(AB) Because g(AB) = {AB}, the only Z is AB; thus, we
obtain y = y;ABys. By the induction hypothesis, we have a derivation S={y
such that y € g(y'). According to the definition of g, y € g(x') as well because
Ac g((sA)) and B € g(B).

Let p' = (B — $, (€4)B, 0). This rule can be applied provided that (¢4)B €
sub(y’) Moreover, by Claim 3.1.98, #3(y') < 1. Hence, we can express
Y =y, (ea) By, where y,y; € V'* andB & alph(y}y}). Then, x' = ¥/ (e4)$y}
and y = yiZy;, where y; € g(}), y3 € g(v) and Z € g({ea)B). By the
definition of g, g({(ea)B) = {AB}, so Z = AB and y = y;ABys. By the
induction hypothesis, we have a derivation S={y such that y € g()). Because
A € g({ea)) and B € g($), y € g(') as well.

Let p' = ((e4) — &.0,B). Application of ({g4) — &,0,B) implies that
(€4) occurs in y'. Claim 3.1.99 says that (g4) has either B or $ as its right
neighbor. Since the forbidding condition of p’ forbids an occurrence of B in y/,
the right neighbor of (g4) must be $. As a result, we obtain y' = y|(e4)$y}
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where y|,y; € V"*. Then, ¥ = y|$y; and y is of the form y = y;Zys,
where y; € g(y}), y3 € g(v3) and Z € g({ea)$). By the definition of g,
8((e4)$) = {AB,AAB}.1f Z = AB, y = y,ABys. Having the derivation S=(y,
it holds that y € g(x’) because AB € g($).

(vii) Letp’ = ($ — &,0, (g4)). Then,y’ = y|$y; andx’ = y|y}, where y|,y; € V'*.
Express y = y1Zy; so thaty; € g(}). y3 € g(34) and Z € g($), where g($) =
{B,AB}.Let Z = AB. Then, y = y;ABys, and there exists the derivation

S=yiABy3 = ;y1y3 [AB — ¢]

where y;y3 = x, x € g(x').

In cases (ii) through (vii), we discussed all six rules simulating the application
of AB — ¢ in G’ (see (2) in the definition of P’). Cases (viii) through (xiii) should
cover rules simulating the application of CD — ¢ in G’ (see (3)). However, by the
inspection of these two sets of rules, it is easy to see that they work analogously.
Therefore, we leave this part of the proof to the reader.

We have completed the proof and established Claim 3.1.100 by the principle of
induction. O

Observe that L(G) = L(G’) follows from Claim 3.1.100. Indeed, according to
the definition of g, we have g(a) = {a} for all a € T. Thus, from Claim 3.1.100, we
have for any x € T*

S=¢x ifandonlyif S=%x
Consequently, L(G) = L(G’), and the theorem holds. O

Let us note that in [Mas06], Theorem 3.1.97 has been improved by demonstrating
that even nine conditional rules and ten nonterminals are enough to generate every
recursively enumerable language.

Theorem 3.1.101 (See [Mas06]). Every recursively enumerable language can be
generated by an ssc-grammar of degree (2, 1) having no more than 9 conditional
rules and 10 nonterminals.

Continuing with the investigation of reduced ssc-grammars, we point out that
Vaszil in [Vas05] proved that if we allow permitting conditions of length three—
that is, ssc-grammars of degree (3, 1), then the number of conditional rules and
nonterminals can be further decreased.

Theorem 3.1.102. Every recursively enumerable language can be generated by
an ssc-grammar of degree (3, 1) with no more than 8 conditional rules and 11
nonterminals.

Proof. (See [Vas05].) Let L be a recursively enumerable language. Without any loss
of generality, we assume that L is generated by a phrase-structure grammar

G = (V.T,PU{ABC — &}, 5)
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where
V—-T=1{S,5,AB,C}

and P contains only context-free rules of the forms S — zSx, z € {A,B}*, x € T,
S—> 8.8 - uSv,u € {A,B}*, v e {B,C}*, S — ¢ (see Theorem 3.1.9). Every
successful derivation in G consists of the following two phases.

1.

S :ézn...zls_xl...xn
=g uSxx, 1z €{ABY*, 1 <i<n.

Zn...zlslxl...xn :}ZZn...zlum...ulslvl...Umxl..._xn
:}GZn...zlum...ulvl...vmxl...xn

where u; € {A, B}*, v; € {B,C}*, 1 <j < m, and the terminal string x; - - - x,, is
generated by G if and only if by using the erasing rule ABC — ¢, the substring
Zn -t Z1Up -+ - ULV - - - Uy can be deleted.

Next, we introduce the ssc-grammar
G = (V.T.P.S)
of degree (3, 1), where
V' =15, AA A" BB B CC C'VUT

and P’ is constructed as follows:

1. forevery H — y € P,add (H — y,0,0) to P;
2. forevery X € {A,B,C},add (X — X’,0,X’) to P';
3. add the following six rules to P’

(C' — C",A'B'C’,0)
(A/ - A”,A/B/CU, O)
(B/ — B”,A//B/C”, 0)
(A" = £,0,C")

(C" = ¢,0,B)

(B" = ¢,0,0)

Observe that G’ satisfies all the requirements of this theorem—that is, it contains
only 8 conditional rules and 11 nonterminals. G’ reproduces the first two phases of
generating a terminal string in G by using the rules of the form (H — y,0,0) € P'.
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The third phase, during which ABC — ¢ is applied, is simulated by the additional
rules. Examine these rules to see that all strings generated by G can also be generated
by G'. Indeed, for every derivation step

y1ABCy; = y1y2 [ABC — ¢]

in G, y1, y, € V*, there exists the following derivation in G’

y1ABCy, :>G’ ylA/BCyz
:G’ ylA/B/Cyz

[(A— A",0,47)]
[(B— B',0,B)]
= MA'B'C'y, [(C— C',0,C)]
= viA'B'C"y, [(C'— C",A'B'C’,0)]
:>G/ ylAHB/CHyZ [(A/ — AN,A/B/CU,O)]
:>G/ ylA//B//C//y2 [(B/ — B//’A//B/C//’ 0)]
[(C" — ¢,0,B)]
(A" — £,0,C")]
[(B” — &,0,0)]

:>G/ ylA//B”yZ
:G’ leUyZ
:G’ y1y2

As a result, L(G) € L(G). In the following, we show that G’ does not generate
strings that cannot be generated by G; thus, L(G") — L(G) = @, so L(G') = L(G).

Let us study how G’ can generate a terminal string. All derivations start from S.
While the sentential form contains S or §’, its form is zSw or zuS'vw, z,u,v €
{A,B,C,A",B',C'}*,w e T*, where if g(X') = X for X € {A,B,C}and g(X) = X
for all other symbols of V, then g(zSw) or g(zuS'vw) are valid sentential forms
of G. Furthermore, zu contains at most one occurrence of A’, v contains at most
one occurrence of C’, and zuv contains at most one occurrence of B’ (see 2 in the
construction of P). After (" — ¢, 0, 0) is used, we get a sentential form zuvw with
z, u, v, and w as above such that

S=Fg(zuvw)
Next, we demonstrate that
wmv=7y¢e implies g(zuv)=7ge

More specifically, we investigate all possible derivations rewriting a sentential form
containing a single occurrence of each of the letters A’, B, and C’.

Consider a sentential form of the form zuvw, where z,u,v € {A, B, C,A’, B/,
C'Y*,w e T*, and #4/(zu) = #p(zuv) = #c(v) = 1. By the definition of rules
rewriting A’, B, and C’ (see 3 in the construction of P’), we see that these three
symbols must form a substring A’B'C’; otherwise, no next derivation step can be
made. That is, zuvw = zuA’'B'C'vw for some i, v € {A, B, C}*. Next, observe that
the only applicable rule is (C' — C”,A’B'C’, 0). Thus, we get
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ZwA'B'C'ow =g zuA'B'C"ow

This sentential form can be rewritten in two ways. First, we can rewrite A’ to A”
by (A’ — A”,A’B'C”,0). Second, we can replace another occurrence of C with C’.
Let us investigate the derivation

ZuA'B'C"ow =, zuA"B'C"ow [(A" — A", A’B'C", 0)]

As before, we can either rewrite another occurrence of A to A’ or rewrite an
occurrence of C to C’ or rewrite B to B” by using (B' — B”,A”B’'C”,0). Taking into
account all possible combinations of the above-described steps, we see that after the
first application of (B' — B”,A”B'C"”, 0), the whole derivation is of the form

znA'B' C'ow :>§, i XuyA"B"C" v Yvow
where X € {A’, &}, Y € {C', &}, u1g(X)ur = u, and v1g(Y)vy = 0. Let zu; Xup = x
and v;Yv, = y. The next derivation step can be made in four ways. By an
application of (B — B’,0, B'), we can rewrite an occurrence of B in x or y. In both
cases, this derivation is blocked in the next step. The remaining two derivations are
xA"B"C"yw =5 xA"C"yw [(B” — ¢,0,0)]
and

XA//BUCUyW =g X //B//yw [(C// e, O,B/)]

Let us examine how G’ can rewrite xA” C”yw. The following three cases cover all
possible steps.

(i) IfxA”"C"yw =, x1B'x,A"C"yw [(B — B',0, B)], where x;Bx, = x, then the

derivation is blocked.

(i) If xA"C"yw =, xA"C"y1B'y,w [(B — B',0,B’)], where y,By, =y, then no
next derivation step can be made.

(iii) Let xA"C"yw =, xA"yw [(C" — &,0,B')]. Then, all the following
derivations

xA"yw =g xyw
and
xA"yw = xiB'x:A"yw = ¢, x1B'xoyw

where x1Bx; = x, and

xA"yw =g xA"y1B'y,w = ¢ xy1B'yaw
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where y; By, = y, produce a sentential form in which the substring A”B”C” is
erased. This sentential form contains at most one occurrence of A’, B’, and C’.

Return to
xA"B"C"yw =, xA"B"yw

Observe that by analogy with case (iii), any rewriting of xA”B”yw removes the
substring A”B” and produces a sentential form containing at most one occurrence
of A’,B’, and C'.

To summarize the considerations above, the reader can see that as long as there
exists an occurrence of A”, B”, or C” in the sentential form, only the erasing rules
or (B — B’,0, B’) can be applied. The derivation either enters a sentential form that
blocks the derivation or the substring A’B’'C’ is completely erased, after which new
occurrences of A, B, and C can be changed to A’, B, and C'. That is,

ZuA'B'C'ow =f, xyw  implies  g(zitA'B'C'ow) = g(xyw)

where z,u,v € {A,B,C}*, x,y € {A,B,C,A",B',C'}*, w € T*, and zu = g(x),
vw = g(yw). In other words, the rules constructed in 2 and 3 correctly simulate the
application of the only non-context-free rule ABC — ¢. Recall that g(a) = a, for
all a € T. Hence, g(xyw) = g(xy)w. Thus, L(G') — L(G) = 0.

Having L(G) C L(G’) and L(G') — L(G) = 0, we get L(G) = L(G’), and the
theorem holds. O

Theorem 3.1.102 was further slightly improved in [Oku09], where the following
result was proved (the number of nonterminals was reduced from 11 to 9).

Theorem 3.1.103 (See [Oku09]). Every recursively enumerable language can be
generated by an ssc-grammar of degree (3, 1) with no more than 8 conditional rules
and 9 nonterminals.

Let us close this section by stating several open problems.

Open Problem 3.1.104. In Theorems 3.1.83, 3.1.86, 3.1.89, and 3.1.94, we proved
that ssc-grammars of degrees (1,2) and (2, 1) generate the family of recursively
enumerable languages, and propagating ssc-grammars of degrees (1,2) and (2, 1)
generate the family of context-sensitive languages. However, we discussed no
ssc-grammars of degree (1,1). According to Penttonen (see Theorem 3.1.76),
propagating sc-grammars of degree (1, 1) generate a proper subfamily of context-
sensitive languages. That is, SSC™*(1,1) € SC™*(1,1) C CS. Are propagating
ssc-grammars of degree (1, 1) as powerful as propagating sc-grammars of degree
(1, 1)? Furthermore, consider ssc-grammars of degree (1, 1) with erasing rules.
Are they more powerful than propagating ssc-grammars of degree (1, 1)? Do they
generate the family of all context-sensitive languages or, even more, the family of
recursively enumerable languages? O

Open Problem 3.1.105. In Theorems 3.1.97 through 3.1.103, several reduced
normal forms of these grammars were presented. These normal forms give rise to
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the following questions. Can any of the results be further improved with respect
to the number of conditional rules or nonterminals? Are there analogical reduced
forms of ssc-grammars with degrees (1,2) and (1, 3)? Moreover, reconsider these
results in terms of propagating ssc-grammars. Is it possible to achieve analogical
results if we disallow erasing rules? O

3.2 Grammars Regulated by States

A state grammar G is a context-free grammar extended by an additional state
mechanism that strongly resembles a finite-state control of finite automata. During
every derivation step, G rewrites the leftmost occurrence of a nonterminal that
can be rewritten under the current state; in addition, it moves from a state to
another state, which influences the choice of the rule to be applied in the next
step. If the application of a rule always takes place within the first n occurrences
of nonterminals, G is referred to as n-limited.

The present section consists of Sects. 3.2.1 and 3.2.2. The former defines and
illustrates state grammars. The latter describes their generative power.

3.2.1 Definitions and Examples

In this section, we define state grammars and illustrate them by an example.

Definition 3.2.1. A state grammar (see [Kas70]) is a quintuple
G=(V.W,T,P,S)

where

e Vs atotal alphabet;

¢ W is a finite set of states;

e T C V is an alphabet of terminals;

e § €V —Tis the start symbol,

e PC(Wx (V—=T)) x (W x V) is a finite relation.

Instead of (¢,A,p,v) € P, we write (q,A) — (p,v) € P. For every z € V*,
define

g states(z) = {g € W | (¢.A) — (p,v) € P,A € alph(z)}

If (g,A) — (p,v) € P, x,y € V*, and ¢ states(x) = @, then G makes a derivation
step from (g, xAy) to (p, xvy), symbolically written as

(g, xAy) = (p,xvy) [(q,A) — (p,v)]
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In addition, if n is a positive integer satisfying that #,_r(xA) < n, we say that
(g, xAy) = (p,xvy) [(¢,A) — (p,v)] is n-limited, symbolically written as

(g, xAy),= (p, xvy) [(q,A) — (p,v)]

Whenever there is no danger of confusion, we simplify (¢,xAy) = (p,xvy)
[(g.4) — (p.v)] and (g, xAy),= (p, xvy) [(¢.A) — (p,v)] to

(g, xAy) = (p,xvy)

and

(g, xAy),= (p, xvy)

respectively. In the standard manner, we extend = to="", where m > 0; then, based
on =", we define = Tand=*.

Let n be a positive integer, and let v, w € Wx V™. To express that every derivation
step in v=""0,v="Tw, and v=*w is n-limited, we write v,="w, v,= T, and
v,=*w instead of v=""w,v="Tw, and v =>*w, respectively.

By strings(v,= *w), we denote the set of all strings occurring in the derivation
v,=*w. The language of G, denoted by L(G), is defined as

LG) ={weT"|(g.5=>"(p.w).q.p € W}
Furthermore, for every n > 1, define
L(G, n) = {W erT”* | (qs S)n:*(psw)v q,p € W}

A derivation of the form (g, S),=*(p, w), where ¢q,p € W and w € T*, represents a
successful n-limited generation of w in G. O

Next, we illustrate the previous definition by an example.

Example 3.2.2. Consider the state grammar

G = ({S.X.Y.a,b},{po,p1.p2.p3.ps}. {a. b}, P.S)

with the following nine rules in P

(Po,S) — (po, XY) (Po, X) = (p3, @)
(Po, X) = (p1,aX) (P3,Y) = (po, @)
(P1,Y) = (po, a¥) (Po, X) = (pa, b)
(Po, X) — (p2,bX) (ps,Y) = (po, b)

(p27 Y) - (POst)
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Observe that G generates the non-context-free language
L(G) = {ww | we {a, b}+}

Indeed, first, S is rewritten to XY. Then, by using its states, G ensures that whenever
X is rewritten to aX, the current state is changed to force the rewrite of Y to a¥.
Similarly, whenever X is rewritten to bX, the current state is changed to force the
rewrite of Y to bY. Every successful derivation is finished by rewriting X to a or b
and then Y to a or b, respectively.

For example, abab is produced by the following derivation

(P0,S) = (po,XY)  [(po,S) = (po, XY)]
= (p1,aXY) [(po,X) — (p1,aX)]
= (po,aXaY) [(p1,Y) — (po,aY)]
= (ps,abaY) [(po,X) — (ps,b)]
= (po,abab) [(ps,Y) — (po,b)] o

By ST, we denote the family of languages generated by state grammars. For
every n > 1, ST, denotes the family of languages generated by n-limited state
grammars. Set

STo = | ST,

n>1

3.2.2 Generative Power

In this section, which closes the chapter, we give the key result concerning state
grammars, originally established in [Kas70].

Theorem 3.2.3. CF =ST, C ST, C--- C STy C ST =CS

3.3 Grammars Regulated by Control Languages

In essence, a grammar with a control language H is a context-free grammar G
extended by a regular control language = defined over the set of rules of G. Thus,
each control string in & represents, in effect, a sequence of rules in G. A terminal
string w is in the language generated by H if and only if = contains a control string
according to which G generates w.

The present section is divided into two subsections—Sects. 3.3.1 and 3.3.2. The
former defines and illustrates regular-controlled grammars. The latter states their
generative power.
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3.3.1 Definitions and Examples

In this section, we define the notion of a regular-controlled grammar and illustrate
it by examples. Before reading this definition, recall the notion of rule labels,
formalized in Definition 2.3.3.

Definition 3.3.1. A regular-controlled (context-free) grammar (see [MVMP04]) is
a pair

H=(G &)

where

e G=(V,T,¥,P,YS) is a context-free grammar, called core grammar;
e &§ C W*is aregular language, called control language.

The language of H, denoted by L(H), is defined as
LH)={weT"|S=Fwle] witha € 5} a

In other words, L(H) in the above definition consists of all strings w € T* such
that there is a derivation in G,

S = wi [n] =¢w2rn] =c¢- =6 wnlrl
where
w=w,and rirp---r, € & forsomen > 1
In what follows, instead of x = y, we sometimes write x =y y—that is, we use
= and =y interchangeably.

Note that if & = W™, then there is no regulation, and thus L(H) = L(G) in this
case.

Example 3.3.2. Let H = (G, &) be a regular-controlled grammar, where
G = ({S,A,B, C,a,b,c},{a,b,c},¥,P, S)

is a context-free grammar with P consisting of the following seven rules

ri:S — ABC r:A — aA rs:A — ¢
r3:B — bB re:B — ¢
r4:C — cC ri.C —¢

and B = {r| }{{rarsra} {rsrers}.
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First, r; has to be applied. Then, r,, r3, and r4 can be consecutively applied any
number of times. The derivation is finished by applying rs, rg, and r;. As a result,
this grammar generates the non-context-free language

L(H) = {a”b”c” | n > O}
For example, the sentence aabbcc is obtained by the following derivation

S =y ABC [rl]
=y aABC [72]
=y aAbBC [73]
=y aAbBcC  [r4]
=p aaAbBcC  [r]
=p aaAbbBcC [r3]
=p aaAbbBccC [r4]
=y aabbBccC |rs]
=y aabbccC  [rg]
=y aabbcc [7]

As another example, the empty string is derived in this way
S =y ABC [r]] =y BC [r5] =y C [r6] =g ¢ [r7] O
Next, we introduce the concept of appearance checking. Informally, it allows

us to skip the application of certain rules if they are not applicable to the current
sentential form.

Definition 3.3.3. A regular-controlled grammar with appearance checking
(see [MVMPO04]) is a triple

H= (G, E W)

where

* G and & are defined as in a regular-controlled grammar;
* W C V¥ is the appearance checking set.

We say that x € V1 directly derives y € V* in G in the appearance checking
mode W by application of r:A — w € P, symbolically written as

x=cw Y7l
if either

X = x1Ax; and y = x1wxp
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or
A ¢ alph(x),r € W, andx =y

Define :>’(‘G’W) for k > 0, :>(+G’W), and :>?G,W) in the standard way. The language
of H, denoted by L(H), is defined as

LH) = {weT*|S=,, wlo] witha € 5} O

According to Definition 3.3.1, in a regular-controlled grammar without appear-
ance checking, once a control string has been started by G, all its rules have to
be applied. G with an appearance checking set somewhat relaxes this necessity,
however. Indeed, if the left-hand side of a rule is absent in the sentential form under
scan and, simultaneously, this rule is in the appearance checking set, then G skips
its application and moves on to the next rule in the control string.

Observe that the only difference between a regular-controlled grammar with
and without appearance checking is the derivation mode (= (g,w) instead of =¢).
Furthermore, note that when W = @, these two modes coincide, so any regular-
controlled grammar represents a special case of a regular-controlled grammar with
appearance checking.

Example 3.3.4 (From Chapter 3 of [RS97b]). Let H = (G, &, W) be a regular-
controlled grammar with appearance checking, where

G = ({S,A,X,a}, {a}, ¥, P,S)

is a context-free grammar with P consisting of the following rules

r;:.S — AA r4:A — X
r:S§ —>X rs:S —a
r3:A— S

and & = ({r1}*{rnH{r} {ra) " {rs}*, W = {rp, ra}.
Assume that we have the sentential form

52"

for some m > 0, obtained by using a sequence of rules from ({r;}*{r2}{r:}*{rs})*.
This holds for the start symbol (m = 0). We can either repeat this sequence or finish
the derivation by using rs until we have

a"

In the former case, we might apply r; as many times as we wish. However, if we
apply it only £ many times, where k < m, then we have to use r,, which blocks
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the derivation. Indeed, there is no rule with X on its left hand side. Thus, this rule
guarantees that every S is eventually rewritten to AA. Notice that , € W. As aresult,
if no S occurs in the sentential form, we can skip it (it is not applicable), so we get
o * om om=+1
ST =iGw (A4 =A
Then, by analogy, we have to rewrite each A to S, so we get

om+1 * om=+1
A =cw S

which is of the same form as the sentential form from which we started the
derivation. Therefore, this grammar generates the non-context-free language

L(H) = {az” In> 0}

For example, the sentence aaaa is obtained by the following derivation

S = (G.W) AA }’1]
= (G.W) AS }’3]
= (G.W) SS r3]
= (G,W) AAS rl]
= (G,W) AAAA rl]

[
[
[
[
[
[
= (G,W) AASS [}’3]
=@w) SASS [
=G SSSS |
=@cw) S8Sa |
=.w) aSSa |
=@cw) aaSa [
=@G,w) aaaa |

As another example, a single a is generated by
S =@Gw) a [}’5] (]
We can disallow erasing rules in the underlying core grammar. This is formalized

in the following definition.

Definition 3.3.5. Let H = (G, &) (H = (G, &, W)) be a regular-controlled
grammar (with appearance checking). If G is propagating, then H is said to be a
propagating regular-controlled grammar (with appearance checking). O



3.4 Matrix Grammars 145

By rC,., rC,%, rC, and rC™*, we denote the families of languages generated
by regular-controlled grammars with appearance checking, propagating regular-
controlled grammars with appearance checking, regular-controlled grammars, and

propagating regular-controlled grammars, respectively.

3.3.2 Generative Power

The present section concerns the generative power of regular-controlled grammars.
More specifically, the next theorem summarizes the relations between the language
families defined in the conclusion of the previous section.

Theorem 3.3.6 (See Theorem 1 in [MVMP04]).

(i) All languages in rC over a unary alphabet are regular.
(ii) CF c rC* CcrC,7 C CS
(iii) CFCcrC* CrC crC,. = RE

Open Problem 3.3.7. Is rC — rC™*° empty? Put in other words, can any regular-
controlled grammar be converted to an equivalent propagating regular-controlled
grammar? O

3.4 Matrix Grammars

As already pointed out in the beginning of this chapter, in essence, any matrix
grammar can be viewed as a special regular-controlled grammar with a control
language that has the form of the iteration of a finite language. More precisely, a
matrix grammar H is a context-free grammar G extended by a finite set of sequences
of its rules, referred to as matrices. In essence, H makes a derivation so it selects a
matrix, and after this selection, it applies all its rules one by one until it reaches the
very last rule. Then, it either completes its derivation, or it makes another selection
of a matrix and continues the derivation in the same way.

This section is divided into three subsections. Section 3.4.1 defines and illustrates
matrix grammars. Section 3.4.2 determines their power. Finally, Sect. 3.4.3 studies
even matrix grammars as special cases of matrix grammars, which work in parallel.
Consequently, in a very natural way, Sect. 3.4.3 actually introduces the central topic
of the next chapter grammatical parallelism (see Chap. 4).

3.4.1 Definitions and Examples

We open this section by giving the rigorous definition of matrix grammars. Then,
we illustrate this definition by an example.
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Definition 3.4.1. A matrix grammar with appearance checking (M for short;
see [DP89]) is a triple

H=(G.MW)

where

e« G=(V,T,V¥,P,S) is a context-free grammar, called core grammar;
e M C ¥ is a finite language whose elements are called matrices;
* W C V¥ is the appearance checking set.

The direct derivation relation, symbolically denoted by =g, is defined over V*
as follows: for riry---r, € M, forsomen > 1, and x,y € V*,

X=HY
if and only if

x=x0 =@Gw Xt [r] = @Gw X2 [n] =eGw - =Gw X =Y [l

where x; € V*,foralli, 1 <i < n—1, and the application of rules in the appearance
checking mode is defined as in Definition 3.3.3.

Define :>];1 fork > 0, :>;_I', and =7}, in the standard way. The language of H,
denoted by L(H), is defined as

LH)={weT"|S=}w} O

Note that if M = ¥, then there is no regulation, and thus L(H) = L(G) in this
case. Sometimes, for brevity, we use rules and rule labels interchangeably.

Definition 3.4.2. Let H = (G, M, W) be a matrix grammar with appearance
checking. If W = @, then we say that H is a matrix grammar without appearance
checking or, simply, a matrix grammar and we just write H = (G, M). O

Without appearance checking, once a matrix has been started, H has to apply
all its rules. However, with an appearance checking set of the rules in the matrices,
H may sometimes skip the application of a rule within a matrix. More precisely,
if the left-hand side of a rule is absent in the current sentential form while the
corresponding rule of the applied matrix occurs in the appearance checking set,
then H moves on to the next rule in the matrix.

Example 3.4.3 (From [MVMPO04]). Let H = (G, M) be a matrix grammar, where
G = (V,T,¥,P,YS) is a context-free grammar with V = {S, A, B, a, b}, T = {a,
b}, P consists of the following rules
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r:S — AB r4: A — DA ri:B—a
r:A — aA rs:B — bB rg:A —> b
r3:B — aB re:A —> a r9:B—b

and M = {ry, rar3, rars, rer7, sro}.
We start with the only applicable matrix r; and we get AB. Next, we can either

* terminate the derivation by using the matrix r¢r7 and obtain aa,
* terminate the derivation by using the matrix rgry and obtain bb,
* rewrite AB to aAaB by using the matrix r,r3, or

* rewrite AB to bAbB by using the matrix r4rs.

If the derivation is not terminated, we can continue analogously. For example, the
sentence aabaab is obtained by the following derivation

S =y AB
=y aAaB
=y aaAaaB
=y aabaab

Clearly, this grammar generates the non-context-free language

L(H) = {ww |we {a,b}+} O

As with regular-controlled grammars, we can disallow erasing rules in the
underlying core grammar.

Definition 3.4.4. Let H = (G, M, W) be a matrix grammar (with appearance
checking). If G is propagating, then H is a propagating matrix grammar (with
appearance checking). O

The families of languages generated by matrix grammars with appearance check-
ing, propagating matrix grammars with appearance checking, matrix grammars, and
propagating matrix grammars are denoted by M,., M’ *, M, and M™%, respectively.

ac

3.4.2 Generative Power

This section states the relations between the language families defined in the
conclusion of the previous section.

Theorem 3.4.5 (See Theorem 2 in [MVMP04]).
(i) My, = rC,

(ii) M =rC°

(iii) M = rC

(iv) M—¢ =rC™*
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Notice that the relations between the language families generated by matrix
grammars are analogical to the relations between language families generated by
regular-controlled grammars (see Theorem 3.3.6).

3.4.3 Even Matrix Grammars

In essence, even matrix grammars can be seen as sequences of context-free
grammars, referred to as their components, which work in parallel. More precisely,
for a positive integer n, an n-even matrix grammar is an ordered sequence of n
context-free grammars with pair-wise disjoint nonterminal alphabets and a shared
terminal alphabet, which rules are fixed n-tuples containing one rule of each
component—that is, in every derivation step, each of these components rewrites a
nonterminal occurring in its current sentential form. A sentential form of an n-even
matrix grammar is a concatenation of sentential forms of all of its components from
the first to the nth. A derivation is successful if and only if all components generate
a terminal string at once. Of course, one-component even matrix grammars are
nothing but context-free grammars, so they characterize the family of context-free
languages. Surprisingly, two-component even matrix grammars are significantly
stronger as the present section demonstrates; indeed, they are as powerful as
ordinary matrix grammars (see Sect. 3.4.1). This section also points out that
even matrix grammars with more than two components are equivalent with two-
component even matrix grammars. Then, it places and studies the following three
leftmost derivation restrictions on even matrix grammars. The first restriction
requires that every rule is applied so it rewrites the leftmost possible nonterminal
in each component. The second restriction parallels the first restriction; in addition,
however, in each component, it makes the selection of the rule so the leftmost
possible nonterminal is rewritten in the current sentential form. Finally, the third
restriction requires that the leftmost nonterminal of each component is rewritten.
As the section demonstrates, working under the second and third restriction, even
matrix grammars are computational complete—that is, they are equivalent with
Turing machines. The section has not precisely determined the generative power
of even matrix grammars working under the first restriction, so this determination
represents an open problem.

Definitions and Examples
In this section, we define even matrix grammars. Furthermore, we introduce their
leftmost variants and illustrate them by an example.

Definition 3.4.6. Letn > 1. An even matrix grammar of degree n (,EMG for short)
is an (n 4 3)-tuple, G, = (N, N2, ..., N,, T, P, S), where
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(1) Ny, N,,...,N, are pairwise disjoint nonterminal alphabets;
(2) T is aterminal alphabet, TN N; = @, for 1 <i < m;

(3) Sis the start symbol such that S ¢ Ny U---UN, UT;

(4) P is afinite set of rewriting rules of the form:

(4.2) (S) = (v),v eT*.
4.b) (S) = (viva...vy), v; € (N; UT)*, alph(v;) NN; # @, for1 <i<n.
(40) (Al,Az, R ,An) — (Ul, V2, onn,y Un),A,' e N;,v; € (N,' U T)*,

forl <i<n. O

Definition 3.4.7. Let G, = (Ny,...,N,,T,P,S) be an ,EMG, for some n > 1.
Consider any string u;Aywy . .. u,A,wy,, where u;w; € (N; UT)*, A; € N;, and some
rule (Ay,...,A,) = (v1,...,v,), where v; € (N; UT)*, for 1 < i < n. Then, G,
makes a derivation step

UIA WY . U AW, = UUIWY . .. Uy U Wy,

Based on additional restrictions, we define the following three modes of leftmost
derivations:

(1) IfA; ¢ alph(w;), for 1 < i < n, then write
UTAIWY . UyApWy | = ULTVIWY . . Uy U Wy,
2) If
WAIWY .. U AgWy = U Biw ubBow . . Ul Byw),

where ul,w; € (N;UT)*, B; € N;, forsome 1 <j < m: |u}] = |ul, i < J,
|uj’| < |uj|, for 1 <i < n, and in P, there is no applicable rule

(B1,B2,...,By) = (x1,X2,...,%)
then write
UTAIWY . Uy ApWy 2= UTVIWY . . Uy Uy Wy,
(3) If N; Nalph(u;) = 0, for 1 <i < n, then write
AW . UGAW, 3 UIUIWY .. UV Wy

In what follows, we write = instead of =. We say that ;= represents the direct
derivation of mode i, fori = 0,1,2,3. O
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For the clarity, let us informally describe the defined modes of leftmost derivations.
In the first mode, any applicable rule is chosen and the leftmost possible nontermi-
nals are rewritten. In the second mode, there is a specific rule chosen, which can
rewrite nonterminals as to the left as possible—there exists no rule, which could be
applied more leftmost—, while the lower components are more prior. In the third
mode, always the leftmost nonterminal of each component must be rewritten.

Definition 3.4.8. Let G, = (N, N,,...,N,,T,P,S) be an ,EMG, and let o be any
relation over (N; U T)*(N, UT)* ... (N, UT)*. Set
ZL(Gp,0) ={x|xeT* So0*x}
Z(Gy, 0) is said to be the language that G, generates by 0.
EM, = {Z(Gy,0) | G, is a ,EMG}
is said to be the family of languages that ,EMGs generate by o. Let EM,, denotes
the family of languages generated by all even matrix grammars by . O

We illustrate the previous definitions by the next example.

Example 3.4.9. Let G = (N{,N,,T,P,S), where N| = {A,A}, N, = {B,B,C, C},
T = {a, b, c,d},be a ,EMG with P containing the following rules:

(1) () = (AABC)
(2) (A, B) — (aAb, cBd)
(3) (A, C) = (aAb, cCd)
4) (A,B) —> (A, B)
(5) (A,C) = (6.0)

(6) (A,B) — (aAb, cBd)
(1) (A, C) > (aAb, cCd)
() (A,B) > (A,¢)
® A.0) = (s9)

Next, we illustrate ;=, 0 < i < 3, in terms of G.

0. Using derivations of mode 0, after applying the starting rule (1), G uses (2)
and/or (3). Then, the rule (4) is applied, however, the rule (3) is still applicable,
until the rule (5) is used. Next, the derivation proceeds by the rules (6) and/or (7)
and eventually finishes with the rules (8) and (9). The derivation may proceed
as follows.
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S 1=AABC
1=>*dF AV dl AV " Bd™ " Ca™
| =>d*AbFd' Ab " Bd™ " Cd"
| :>*ak+i+jAbk+i+jalAblcm+inm+iCn+den+j
1:>al<+i+jAbk+i+jalblCm+inm+icn+den+j
= *ak+i+j+o+pAbk+i+j+o+palblCm+i+oBdm+i+oCn+j+pCdn+j+p
| :>ak+i+j+o+pAbk+i+j+o+palblcm+i+odm+i+ocn+j+pCdn+j+p
| :>ak+i+j+o+pbk+i+j+o+palblcm+i+odm+i+ocn+j+pdn+j+p

fori,j, k,I,m,n,o0,p > 0. Consequently,
L(G. =) = {d'bdb'cmd"c"d" | k+1=m+n, fork,l.m,n >0}

which is a non-context-free language.

1. Using mode 1 leftmost derivations, after applying the starting rule (1), G
continues using rules (2) and/or (3), until the rule (4) is applied. The rule (3)
is still applicable, until the rule (5) is used. Next, the derivation proceeds by the
rules (6) and/or (7) and eventually finishes with the rules (8) and (9):

S 1=AABC
1=*a™ AP YACBd I Cd
1=d ALV ACBA I Cd
1=*a AL a" AbF ' Bd IR CdItF
, :>ai+jbi+jakAbkCiniCj+kCdj+k
| :>*ai+jbi+jak+o+pAbk+o+pci+oBdi+ocj+k+pCdj+k+p
| :>ai+jbi—|1jak+o+pAbk+o+pci+odi+oci+k+p Cdtktr
| :>ai+jbi+jak+o+pbk+o+pci+odi+ocj+k+pdj+k+p

fori,j, k,0,p > 0. Consequently,
L(G. =) = {d'bdb'cmd"c"d" | k+1=m+n, fork,l.m,n >0}

2. With derivations of leftmost mode 2, the situation is different. First, the starting
rule (1) is applied, however, then only the rule (2) is applicable, until the rule (4)
is used. Next, the rule (5) must be applied. The derivation continues with the
applications of the rule (6), since the rule (7) is not applicable, until the rules (8)
and (9) are used:

S »=AABC »=*dlAb'Ac'Bd'C
»=a'Ab'Ac'BdiC >»=a'b'Ac'Bd'C
»=*ad b d AV TTBAIC »=a' b dAb idtiC
s=aib @bt

fori,j > 0. Consequently, £ (G, ,=>) = {d'b'ab/ct/d"t | fori,j > 0}.
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3. The derivation performed by the leftmost mode 3 derivations starts with the
rule (1), continues with applying the rule (2) and eventually uses the rule (4).
However, then, the derivation is blocked, because there is no rule rewriting A
and B:

S 3=AABC ;=*d'AbAC'Bd'C 3= d AV'ACBd'C ;=0

Consequently, Z(G, ;=) = 0. O

Generative Power

In this section, we investigate the generative power of even matrix grammars
working under the derivation modes introduced in the previous section. We pay
a special attention to the number of their components.

Since any context-free grammar is | EMG, we obtain the next theorem.

Theorem 3.4.10. \EM, -, = CF, fori=0,1,2,3. |

Mode 0

From Theorem 3.4.10, every one-component even matrix grammar generates a
context-free language. From Example 3.4.9, two-component even matrix grammars
are more powerful than one-component ones. Next we prove that additional
components do not increase the power of even matrix grammars.

Theorem 3.4.11. ,EM = = ,EM -, forn > 2.

Proof. Construction. Let G = (N,N,,...,N,,T,P,S) be any ,EMG, for some
n > 2. Suppose, the rules in P are in the form

r: (A, Ay, .. Ay) = (Wi, wa, ., W)

where 1 < r < card(P) is the unique numeric label. Set N = Ny UN, U --- U N,,.
Define ,EMG G' = (N, N', T, P', S), where N' = {Q; | 1 <i < card(P),1 <
J < n}. Construct P’ as follows. Initially, set P = @. Perform (1) through (3), given
next:

(1) foreachr: (S) - (w) € P,w € T*,add (S) — (w) to P';
(2) foreachr: (S) — (w) € P, alph(w) — T # 0,

add () - (wQ)), wheret € {1,2,...,card(P)}, to P';
(3) foreachr: (A1,A,,...,A) = (Wi, wa,...,w,) € P, add

(3.2) (A;, Q) —> (Wi, Qp, ). forl <i<n,
(3.b) (A, Q%) — (wy, QY), fort € {1,2,...,card(P)},
B.c) (Ay, 0L) — (wn, &), to P
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Claim 3.4.12. Z(G,o=) = ZL(G.o=).
Proof. We establish the proof by proving the following two claims.
Claim 3.4.13. Z(G,y=) € Z(G,o=).

Proof. To prove the claim, we show that for any sequence of derivation steps of G,
generating the sentential form w, there is the corresponding sequence of derivation
steps of G’ generating the corresponding sentential form or the same terminal string,
if it is successful, by induction on m—the number of the derivation steps of G.

Basis. Let m = 0. The correspondence of the sentential forms of G and G’ is trivial.
Let m = 1. Then, some starting rule from P of the form (S) — (v) is applied.
However, in P, there is the corresponding rule (S) — (v), in the case the derivation
is finished, or (S) — (vQ}), for 1 < r < card(P), otherwise. Without any loss of
generality, suppose r is the label of the next rule applied by G. The basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that there exists k > 1 such that the assumption of
correspondence holds for all sequences of the derivation steps of G of the length m,
where 0 <m < k.

Induction Step. Consider any sequence of moves
S o=kt
Since k + 1 > 1, this sequence can be expressed as
SO:klelulvazuz VAL UR = VIX UL VXU . L . Uy Xyl

where A; € N;, v, u; € (N; U T)* and the last derivation step is performed by some
rule

r:(A1,A;, ... Ay) = (x1,x2,...,x,) €P
Then, there exits a sequence of derivation steps of G’
So="v1A1u10242u5 . . . VyAu, Q)
From the construction of G’, there exist rules

(AL, Q) = (01, 03). (A2, 05) = (52, 03), ..., (An-1, Q) y) = (1. Q).
(Ans Q;) - (xnv Qtl)’ (Ans Q;) - (-xVH 8)

for 1 <t < card(P). Therefore, in G/, there is the sequence of derivation steps

S o= VIA U VAU, ... v,,A,,uan
0= VX UIV2A0U5 . . VAU, O
0= VX UIV2X0U . . . VA, OF
0=""2 VX U VXU < . Vpet X U1 UnA ity O



154 3 Regulated Grammars and Computation

Next, there are two possible situations. First, suppose the derivation of G is not
finished and the rule labeled by some ¢ is applied next. Then,

r !
VIXIUL VXU - . . VpAplty Oy 0= VIXIUTV2X2U - . . UpXplty, O

in G/, generating the sentential form corresponding to the new sentential form of G,
where vixjuvaxaus . . . VXU, Q) = wQ). Second, suppose w € T*. By the last of
the highlighted rules of G’

.
V1X1U1V2X2Uy . . . vnAnunQn 0= V1 X1ULV2X2U7 . . . UpXplly,

where vixiuvaxu; . . . VXu, = w and Claim 3.4.13 holds. O
Claim 3.4.14. Z(G,o=) 2 Z(G',0=).

Proof. To prove the claim, we show that for any sequence of derivation steps of G,
generating the sentential form w, there is the corresponding sequence of derivation
steps of G generating the corresponding sentential form or the same terminal string,
if it is successful, by induction on m—the number of the derivation steps of G'.
First, assume that in G’ the symbols Q; of the second component serve as states of
computation. With the application of the starting rule, some symbol Qf is inserted. It
means, G’ is about to simulate the application of the rule r of G. The only applicable
rule is then the rule rewriting O} to Q5. And it holds equally for any Q7, where
y < n. Therefore, except the starting rules, these rules have always to be applied in
sequence. We use this assumption in the next proof.

Basis. Let m = 0. The sentential forms of G and G’ correspond. Let m = 1. Then,
some starting rule from P’ of the form (S) — (v) or (S) — (vQ}), for some r €
{1,2,...,card(P)} is applied. However, this rule is introduced by the rule (S) — (v)
of P. Therefore, G can make the derivation step corresponding to the one made by
G’ and the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that there exists k > 1 such that the assumption of
correspondence holds for all sequences of the derivation steps of G’ of the length m,
where 0 <m < k.

Induction Step. Recall the previous assumption. Let us consider any sequence of
moves
S 0 :>k+nW

This sequence can be written in the form

So=>* V1A1u1v2A0us . .. vnAnuan
0= VIX1 ULV AU ... UnAnunQE
0= VXU VXU . . . VpAplt, OF
0=""2 VX U VXU « . VXl X
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where A; € N;, v;,u; € (N;UT)* and X = Q’l, for 1 <t < card(P), or X = ¢. There
are n rules from P’ used

(A1, Q) = (x1,03). (A2, Q) =~ (x2,0%). ... . (A, Q)) = (%, X)
These rules are introduced by the rule of G
r:(A,Az, ... A) = (x1,x2,...,%,) €EP
By the induction hypothesis, in the terms of G
S o=" viA U1 v2A2us . .. VAU,
Thus, using the rule r
VIA1U1V2A0Uy . .. VAU, 0= VIX1ULV2X2UD . . . UpXplly = W

IfX = e,w € T* and G’ generates the terminal string, G generates the same terminal

string and Claim 3.4.14 holds. O
We have proved .Z(G,o=) C Z(G,o=) and Z(G,o=) 2 ZL(G, =),

therefore .Z(G, =) = £(G’, 0=) and Claim 3.4.12 holds. O
Since G is any ,EMG, for some n > 2, and G’ is ,EMG, Theorem 3.4.11

holds. |
We have proved

CF = ,EM,-, C ,EM,, = EM,,

however, this classification of even matrix languages is not very precise. Let us recall
(see Theorem 3.3.6 and 3.4.5) that

CFCcMcCS

By the following theorem we prove that even matrix grammars characterize
precisely the family of matrix languages.

Theorem 3.4.15. EM = =M.

Proof. Without any loss of generality, we consider only ,EMGs.

Claim 3.4.16. ;EM,= € M.

Proof. Construction. LetG = (N, N, T, P, S) be any ,EMG. Suppose that the rules
in P are of the form

ri(A1,Az) — (wi,wy)



156 3 Regulated Grammars and Computation

where 1 < r < card(P) is a unique numerical label. Define matrix grammar H =
(G',M), where G' = (N\UN, U{S}UT,T, P, S). Construct P’ and M as follows.
Initially, set P = M = @. Perform (1) and (2), given next:

(1) foreachr: (S) — (w) € P, (2) foreachr: (A1,A;) — (wi,wp) € P,
(l.a) addr:S —>wto P, (2.a) addry : A; — wy and
(1.b) add r to M; (2.b) add 1> : Ay — wy to P,

(2.c) add rir, to M.

Claim 3.4.17. Z(G.o=) = L(H).

Proof. Basic Idea. Every ,EMG first applies some starting rule. Next, in every
derivation step simultaneously in each component there is a nonterminal rewritten
to some string. This process can be simulated by matrix grammar as follows. For
every starting rule of G, there is the same applicable rule of H. They both generate
the equal terminal strings or a sentential forms wyw,, where alph(w;) N N, = @
and alph(w;) N N; = @. Then, for every rule (A;,A2) — (x1,x2) in G, there are
two rules Ay — x; and A, — x; in H, which must be applied consecutively.
Since Ny N N, = @, every sentential form remains of the form w;w,, where
alph(w;) N N, = @ and alph(w,) N Ny = @. Thus, H simulates both separated
components of G. A detailed version of the proof is left to the reader.

Since for any ,EMG we can construct a matrix grammar generating the same
language, Claim 3.4.16 holds. O

Claim 3.4.18. ;EM,= D> M.
Proof. Construction. Let H = (G,M), where G = (V,T,P,S),V—T =N,S €N,

be any matrix grammar. Without any loss of generality, suppose every m € M has
its unique label. Define ,EMG G' = (N,N', T, P',S’), where S’ ¢ N,

N ={Q/|r:pip2...pr e M,i € {1,2,...,k}, k> 1}

Construct P’ as follows. Initially set P’ = @. Perform (1) given next:
(1) foreachr:pipy...pr € M, k> 1, wherep; : A; > w;, i € {1,2,...,k},
(L.a) add (§") — (SQ)),
(1.b) (Ai, Q) = (Wi, Q). fori <k,
(1.c) (Ak, Q7)) = (Wi, Q). for some ¢ : v € M, and
(1.d) (Ax, Q}) — (Wi, e)to P
Claim 3.4.19. L(G, =) = L(H).
Proof. We establish Claim 3.4.19 by proving the following two claims.

Claim 3.4.20. Z(G'.o=) 2 ZL(H).
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Proof. We prove the claim by the induction on the number of derivation steps m.

Basis. Let m = 0. By the application of the rule (S) — (SQ}), G’ generates the
sentential form corresponding to the starting symbol of H. Without any loss of
generality, suppose r is the label of the next matrix applied by H. The basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that there exists kK > 0 such that Claim 3.4.20 holds
for all sequences of the derivation steps of the length m, where 0 < m < k.

Induction Step. Consider any sequence of moves
S =k
where w' € (NUT)*. Since k + 1 > 1,
S=Fw=w
for some w € (N U T)*. Then, the last derivation step is performed by some matrix

ripip2...pn

where n > 1. By the induction hypothesis
S o= SQ; =" WQ;

in G/, for some s € M. By the construction of G, there exists the sequence of rules
corresponding to the matrix r

(A1, Q1) = W1, 03). (A2, @) = (W2, 03) ... (An. Q) — (W, X)

where X = Q', where r € M is the next matrix applied by H, if alph(w’) NN # @,
or X = ¢ otherwise. By the application of this sequence of rules

wQi o= WX
which completes the proof. O
Claim 3.4.21. Z(G,o=) € .Z(H).

Proof. We prove the claim by the induction on the number of derivation steps m.

Basis. Let m = 1. Then, G’ applied some starting rule (S") — (SQ). The resulting
sentential form corresponds to the starting sentential form of H. The basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that there exists kK > 1 such that Claim 3.4.21 holds
for all sequences of the derivation steps of the length m, where 1 <m < k.

Induction Step. Notice that the rules of G’, except the starting ones, form sequences
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(A1, Q) = W1, Q)). (A2, Q) = (W2, 03) ... (An. Q) = (Wn. X)

where X = Q, ¢, for some € M. These sequences must be always fully applied.
Therefore, consider any sequence of moves

S 0= S 0:>k+l w

where w' € (N U T)* and [ > 1 is the length of any such sequence of the rules,
which is applied last. Then,

Y =S 0:>k w 0:>l w

The used sequence of the rules is introduced by some matrix r : v € M. By the
induction hypothesis

S=%w
in H. However, by the matrix r
w = wr]
which completes the proof. O
Since Z(G',0=) 2 Z(H) and Z(G',o=) € L (H), L(G,v=)=ZL(H). O

Since for any matrix grammar we can construct an ,EMG generating the same

language, Claim 3.4.18 holds. O
On the basis of Claims 3.4.16 and 3.4.18 Theorem 3.4.15 holds. ]
Mode 1

The following theorem can be proved by analogy with the proof of Theorem 3.4.11.
Theorem 3.4.22. ,EM, o = ,EM, 5, forn > 2.

Proof. Left to the reader. O
Open Problem 3.4.23. Does ,EM - = ;EM, = hold?

However, it is still an open problem whether mode 1 leftmost derivations increase
the generative power of SMGs.

Mode 2

As we prove next, leftmost derivations of mode 2 significantly increase the
generative power of even matrix grammars.

Theorem 3.4.24. ;EM, -, = RE.
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By the Turing-Church thesis, ;EM,— < RE. Thus, we only have to prove the
opposite inclusion.

Proof. Construction. Recall Theorem 2.3.18. There exist context-free grammars
G, = (N;, T, P;, S;), where Z(G;) = L;, for i = 1,2. Without any loss of
generality, assume that Ny N N, = @ and G;,G, are in Greibach normal form
(see Definition 3.1.21). Let T = {ay,...,a,}. Introduce four new symbols—
0,1,0,1 ¢ (N; UN, U T). Define the following homomorphisms

() ciars 105¢: a0 10 (3)o:ar>aac{0,1};

(2 m :NUT — N, UTU{0,1}, 4) m:N,UT = N, U {0, 1},
A A, A €N, A=A, AeN,,
a+> h(a)c(a), a €T, ar>cla), aeT.

Then, let G = (N{, N}, T, P, S) be ,EMG, where S ¢ N U N},
N| =N, U{0, 1}, N} =N, U{0,1}

Construct P as follows. Initially, set P = @. Perform (1) through (3), given next:

(1) add (S) — (815,) to P;

(2) foreach (A;) — (w;) € P; and for each (4;) — (w;) € P, add
(A1,A2) — (1 (w1), m2(w2)) to P;

(3) add

a. (0,0) — (g, 9),
b. (1,1) = (g, ¢),
c. (0,1) — (0,1),
d. (1,0) — (1,0) to P.

Claim 3.4.25. Z(G,,=) = L.

Proof. Every derivation of G starts with the application of the rule (1). Next, G
simulates the leftmost derivations of G| and G, respectively, with the rules (2).
Without any loss of generality, suppose every A € N; U N,

A= w,weT*

Since G and G, are in Greibach normal form, after every application of the rule (2),
the leftmost nonterminal symbol in both components of G is the beginning of binary
coding of some terminal symbol. Then,

S 2=8515, r=>eawaw’

where ¢ € T, a,0(a) € {0,1}*, w € Nf, w € Nj.If and only if a = o(a), by the
rules (3)a and (3)b

eawaw’ ,="ewn’
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and the derivation may possibly continue with an application of another rule (2).
Suppose, a # o(a). Then, |a| # |a| and a or o(a) contains more Os, which remain
in the sentential form even after erasing the shorter coding. Next, two cases are
possible. If the derivation already finished, the remaining Os or Os are permanent
and the derivation is not terminating. Otherwise, another rule (2) is applied and
another codings are inserted. However, then the leftmost nonterminal symbol in
one component is 0 or 1 and in the second one is 1 or 0, respectively. The rule (3)c
or (3)d must be applied and again infinitely many times, which blocks the derivation.
Then, every application of the rule (2) generates the binary codings a, a, where
a = o(a), a € {0,1}*, a € {0,1}*, if and only if the derivation is terminating.
Thus, if both components of G generate the corresponding encoded symbols in every
derivation step of simulated G| and G,, they generate the corresponding encoded
strings. Therefore, obviously

S,=*x,xeT*

where x € h(L; N Ly). Accordingly, x € L, so Z(G,,=) = L. O
Since L is an arbitrary recursively enumerable language, the proof of Theo-
rem 3.4.24 is completed. O
Mode 3

By the following theorem we establish the generative power of even matrix
grammars working under the leftmost mode 3 derivations.

Theorem 3.4.26. ;EM,—, = RE.

We omit the proof, since the proof of Theorem 3.4.24 is fully applicable to prove
Theorem 3.4.26. Only notice that the rules (3)c and (3)d are not necessary, the more
strict leftmost derivations would block the derivation anyway.

Summary
Let us state all the achieved results.
CF = EM_. C.EM - =EM - =M C CS,ie€{0,1,2,3}
CF C cEM o =EM, 5 C CS
2EM2:> = EM2:> = 2EM3:> = EM3:> = RE

We prove that even matrix grammars with two components are exactly as strong
as matrix grammars. Additionally, we prove that the presence of more than two
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components has no influence on their generative power. Three leftmost modes of
derivations are introduced and studied. The previous conclusion on the number of
components still hold for leftmost derivations. The more strict leftmost derivations
increase the generative power significantly—even matrix grammars become Turing
complete. However, we are still not sure about the most liberal leftmost derivations,
thus we provide Open Problem 3.4.23, which we suggest for the future research.

Of course, even matrix grammars represent variants of ordinary matrix gram-
mars, and as such, from a general viewpoint, they generate their languages in
a regulated way. At the same time, however, they can be viewed as language
generators working in parallel, which represents the central topic of the next
chapter. Before opening this topic, however, we briefly cover one more grammatical
regulation—programmed grammars.

3.5 Programmed Grammars

The regulation of a programmed grammar is based upon two binary relations,
represented by two sets attached to the grammatical rules. More precisely, a
programmed grammar G is a context-free grammar, in which two sets, o, and ¢,,
are attached to each rule r, where o, and ¢, are subsets of the entire set of rules in G.
G can apply r in the following two ways.

(1) If the left-hand side of r occurs in the sentential form under scan, G rewrites the
left-hand side of r to its right-hand side, and during the next derivation step, it
has to apply a rule from o,.

(2) If the left-hand side of r is absent in the sentential form under scan, then G skips
the application of r, and during the next derivation step, it has to apply a rule
from g,.

This brief section consists of two subsections. Section 3.5.1 defines and illus-
trates programmed grammars while Sect. 3.5.2 gives their generative power.

3.5.1 Definitions and Examples

In this section, we define programmed grammars and illustrate them by an example.

Definition 3.5.1. A programmed grammar with appearance checking (see [DP89])
is a quintuple

G=(V.T,w.P,S)

where

e V,T, ¥, and S are defined as in a context-free grammar, V — T = N;
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e PC W xXNxV*x2¥x2Yis a finite relation, called the set of rules, such that
card(¥) = card(P) and if (7, A, x, 0+, @), (5, A, X, 05, ¢5) € P, then (r, A, x, 0,
Qor) = (S, A5 -x9 aY’ (pS‘)

Instead of (r, A, x, 0,, ¢,) € P, we write (A — x,0,,¢,) € P.For (rA —
X, 0., ¢r) € P, A is referred to as the left-hand side of r, and x is referred to as the
right-hand side of r.

The direct derivation relation, symbolically denoted by =, is defined over V* x
¥ as follows: for (x1,7), (x2,5) € V¥ x U,

(x1.1) =¢ (x2.9)
if and only if either
x| = yAz,xp = ywz, (r:A — w,0,,¢,) € P, and s € ¢,
or
X1 = x2, (A — w,0,,¢,) € P,A ¢ alph(x;), and s € ¢,

Let (r:A — w, 0., ¢,) € P. Then, o, and ¢, are called the success field of r and the
failure field of r, respectively. Observe that due to our definition of the relation of a
direct derivation, if 0, U ¢, = @, then r is never applicable. Therefore, we assume
that o, U ¢, # @, for all (A — w,0,,¢,) € P. Define :>’é for k > 0, =¢, and
:%' in the standard way. Let (S,r) =7 (w,s), where r,s € ¥ and w € V*. Then,
(w, s) is called a configuration. The language of G is denoted by L(G) and defined
as

L(G) ={weT*|(S,r) = (ws), forsomer,s e ¥} O

Definition 3.5.2. Let G = (V, T, ¥, P, S) be a programmed grammar with
appearance checking. G is propagating if every (r:A — x,0,,¢,) € P satisfies
that |x| > 1. Rules of the form (r:A — ¢, 0,, ¢,) are called erasing rules. If every
(rrA — x,0,,¢,) € P satisfies that ¢, = @, then G is a programmed grammar
without appearance checking or, simply, a programmed grammar. Then, for the
brevity, instead of (r:A — x, 0, 0), we write (r:A — x, 0,).

If G is of index k (see Definition 2.3.13), for some k > 1, it is programmed
grammar of index k (with appearance checking). O

Example 3.5.3 (From [DP89]). Consider the programmed grammar with appear-
ance checking

G= ({S,A,a},{a},{rl,rz,r3},P, S)
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where P consists of the three rules

(r1:8 — AA {1}, {rn.r3})
(r:A — S, {n}, {r})
(r3:A — a,{r3},9)

Since the success field of r; is {r;}, for each i € {1,2, 3}, the rules r|, r,, and
r3 have to be used as many times as possible. Therefore, starting from S”, for some
n > 1, the successful derivation has to pass to A?" and then, by using r;, to S
or, by using r3, to a*'. A cycle like this, consisting of the repeated use of r; and
17, doubles the number of symbols. In conclusion, we obtain the non-context-free
language

L(G) = {a2” In> 1}
For example, the sentence aaaa is obtained by the following derivation

(S,r1) =¢ (AA, rp)
=¢ (AS, )
=¢ (8S,r1)
=¢ (AAS, )
=G (AAAA, )
=G (AASA, r2)
=G (AASS, r2)
= (SASS, ry)
= (5SSS, r3)
=¢ (5S8Sa, r3)
=¢ (aSSa, r3)
=¢ (aaSa, r3)
=¢ (aaaa, r3)

Notice the similarity between G from this example and H from Example 3.3.4. O

By P., P,°, P, and P, we denote the families of languages generated
by programmed grammars with appearance checking, propagating programmed
grammars with appearance checking, programmed grammars, and propagating
programmed grammars, respectively.

For a positive integer k, By (P, «P.S, P, and (P~°, we denote the families
of languages generated by programmed grammars of index k with appearance
checking, propagating programmed grammars of index k with appearance checking,
programmed grammars of index k, and propagating programmed grammars of index

k, respectively.
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3.5.2 Generative Power

The next theorem states the power of programmed grammars.

Theorem 3.5.4 (See Theorem 5.3.4 in [MZ14]).

(l) P, =M,
(i) Pt =M,f
(i) P =M
(iv) P~ = M

Observe that programmed grammars, matrix grammars, and regular-controlled
grammars are equally powerful (see Theorems 3.4.5 and 3.5.4).

Theorem 3.5.5 (See Theorems 3.1.2i and 3.1.7 in [DP89]).
WP C 1P

foranyk > 1.

Programmed grammars of finite index establish an infinite hierarchy of language
families.



Chapter 4
Parallel Grammars and Computation

Originally, computer programs were always executed strictly sequentially. Indeed,
to perform a computational task, an algorithm was written and implemented
as an instruction sequence executed on a central processing unit on a single
computer. Only one instruction was executed at a time, so after this instruction was
completed, the next instruction was executed until all the sequence of instructions
was performed in this one-by-one way. In the mid-1980s or so, however, computer
programmers introduced the first pioneer programs that performed several parts
of a single computational task simultaneously. At that time, parallel computation
emerged in computer science.

In general, parallel computation can be thus viewed as a modern type of
computation in which many computational processes are carried out simultaneously.
From a hardware standpoint, parallel computation is often executed on various
computers, such as a single computer with multiple processors or several networked
computers with specialized hardware, and it may simultaneously process quite
diverse data. It can be performed at various levels, ranging from bit-level through
instruction-level up to task-level parallelism. Over the past few years, parallel
computing has become the dominant paradigm in computer architecture, mainly in
the form of multi-core processors. From a software standpoint, parallel computation
is conceptually accomplished by breaking a single computational task into many
independent subtasks so that each subtask can be simultaneously executed with the
others. All the independent subtasks are processed independently and their results
are combined together upon completion.

Making use of mutually cooperating multiprocessor computers, most modern
information technologies work in parallel. It thus comes as no surprise that the
investigation of parallel computation fulfill a central role within computer science as
a whole. In order to build up a systematized body of knowledge about computation
in parallel, we need its proper formalization in the first place. The present chapter
describes several types of parallel grammars, which can act as a grammatical
formalization like this very well.
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To give an insight into parallel grammars, recall that up until now, in all grammars
under consideration, a single rule was applied during every derivation step. To obtain
parallel grammars, this one-rule application is generalized to the application of
several rules during a single step. Parallel grammars represent the subject of this
chapter. First, it studies partially parallel generation of languages (see Sect. 4.1),
after which it investigates the totally parallel generation of languages (see Sect. 4.2).

4.1 Partially Parallel Grammars

Partially parallel language generation is represented by the notion of a scattered con-
text grammar, which is based on finite sequences of context-free rules. According to
these sequences, the grammar simultaneously rewrites several nonterminals during
a single derivation step while keeping the rest of the rewritten string unchanged.

4.1.1 Definitions and Examples

In this section, we define scattered context grammars and illustrate them by
examples.

Definition 4.1.1. A scattered context grammar (an SCG for short) is a quadruple
G=(V.T,P,S); N=V-T

where

e Vs atotal alphabet;
e T C V an alphabet of terminals;

o0
e PC |J N™x (V*)"is a finite set of rules of the form
m=1

(A1, A, .. A) = (XX, .0 )

where A; € N,and x; € V*,for1 <i <n, for somen > 1;
* S € V —Tis the start symbol,
* N is an alphabet of nonterminals.

If

U=uA...uAplty+1
V= UX]...UXpUp+1
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andp = (Ay,...,A,) = (x1,...,x,) € P, whereu; € V*, foralli,1 <i<n+1,
then G makes a derivation step from u to v according to p, symbolically written as

u=sv[p]

or, simply, u = ; v. Set

th(p) =A... A,
rhs(p) = x1...x,

and

len(p) =n

If len(p) > 2, p is said to be a context-sensitive rule while for len(p) = 1, p is said
to be context-free. Define :>](‘; , = ,and :>g in the standard way. The language
of G is denoted by L(G) and defined as

L(G) ={weT" | S=¢w)

A language L is a scattered context language if there exists a scattered context
grammar G such that L = L(G). O

Definition 4.1.2. A propagating scattered context grammar is a scattered context
grammar

G=(V.T.P.S)
in which every (Ay,...,A,) — (x1,...,x,) € P satisfies |x;] > 1, for all i,
1 < i < n. A propagating scattered context language is a language generated by a
propagating scattered context grammar. O

Example 4.1.3. Consider the non-context-free language L = {a"b"c" | n > 1}. This
language can be generated by the scattered context grammar

G= ({S,A,a,b,c},{a,b,c},P, S)
where

P = {(S) — (aAbAcA),
(A,A,A) = (aA,bA, cA),
(A A, A) > (s.8.8)}
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For example, the sentence aabbcc is generated by G as follows:
S = aAbAcA = ; aaAbbAccA = ; aabbcc

Notice, however, that L can be also generated by the propagating scattered context
grammar

G = ({S,A,a,b,c},{a,b,c},P/, S)
where

P ={(S) — (AAA),
(A,A,A) — (aA,bA, cA),
(A,A,A) — (a,b, c)} O

For brevity, we often label rules of scattered context grammars with labels (just
like we do in other grammars), as illustrated in the next example.

Example 4.1.4. Consider the non-context-free language
L= {(ab")m|m2nz2}
This language is generated by the propagating scattered context grammar
G = ({5.51.8.B.M,X.Y.Z,a,b},{a.b},P,S)
with P containing the following rules

2 (S) = (MS)

2 (S) = (S152)

2 (81, 82) — (MS1, BS»)
- (S1,5) = (MX, BY)

- (X,B,Y) — (BX,Y,b)
(M, X,Y) — (X,Y,ab)
- (M, X,Y) — (Z,Y, ab)
(Z,B,Y) = (Z,b,Y)
:(Z2,Y) — (a,b)

Nelie EN e Y I SN R S

Clearly, by applying rules 1 through 4, G generates a string from
My X} {BY Y}
In what follows, we demonstrate that the string is of the form M 1xBrly,

where m, n > 2. Rule 1 allows G to add Ms to the beginning of the sentential form,
so m > n holds true. Observe that each of the rules 5 through 8 either shifts the last
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nonterminal Y left or keeps its position unchanged. As a result, always the rightmost
nonterminal preceding Y has to be replaced with Y by rules 5 through 7; otherwise,
the skipped nonterminals cannot be rewritten during the rest of the derivation. For
the same reason, the rightmost nonterminal M preceding X has to be rewritten by
the rule 6. Rules 5 and 6 are applied in a cycle consisting of n — 1 applications of 5
and one application of 6:

Mm—lXBn—l Y :>IC1;—1Mm—an—1XYbn—l [Sn—l]
=; M"2XB"'Yab" [6]

At this point, the substring preceding Y differs from the original string only in
the number of Ms decremented by 1, and the cycle can be repeated again. After
repeating this cycle m — 2 times, we obtain MXB"~'Y(ab")" 2. The derivation is
completed as follows:

MXB"'Y (ab")""* = ¢ ' MB" " XYb" ! (ab™)" 2 [5"']

= ZB"'Y(ab")"! (7]
:>nG—len—ly(abn)m—l [Sn—l]
= G (abn)m [9] O

Example 4.1.5 (See [Mas07b, Mas0O7a]). Consider the non-context-free language
L= {azn | n> O}
This language is generated by the propagating scattered context grammar
G=({S.W.X.Y,Z A, a}.{a},P.S)

with P containing these rules

1:(S) — (a)

2:(S) = (aa)

3:(S) — (WAXY)

4: (W,A,X,Y) — (a, W,X,AAY)
5: (W, X,Y) = (a, W,AXY)
6:(W,X,Y)—> (Z,Z,a)
7:(Z,A,2) — (Z,a,Z)

8:(Z,2) = (a,a)

In what follows, we demonstrate that L(G) = L. Rules 1 and 2 generate a and
aa, respectively. Rule 3 starts off the derivation of longer strings in L. Consider the
following derivation of a'® € L(G)



170 4 Parallel Grammars and Computation

S = WAXY 3]
=,aWXA’Y  [4]
=;a*WAXY  [5]
= ;@ WA?XA?Y [4]
=;a*WAXA'Y [4]
=;a°WXA’Y  [4]
=;a°WA'XY  [5]
=;a°ZA'Za  [6]
=ra%7Za [77]
=sa't [8]

Observe that in any successful derivation, rules 4 and 5 are applied in a cycle,
and after the required number of As is obtained, the derivation is finished by rules 6,
7, and 8. In a greater detail, observe that the rule (W,A,X,Y) — (a, W, X, AAY)
removes one A between W and X, and inserts two As between X and Y. In a
successful derivation, this rule has to rewrite the leftmost nonterminal A. After all As
are removed between W and X, the rule (W,X,Y) — (a, W,AXY) can be used to
bring all As occurring between X and Y back between W and X, and the cycle can
be repeated again. Alternatively, rule 6 can be used, which initializes the final phase
of the derivation in which all As are replaced with as by rules 7 and 8.

By adding one more stage, the above grammar can be extended so that it
generates the language

{azzn | n> O}

The first stage, similar to the above grammar, generates 2" identical symbols that
serve as a counter for the second stage. In the second stage, a string consisting of
identical symbols, which are different from those generated during the first stage, is
doubled 2" times, thus obtaining 2%" identical symbols. This doubling starts from a
string consisting of a single symbol. See [Mas07a] for the details. O

The families of languages generated by scattered context grammars and propa-
gating scattered context grammars are denoted by SC and SC™°, respectively.

4.1.2 Generative Power

This brief section establishes the power of scattered context grammars. In addition,
it points out a crucially important open problem, referred to as the PSC = CS
problem, which asks whether SC™ and CS coincide.
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Theorem 4.1.6 (See [MT10]). CF ¢ SC™* € CS Cc SC = RE. O

Open Problem 4.1.7. Ts the inclusion SC™° C CS, in fact, an identity? O

4.1.3 Normal Forms

This section demonstrates how to transform any propagating scattered context
grammar to an equivalent 2-limited propagating scattered context grammar, which
represent an important normal form of propagating scattered context grammars.
More specifically, in a 2-limited propagating scattered context grammar, each rule
consist of no more than two context-free rules, either of which has on their right-
hand side no more than two symbols.

Definition 4.1.8. A 2-limited propagating scattered context grammar is a propa-
gating scattered context grammar, G = (V, T, P, S), such that

e (Ay,...,Ay) > (wi,...,wy) € Pimplies thatn < 2,and foreveryi, 1 <i <n,
1< |wi| <2,andw; € (V —{$})";
* (A) = (w) € Pimplies thatA = S. O

The proof of the transformation is divided into two lemmas.

Lemma 4.1.9. If L C T* is a language generated by a propagating scattered
context grammar, G = (V, T, P, S), and if c is a symbo_l such that ¢ ¢_T, then there
is a 2-limited propagating scattered context grammar, G, such that L(G) = L{c}.

Proof. Let i be the number of the rules in . Number the rules of P from 1 to n. Let
(Ai1, ..., An;) = (Wi, ..., wjy,) be the ith rule. Let C and S be new symbols,

i<nl i
UWU{Ci) |1 <i<n}

Let G = (V,T U {c}, P’,S) be a propagating scattered context grammar, where P’
is defined as follows:
1. foreach1 <i <n,add
(S) = (S(C.,i)) to P';
2. foreachisuchthatn, = land 1 < k < n, add
(Aih (C, l)) — (Wila (C, k)) to P/;
3. foreachisuchthatn; > 1,1 <j<mn;—1,1 <k <n,add

a. (Ailv (Cv l)) - ((17 l)v C)’

b. ({i.)), Aig+1)) = (Wi, (i,j + 1)), and
C. ((l’ ni)v C) - (Win,-a (C, k)) to P/,

a. for each i such that n; = 1, add
(Ails (Cs l)) - (Wilv C) to Pl,
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b. for each i such that n; > 1, add
((iv ni)s C) - (Winis C) to P/'

Clearly, L(G’) = L{c}. Since for some i and j, w; may satisfy |w;| > 2, G’ may
not be a 2-limited propagating scattered context grammar. However, by making use
of standard techniques, one can obtain a 2-limited propagating scattered context
grammar G from G’ such that L(G) = L(G"). O

Lemma 4.1.10. IfL C T, cis asymbol suchthatc ¢ T, and G = (V, TU{c}, P, S)
is a 2-limited propagating scattered context grammar satisfying L(G) = L{c}, then
there is a 2-limited propagating scattered context grammar G such that L(G) = L.

Proof. Foreacha € T U {S}, let a be a new symbol. Let

Ll = {A1A2A3 | S @z A1A2A3,A,’ € V, foralli = 1,2, 3}
L2 = {A1A2A3A4 | S @2 A1A2A3A4,A,’ € V, foralli = 1, 2, 3, 4}

Let & be the homomorphism from V* to ({a | a € T} U (V — T))* defined as
h(a) = a, foreacha € T, and h(A) = A, foreachA € V—T. Let

Vi=h(V)UTU{S}U {{a.b) | a.b eV}

LetG = (V,T,P,S), where foralla,b € T, Ay, ..., A¢ € V,A € h(V), P is
defined as follows:

1.

a. foreachae TNL,add
(8) = (a) to P,

b. for each A1A,A5 € Ly, add
(8') — (h(A1){A2,A3)) to P';

c. foreach AjA,A3A4 € Ly, add
(8") = (h(A1A2)(A3,Ag)) to P';

a. foreach (A;,A;) — (w1, wp) € P, add
(Al,Az) — (h(wl), ]’l(Wz)) to P';
b. for each (A},Az) — (w1, w;) € P,
i. where |w,| = 1, add
A. (Al, (Az,A3)) d (h(wl), (Wz,A3)), and
B. (A1, (A3,A2)) = (h(w1), (A3, w2)) to P's
ii. where w, = A4A5, add
A. (A1, (A2, A3)) = (h(wy), h(A4){As, A3)), and
B. (A1, (A3,A2)) — (h(w1), h(A3)(A4, As)) to P
c. foreach (A1,A;) — (w,w;) € P,
i. where |wi| = [wy| =1, add
(A, (Al,Az)) — (A, (Wl, Wz)) to P';
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ii. where Wiwy = A3A4A5, add

(A, {A1,A2)) — (A, h(A3)(A4, As)) to P,
iii. where Wiwy = A3A4A5A6, add

(A, {A1,A2)) — (A, h(A3A4)(As, Ag)) to P,

3. foreacha, b € T, add

a. (a,(b,c)) — (a, (b,c)), and
b. (a,{b,c)) — (a,b) to P'.

Note that the construction simply combines the symbol ¢ with the symbol to its left.
The reason for introducing a new symbol a, for each a € T, is to guarantee that
there always exists a nonterminal A whenever a rule from (2.3) is to be applied, and
a nonterminal a that enables (b, ¢) to be converted to b by a rule from (3). Clearly,
L(G’) = L. G’ may not be a 2-limited propagating scattered context grammar since
in (2.3), |h(A3Ay4) (A5,A(,)| = 3. Once again, by standard techniques, we can obtain
a 2-limited propagating scattered context grammar G from G’ such that L(G) =
L(G). O

By Lemmas 4.1.9 and 4.1.10, any propagating scattered context grammar can
be converted to an equivalent 2-limited propagating scattered context grammar as
stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1.11. If G is a propagating scattered context grammar, then there exists
a 2-limited propagating scattered context grammar G such that L(G) = L(G). 0O

4.1.4 Reduction

The present section discusses the reduction of scattered context grammars. Perhaps
most importantly, it studies how to reduce the size of their components, such
as the number of nonterminals or the number of context-sensitive rules, without
any decrease of their generative power. Indeed, any reduction like this is highly
appreciated in both theory and practice because it makes scattered context rewriting
more succinct and economical while preserving its power.

Definition 4.1.12. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a scattered context grammar. Then, its
degree of context sensitivity, symbolically written as dcs(G), is defined as

des(G) = card ({p | p € P.lhs(p) = 2})
The maximum context sensitivity of G, denoted by mcs(G), is defined as

mes(G) = max ({len(p) — 1 | p € P})
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The overall context sensitivity of G, denoted by ocs(G), is defined as
ocs(G) = len(py) +--- + len(p,) — n

where P = {p1,...,pu} O

We present several results that reduce one of these measures while completely
ignoring the other measures. Frequently, however, results of this kind are achieved at
the cost of an enormous increase of the other measures. Therefore, we also undertake
a finer approach to this descriptional complexity by simultaneously reducing several
of these measures while keeping the generative power unchanged.

We start by pointing out a result regarding scattered context grammars with a
single nonterminal.

Theorem 4.1.13 (See Theorem 5 in [Med00c]). One-nonterminal scattered con-
text grammars cannot generate all recursively enumerable languages.

For scattered context grammars containing only one context-sensitive rule (see
Definition 4.1.1), the following theorem holds.

Theorem 4.1.14. There exists a scattered context grammar G such that G defines a
non-context-free language, and

dcs(G) = mes(G) = ocs(G) = 1
Proof. Consider the scattered context grammar
G = ({S.A,C.a,b,c}.{a,b,c},P,S)
where the set of rules P is defined as

P = {(8) = (A0),
(A) — (aAb),
(€) = (c0),
(A.C) — (s.9)}

It is easy to verify that L(G) = {a"b"c" | n > 0} and dcs(G) = mes(G) = ocs(G)
=1. O

Next, we concentrate our attention on reducing the number of nonterminals in
scattered context grammars. We first demonstrate how the number of nonterminals
can be reduced to three.

Theorem 4.1.15. For every recursively enumerable language L, there is a scattered
context grammar G = (V, T, P, S) such that L(G) = L, and

card (V— T) =3
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Proof. Let L be a recursively enumerable language. By Theorem 2.3.43, there exists
a queue grammar Q = (\_/, T, W, F, R, g) such that L = L(Q). Without any loss
of generality, assume that Q satisfies the normal form of Definition 3.1.23. Setn =
card(V U W). Introduce a bijective homomorphism S from VU W to {B}*{A}{B}* N
{A, B)". Without any loss of generality, assume that (VU W) N {A, B, S} = @. Define
the scattered context grammar

G=(TU{A,B,S}.T.P.S)

where P is constructed in the following way

(1) for g = ab, wherea € V—Tandb € W — F, add (S) — (,B(b)SS,B(a)SA) to P;

(2) foreacha € {A,B}, add (S, S,a,S) — (S, ¢,aS,S) to P,

(3) foreach (a,b,x,c) € R,wherea e V—T,x e (V—T)* andb,c € W—F—{1},
extend P by adding

(bla"'abnaSaa17”‘7anasvs)
—>(c1,...,c,,,8,e1,...,en,SS,,B(x)S)

where by ---b, = B(b), a1 ---a, = f(a),c1---cy, = P(c), and e; -+ -, = &;
(4) foreach (a,b,x,c) € R,whereae V—-T,be W—F—{l1},xe (V—-T)% and

(4.1) ¢ = 1, extend P by adding

(bl,...,bn,S,al,...,an,S,S)
—>(cl, .. .,cn,s,el,...,en,SS,,B(x)S)

(4.2) c € F and x = ¢, extend P by adding

(bl,...,bn,S,al,...,an,S,S,A)
9(elﬂ'''5e}’l76‘5e}’l"’l?"'7e2}’l76‘5€76‘)

where by ---b, = B(b),a1---a, = ,1_3(a),c1 -ooc, = B(c),and ey - - ey, = &
(5) foreach (a,1,x,c) € R,whereae V—-T,x €T, and

(5.1) ¢ =1, extend P by adding

by, ..., by, S a1, ...,a,,8,5)
—(C1y... Cny & €1, ...,€,,85,xS)

(5.2) ¢ € F, extend P by adding

(bl,...,bn,S,al,...,an,S,S,A)
9(elﬂ'''5e}’l76‘5e}’l"’l?"'7e2}’l76‘5€7'x)

where by ---b, = (1), a1---a, = f(a),c1---c, = B(c),and ey -~ ez, = &.
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The constructed scattered context grammar G simulates the queue grammar Q
that satisfies the normal form of Definition 3.1.23. The rule from (1), applied only
once, initializes the derivation. One of the rules from (4.2) and (5.2) terminates the
derivation. In a greater detail, a rule from (4.2) is used in the derivation of ¢ € L(Q);
in a derivation of every other string, a rule from (5.2) is used in the last step of the
derivation.

Every sentential form of G can be divided into two parts. The first n nonterminals
encode the state of Q. The second part represents the queue, where the first symbol S
always occurs at the beginning of the queue and the third S always occurs at the end
of the queue, followed by the ultimate nonterminal A.

During any successful derivation of G, a rule introduced in (2) is always
applied after the application of a rule introduced in (1), (3), (4.1), and (5.1).
More precisely, to go on performing the successful derivation, after applying rules
from (1), (3), (4.1), and (5.1), G shifts the second occurrence of S right in the
current sentential form. G makes this shift by using rules introduced in (2) to obtain
a sentential form having precisely n occurrences of d € {A, B} between the first
occurrence of S and the second occurrence of S.

The following claims demonstrate that the rule from (1) can be used only once
during a successful derivation.

Claim 4.1.16. Let S =; x be a derivation during which G uses the rules introduced
in (1) i times, for some i > 1. Then, #5(x) = 1 4+ 2i — 3j, #3(x) = (n — 1)k, and
#4(x) = k+i—j, where k is a non-negative integer and j is the number of applications
of rules introduced in (4.2) and (5.2) such thatj > 1 and 1 4 2i > 3j.

Proof. Notice that the rules introduced in (2), (3), (4.1), and (5.1) preserve the
number of As, Bs, and Ss present in the sentential form. Next, observe that every
application of the rule from (1) adds 2 Ss to the sentential form and every application
of a rule from (4.2) or (5.2) removes 3 Ss from the sentential form. Finally, notice
the last A on the right-hand side of the rule from (1) and on the left-hand sides of
the rules from (4.2) and (5.2). Based on these observations, it is easy to see that
Claim 4.1.16 holds. O

Claim4.1.17. Let S =% x be a derivation during which G applies the rule
introduced in (1) two or more times. Then, x ¢ T*.

Proof. Let S =7, x, where x € T*. Because x € T*, #5(x) = #3(x) = #4(x) =
0. As a result, we get k = 0, and i = j = 1 from the equations introduced in
Claim 4.1.16. Thus, fori > 2, x ¢ T*. O

Next, we demonstrate that rules from (4.2) and (5.2) can only be used during the
last derivation step of a successful derivation.

Claim 4.1.18. G generates every w € L(G) as follows:

S=sulpl =5v=5wlq]



4.1 Partially Parallel Grammars 177

where p is the rule introduced in (1), g is a rule introduced in (4.2) or (5.2), and
during # =7, v, G makes every derivation step by a rule introduced in (2), (3), (4.1),
or (5.1).

Proof. Letw € L(G). By Claim 4.1.17,as w € T*, G uses the rule introduced in (1)
only once. Because S = ¢ w begins from S, we can express § =¢ w as

S=sulpl=5w

where p is the rule introduced in (1), and G never uses this rule during u =7, w.
Observe that every rule r introduced in (2), (3), (4.1), and (5.1) satisfies #5(lhs(r)) =
3 and #s(rhs(r)) = 3. Furthermore, notice that every rule ¢ introduced in (4.2)
and (5.2) satisfies #s(lhs(g)) = 3 and #s(rhs(q)) = 0. These observations imply

S=sulpl =5v=5wlq]

where p is the rule introduced in (1), g is a rule introduced in (4.2) or (5.2),
and during u :>g v, G makes every step by a rule introduced in (2), (3), (4.1),
or (5.1). ]

In what follows, we demonstrate that in order to apply a rule from (3) through (5),
there have to be exactly n nonterminals between the first and the second occurrence
of S. This can be accomplished by one or more applications of a rule from (2).

Claim 4.1.19. If x = y [p] is a derivation step in a successful derivation of G,
where p is a rule from (3) through (5), then x = x;Sx,Sx3SA, where x|, x3, x3 €

(TULA, B #am (1) = k, #a5y(x2) = m,and k = m = n.

Proof. If k < n or m < n, no rule introduced in (3) through (5) can be used.
Therefore, k > nand m > n.

Assume that k > n. The only rules that remove the symbols from {A, B} in
front of the first symbol § are those introduced in (4.2) and (5.2), and these rules
remove precisely n nonterminals preceding the first symbol S. For k > n, k —n
nonterminals remain in the sentential form after the last derivation step so the
derivation is unsuccessful. Therefore, k = n.

Assume that m > n. Then, after the application of a rule introduced in (3)
through (5), m symbols from {A, B} appear in front of the first S. Therefore, the
number of nonterminals appearing in front of the first occurrence of S is greater
than n, which contradicts the argument given in the previous paragraph. As a result,
m=n. |

Based on Claims 4.1.16 through 4.1.19 and the properties of O, we can express
every successful derivation of G as

e either S = ths(p1) [p1] =¢& u [E] =5 v [pad =& w W] =4 2 [psel
forz # ¢;
* or S = ths(py) [p1] =5 u[E] =4 € [Pl
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where pi, paa, Pap, and psp, are rules introduced in (1), (4.1), (4.2), and (5.2),
respectively, = is a sequence of rules from (2) and (3), ¥ is a sequence of rules
from (2) and (5.1), and the derivation satisfies the following properties.

* Every derivation step in rhs(p;) =, u [Z] has one of these forms:

B(b1)Sd\Saldiy|SA = B(b1)Sd\a|d,Sy|SA [p], or
B(b1)SB(a)SB(1)SA = B(c1)SSP(y1x1)SA [p3]

where_a’l, al,y, € {A,B}*, di € {A,B}, (a1,b1,x1,¢c1) € R, by # 1, ¢1 # 1,
y1 € (V —=T)*, and p,, p3 are rules introduced in (2), (3), respectively.
* The derivation step u = ; v [p44] has this form

B(52)SB(az)SP(y2)SA =G B(1)SSB(y2x2)SA [pad]
where (a2, b»,x,1) € R, by # 1, and y, € (V — T)T. Observe that if y,x» = &,

no rule is applicable after this step and the derivation is blocked.
* The derivation step u = ; € [p4p] has this form

B(b3)SB(a3)SB(y3)SA = € [pa)
where (as, b3, e,¢3) € R, b3 # 1, ¢3 € F, and y3 = €. As no rule can be applied
after a rule from (4.2) is used, if y; # ¢, there remain some nonterminals in the

sentential form so the derivation is unsuccessful.
* Every derivation step in v = w [W] has one of these forms

,B(I)SagSaﬁ{d4yQt4SA =g ﬂ(l)Sagaﬁ(d4Sy4t4SA [p2], or
B(1)SP(as)SP(ya)taSA = G B(1)SSP(y4)1ax4SA [psa)

where @}, al, ¥, € {A,B}*, dy € {A,B}, (as, 1,x4,1) € R, y4s € (V—=T)*,

ty € T*, and p,, ps, are rules introduced in (2), (5.1), respectively.
* The derivation step w = ; z [psp] has this form

B(1)SB(as)StsSA = tsxs [psp]

where (as, 1,x5,¢5) € R, ¢c5 € F,and t5 € T*.

Observe that
S = ths(p1) [p1] =5 u[E] =6 v [pad =6 w W] =6 zpss), forz # ¢
if and only if

8§ = aanby = yax2l [(a2, b2, %2, 1)]
:>5 a5t51 :>Q ZCs5 [(615, 1,X5, C5)]
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or
S =4 ths(py) [p1] =¢ u [E] =4 € [pas]
if and only if
g =0 a3y3bs = ¢ [(a3, b3, &, ¢3)]
As aresult, L(Q) = L(G), so the theorem holds. O

Recall that one-nonterminal scattered context grammars are incapable of generat-
ing all recursively enumerable languages (see Theorem 4.1.13). By Theorem 4.1.15,
three-nonterminal scattered context grammars characterize RE. As stated in the
following theorem, the optimal bound for the needed number of nonterminals is,
in fact, two. This very recent result is proved in [CVV10].

Theorem 4.1.20 (See [CVV10]). For every recursively enumerable language L,
there is a scattered context grammar G = (V, T, P, S) such that L(G) = L, and

card (V— T) =2

Up until now, we have reduced only one measure of descriptional complexity
regardless of all the other measures. We next reconsider this topic in a finer way
by simultaneously reducing several measures. It turns out that this simultaneous
reduction results in an increase of all the measures involved. In addition, reducing
the number of nonterminals necessarily leads to an increase of the number of
context-sensitive rules and vice versa.

Theorem 4.1.21. For every recursively enumerable language L, there is a scattered
context grammar G = (V, T, P, S) such that L(G) = L, and

cad(V—-T) =5

des(G) =2
mcs(G) = 3
ocs(G) =6

Proof. (See [Vas05].) Let

G = ({8, A,B.C.D}UT,T,P U{AB — ¢,CD — ¢}.5)
be a phrase-structure grammar in the Geffert normal form, where P’ is a set of
context-free rules, and L(G') = L (see Theorem 3.1.11). Define the homomor-
phism 4 from {A, B, C, D}* to {0, 1}* so that h(A) = h(B) = 00, i(C) = 10,

and h(D) = 01. Define the scattered context grammar

G = ({5.5.0.1,$} UT.,T.P,S)
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with P constructed as follows:

(1) foreach S’ — z8a € P/, where z € {A, C}*, a € T, extend P by adding
() = (h(z)Sa)

(2) add (S) — (S) to P;
(3) foreach S’ — uS'v € P/, where u € {A, C}*, v € {B, D}*, extend P by adding

(S‘) — (h(u)S’h(v))
(4) extend P by adding

4.a) (S) — ($9),

(4.b) (0,$,$,0) > ($,¢,¢,9),
(4.0) (1,$,8,1) > ($,¢,¢,9),
“@.d) ) — (9.

Observe that G’ generates every a; - - - a; € L(G’) in the following way

S/ :>G/ ZakS/ak
4
:G’ Zakzak_ls Ap—10j

4
:G’ Zay " 'ZazS a---dg
4
= Za " ZayZa S Q102 - d
4
:>G/ Zay * * " ZarZay MZS viaiaz - - - dg

= Zak"'Zalul"'MZS/UZ“‘Ulal“‘ak
= Tag ** Zay Uit UQUIVTV - Vg - ot A
= dy---drydiejer---epar---ag

:G’ dy - --drey---epay - ag

:>G’ dmenal s dg
=g @1

where ai, ..., g € T, Zays «vvs Zags ULy «o o5 U] € {A,C}*, Vi, ..., U] € {B,D}*, dl,
...,dy €{A,C},and ey, ..., e, € {B, D}. After erasing S’ from the sentential form,
G’ verifies that the generated strings z,, - - 24, 1; - - - u; and vy - - - v; are identical. If
m # n,or die; ¢ {AB, CD}, for some i > 1, the generated strings do not coincide,
and the derivation is blocked, so a; - - - a; does not belong to the generated language.
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The above derivation can be straightforwardly simulated by G as follows:

S =g h(zq,)Sax
= h(za )M (Zay_; )Sar—1ax

= Mzg) - 1(za,)Sas - ax

=¢ h(Zak) te h(Zaz)ﬁ(Zal)SQIGZ ceed

=6 h(Zak ** Zaxlay )SalaZ_' s dj [Pz]
=6 Mzay 24y 2a) )M (u) Sh(v)araz - - - ax

=6 h(zag -+ 2a))h(ug) - h(“z)gh(vz_) <~h(vpa -+ ax

= Mzay 20 () - - - R(u2) R(ur)Sh(vi)h(v2) - - - h(v))ay - - - ax

=6 Mzg - 2a) Ay - uau))$$h(vivy - v)ay - ax [P4d]
= fr ff18%g182- - gsar - ax

=g fr 28882 gsar - ay

= [r88gsar -+ - ay

:>G $$al s dg
=, $ar-a [P4d]
=5 a1k [P4d]

where fi, ..., fr, €1, ..., & € {0,1}, and p;, pss, and pyy are rules introduced
in (2), (4.a), and (4.d), respectively. In this derivation, the context-free rules of G’
are simulated by the rules introduced in (1) through (3), and the context-sensitive
rules of G’ are simulated by the rules introduced in (4.b) and (4.c). There are the
following differences between the derivations in G’ and G.

* Instead of verifying the identity of z,, ---z4u;---u; and vy ---v;, G verifies
that h(z4, -+ Zq,u; -+ -u1) and h(v; ---v;) coincide. This means that instead of
comparing strings over {A, B, C, D}, G compares the strings f,---f; and g1 - - - g4
over {0, 1}.

The rule introduced in (2) guarantees that no rule from (1) can be used after
its application. Similarly, the rule introduced in (4.a) prevents the rules of (1)
through (3) from being applied.

When applying the rules from (4.b) and (4.c), some symbols f; and g;, where i,
Jj = 1, can be skipped. However, if some Os and 1s that do not directly neighbor
with the $s are rewritten, the form of these rules guarantees that the skipped
nonterminals can never be rewritten later in the derivation, so the derivation is
necessarily unsuccessful in this case.
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¢ The rule from (4.d) can be used anytime the symbol $ appears in the sentential
form. However, when this rule is used and some nonterminals from {0, 1}
occur in the sentential form, these nonterminals can never be removed from
the sentential form, so the derivation is blocked. As a result, the rule from (4.d)
has to be applied at the very end of the derivation.

These observations imply that L = L(G) = L(G’). As obvious, card(V — T) = 5,
des(G) = 2, mes(G) = 3, ocs(G) = 6. Thus, the theorem holds. O

Theorem 4.1.22. For every recursively enumerable language L, there is a scattered
context grammar G = (V, T, P, S) such that L(G) = L, and

cad(V—-T) =8

des(G) = 6
mes(G) = 1
ocs(G) = 6

Proof. We slightly modify the construction given in the proof of Theorem 4.1.21.
Define the scattered context grammar

G = ({5.5.0.1.9..9.80.$1} UT.T. P.5)

and initialize P with the set of all rules introduced in steps (1) through (3) of the
construction given in the proof of Theorem 4.1.21. Then, add the following rules
toP

“)

(4.2) (S) — ($L8r),

(4.b) (0,82) = ($0,8), (S, 0) — (&, %0), (S0, %0) — (S, $r),
(4.0) (1,81) — (8$1.¢), B&, 1) — (&,$1), ($1,$1) — ($1.$r),
(4.d) ($) — (e), and ($g) — (e).

Observe that a single derivation step made by a rule introduced in step (4.b) or (4.c)
of the construction of G is simulated in G by the above rules from (4.b) or (4.c) in
three derivation steps. In a greater detail, a derivation of the form

x0$$0yz = x$$y2 [(0,$,$,0) — ($,¢,5,9)]

is simulated by G as follows:

x0$,.$z0yz =>a x$03£0yz [(0, %) — (S0, €)]
=z %$oSoyz [($r.0) — (&, $0)]
=z x88ryz [($0,$0) = (52, $r)]
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where x, y € {0,1}*, and z € T*. The rest of the proof resembles the proof of
Theorem 4.1.21 and is, therefore, left to the reader. O
Theorem 4.1.23. For every recursively enumerable language L, there is a scattered
context grammar G = (V, T, P, S) such that L(G) = L, and

cad(V—-T) =4

des(G) = 4
mes(G) =5
ocs(G) = 20

Proof. Let
G = ({S.A,B.C.D}UT,T,P U{AB — &,CD — ¢}, )

be a phrase-structure grammar in the Geffert normal form, where P’ is a set of
context-free rules, and L(G’) = L (see Theorem 3.1.11). Define the homomor-
phism 4 from {A, B, C, D}* to {0, 1}* so that h(A) = h(B) = 00, i(C) = 10,
and h(D) = 01. Define the scattered context grammar

G=({5.0.1,$}UT,T.P.S)

with P constructed as follows:

(1) add (S) — (11511) to P;

(2) foreach 8" — z8a € P/, add (S) — (h(z)Slal) to P;
(3) foreach S’ — uS'v € P/, add (S) — (h(u)Sh(v)) to P;
(4) foreach S — uv € P/, add (S) — (h(u)$$h(v)) to P.

(5) add
(5.a) (0,0,%,%,0,0) > ($,¢,¢,5,¢,9),
(5.b) (1,0,%$,%$,0,1) — ($,5,¢,¢,5,9),
(5.0) (1,1,$,$.1,1) - (11$,¢,5,¢,¢,9), and
G.d) (1,1,$.8,1,1) = (e,¢,6,6,8,8) to P.

Every successful derivation starts by an application of the rule introduced in (1),
and this rule is not used during the rest of the derivation. Rules from (2) through (4)
simulate the context-free rules of G’. After the rule from (4) is used, only rules
from (5) are applicable. The rules from (5.a) and (5.b) verify that the strings over
{0, 1}, generated by the rules from (2) through (4), coincide. The rule from (5.c)
removes the 1s between the terminal symbols and, in addition, makes sure that rules
from (2) can never be used in a successful derivation after a rule from (3) is applied.
Finally, the rule from (5.d) completes the derivation.
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The proof of the theorem is based on five claims, established next.

Claim 4.1.24. Every successful derivation in G can be expressed as

S =>5v [E]
=>cW (P4
=y [¥]
=52 [Psdl

where

v e {0, 11¥{s}({o, 13U T)"
w e {0, 1} H{$}SH(f0, 13U T)”
y e (LIS THS T {3 T*{1}T*

z € T*, ps and psy are rules introduced in (4) and (5.d), respectively, and &
and ¥ are sequences of rules introduced in (1) through (3) and (5.a) through (5.c),
respectively.

Proof. As S appears on the left-hand side of every rule introduced in (1) through (4),
all of them are applicable while S occurs in the sentential form. On the other hand,
no rule from (5) can be used at this point. After p4 is used, it replaces S with $$, so
rules from (1) through (4) are not applicable and only rules from (5) can be used.
Therefore, the beginning of the derivation can be expressed as

S = [E]

=W [p4]
Because all rules, except for ps,, contain nonterminals on their right-hand sides, ps4
has to be applied in the last derivation step and no other rule can be applied after its
use. Applications of rules from (2) through (4) may introduce some nonterminals 0

and 1 to the sentential form, so in this case, the rules from (5.a) and (5.b) are applied
to remove them. As a result,

w =75y [¥]
=52 [Psd]

and the sentential forms satisfy the conditions given in the claim. O

Claim4.1.25. Inw :>z;' z from Claim 4.1.24, every sentential form s satisfies

s €40, 1IM{$}T*{$} ({0, 13U T)"

Proof. The form of the rules introduced in (5) implies that whenever a nonterminal
appears between the two occurrences of $, it can never be removed during the rest
of the derivation. Therefore, the claim holds. O



4.1 Partially Parallel Grammars 185

Claim 4.1.26. Inw :2{ z from Claim 4.1.24, every sentential form s satisfies

s € {IH{1}({1}{0} U {0}{0})"{$}T*{$}(f0. L U T)"

Proof. Claim 4.1.25 implies that whenever rules from (5) are used, each of these
rules is applied to the nonterminals from {0, 1} immediately preceding the first
occurrence of $ and immediately following the second occurrence of $; otherwise,
the derivation is unsuccessful. As a result, the only rule that removes the substring
11 preceding the first occurrence of $ is (5.d). However, by Claim 4.1.24, (5.d) is
used during the very last derivation step, so the substring 11 has to appear at the
beginning of the sentential form in order to generate a string over 7. O

Claim 4.1.27. The derivation
S=5v[&]
from Claim 4.1.24 can be expressed, in a greater detail, as
S =;11511 [py]
=&V
where p; is the rule introduced in (1), and this rule is not used during the rest of the

derivation.

Proof. The rule introduced in (1) is the only rule that introduces the substring 11
in front of the first occurrence of $. By Claim 4.1.26, in front of the first $, this
substring appears only at the beginning of every sentential form in w = 2;' Z, SO 1
has to be applied at the beginning of the derivation and cannot be used later in the
derivation. O

Claim 4.1.28. The derivation

w =%y (V]
=2 [psdl

from Claim 4.1.24 can be expressed, in a greater detail, as

w = 5x W]
=y [¥]
=52 [Psal

where

x € {IH{1}({1{0} U {0}{0}) " {$}T*{$}({0. 1} U T)"
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¥ is a sequence of rules introduced in (5.a) and (5.b), and ¥, is a sequence of rules
introduced in (5.c).

Proof. The proof of this claim follows immediately from Claims 4.1.25 and 4.1.26.
|

Claim 4.1.29. The derivation
11811 =5 v
from Claims 4.1.24 and 4.1.27 can be expressed in a greater detail as

11811 =fu [E1]
=cv [22]
where

u € {IH1}({1HO0} U {0}{0}) S({0}{1} U {0}{0})™ ({13 T{1}) " {1}{1}

and &, &, are sequences of rules introduced in (2), (3), respectively.

Proof. By Claim 4.1.27, every derivation starts by an application of the rule
from (1). Therefore, u ends with 11. Next, notice that the two nonterminals 1
surrounding a, where a € T, introduced by every application of a rule from (2)
can only be removed by the rule from (5.c). Indeed, by Claim 4.1.25, any other rule
leaves a nonterminal between the two symbols $, so the derivation is unsuccessful.
By Claim 4.1.28, rules from (5.a) and (5.b) cannot be applied after the rule from (5.c)
is used. As a result, the generation of the strings over {0, 1} by rules from (2) and (3)
has to correspond to their removal by (5.a), (5.b), and (5.c). This implies that rules
from (2) have to be applied before rules from (3). O

Based upon Claims 4.1.24 through 4.1.29, we see that every successful derivation
is of this form

S = 11811 [pi]

=Gl [&1]
=5 (2]
=cW [P4]

=Gx [¥1]
=Gy (V]
=52 [Psdl

As the rest of this proof can be made by analogy with the proof of Theorem 4.1.21,
we leave it to the reader. O
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4.1.5 Economical Transformations

The generation of languages is frequently performed in a specifically required way
and based upon a prescribed set of grammatical components, such as a certain
collection of nonterminals or rules. On the other hand, if these requirements are met,
the generation can be based upon grammars of various types. For this purpose, we
often make use of transformations that convert grammars of some type to equivalent
grammars of another type so the transformed grammars strongly resemble the
original grammars regarding the way they work as well as the components they
consist of. In other words, we want the output grammars resulting from these
transformations to work similarly to the way the given original grammars work and,
perhaps even more importantly, to contain the same set of grammatical components
possibly extended by very few additional components. Transformations that produce
scattered context grammars in this economical way are discussed throughout the rest
of this section. Because phrase-structure grammars represent one of the very basic
grammatical models in formal language theory (see Sect. 2.3.1), this section pays a
special attention to the economical transformations that convert these fundamental
grammars to equivalent scattered context grammars.

To compare the measures of scattered context and phrase-structure grammars,
we first define the degree of context-sensitivity of phrase-structure grammars
analogously to the degree of context sensitivity of scattered context grammars (see
Definition 4.1.12).

Definition 4.1.30. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a phrase-structure grammar. Its degree
of context sensitivity, symbolically written as dcs(G), is defined as

dcs(G) = card ({x —>y|lx—>yeP x> 2}) O

Theorem 4.1.31. For every phrase-structure grammar G = (V, T, P, S) in the
Kuroda normal form, there is a scattered context grammar G = (V, T, P, S) such

that L(G) = L(G), and

card(V) = card(V) + 5

card(P) = card(P) + 4

des(G) = des(G) +2
Proof. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a phrase-structure grammar in the Kuroda normal
form. Without any loss of generality, assume that V N {S, F,0,1,$} = @. Set V =
VU {S,F,0,1,$}. Define the scattered context grammar

G=(V,T,P,YS)
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where P is constructed as follows:

(1) add (S) — (FFFS) to P;

(2) foreach AB — CD € P, add (A, B) — (CO, 1D) to P;

(3) foreach A — BC € P, add (A) — (BC) to P;

(4) foreachA — a € P, where a € T U {¢}, add (A) — ($a) to P;
(5) add

(5.a) (F,0,1,F,F) — (¢, F,F,¢,F),
(5.b) (F,F,F,$) — (¢,¢,F,FF),
(5.c) (F) — (¢)to P.

The rule from (1) starts a derivation and introduces three occurrences of the
nonterminal F, which are present in every sentential form until three applications
of the rule from (5.c) complete the derivation. Rules from (2), (3), and (4) simulate
the corresponding rules of the Kuroda normal form behind the last occurrence of F.
The rules from (5.a) and (5.b) guarantee that before (5.c) is applied for the first time,
every sentential form in a successful derivation belongs to

T*{F}(T U {e}){0'1" | i > OH{F}HF}(VU{0,1,8})"

and, thereby, the simulation of every derivation of G is performed properly. Notice
that there are only terminals in front of the first nonterminal F. Moreover, the only
nonterminals appearing between the first occurrence and the second occurrence of F
are from {0, 1}, and there is no symbol between the second and the third occurrence
of F in a successful derivation.

Next, we establish several claims to demonstrate that L(G) = L(G) in a rigorous
way.

Claim 4.1.32. Every successful derivation of G can be expressed as

§ =, FFFS  [pi]
=% uFvFxFy [¥]
=Iw
:% z [P5cP5cPse]

where u, z € T*, v, x,y € (V —{S, F})*, we (V- {S‘})*, p1 and ps. are rules
introduced in (1) and (5.3), respectively, and ¥ is a sequence of rules introduced
in (2) through (5.2).

Proof. The only rule with S on its left-hand side is the rule introduced in (1), and
because no rule contains S on its right-hand side, this rule is not used during the rest
of the derivation process. As a result,

§ = FFFS [p)]
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Observe that no rule from (2) through (4) contains the nonterminal F' and rules
from (5.a) and (5.b) contain three nonterminals F on their left-hand sides as well as
their right-hand sides. The rule from (5.c), which is the only rule with its right-hand
side over T, removes F from the sentential form, so no rule from (5.a) and (5.b)
can be used once it is applied. Notice that rules from (4) simulate A — a, where
A € V—T,a € TU {¢}, and these rules introduce $ to the sentential form. In
addition, observe that only the rule from (5.b) rewrites $. Consequently, to generate
a string over T, rules from (2) through (4) cannot be used after the rule from (5.c) is
applied. Therefore,

w :>?é < [p5cp5cp5c']

Notice that rules from (5.2) and (5.b) cannot rewrite any symbol in «. If alph(x) N
(V—T) # @, then a nonterminal from {0, 1, $} remains in front of the first F because
rules from (2) through (4) cannot rewrite u to a string over 7T, so the derivation would
be unsuccessful in this case. Therefore, u € T*, and the claim holds. O

Claim 4.1.33. Let
< + * 3
S = uFvFxFy =z w =2z

where u,z € T*, v, x,y € (\7 —{S, F})*, andw € (\7 — {3’})*. Then, x € T*.

Proof. First, notice that if (V — T) N alph(x) # @, x cannot be rewritten to a string
over T by using only rules from (2) through (4). Next, examine the rules from (5.a)
and (5.b) to see that these rules cannot rewrite any symbol from x, and the rule
from (5.b) moves x in front of the first occurrence of F. However, by Claim 4.1.32,
no nonterminal can appear in front of the first F. As a result, (V —T) Nalph(x) = @,
sox € T*. O

Claim 4.1.34. Let
IR + * 3
S =; uFvFxFy =z w =2z

where u,z € T*, v, x,y € (\7 - {S‘F})*, andw € (\7 - {S‘})>k Then, v = v'v”,
where v' € ({0} UT)",v” € ({1} UT)", and #,(v') = #(v").

Proof. First, notice that if (V — T) N alph(v) # @, v cannot be rewritten to a string
over T by using only rules from (2) through (4). Next, examine the rules from (5.a)
and (5.b).

First, observe that the rule from (5.b) can only be applied if v € T*. Indeed, (5.b)
moves v in front of the first F, and if (V — T) N alph(v) # @, then Claim 4.1.32
implies that the derivation is unsuccessful. Therefore, (V — T) N alph(v) = @ before
the rule from (5.b) is applied. Second, observe that because the rule from (5.a)
rewrites only nonterminals over {0, 1} in v, ((V -T)U {$}) N alph(v) = @. Finally,
observe that the rule from (5.a) has to be applied so that the first O following the
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first F and the first 1 preceding the second F is rewritten by (5.a). If this property
is not satisfied, the form of (5.a) implies that O appears in front of the first F
or 1 appears in between the second F and the third F. However, by Claims 4.1.32
and 4.1.33, this results into an unsuccessful derivation.

Based on these observations, we see that in order to generate z € T*, v has to
satisfy v = v'v”, where v/ € ({0}UT)",v" € ({1}UT)", and #,(v') = #;(v"). O

Claim 4.1.35. Let

S :%' uFvFxFy =% w :>3G z
where u,z € T*, v, x,y € (\7 —{S, F})*, andw € (\7 — {S‘})* Then,
ye (TU{e})({0'1']i > 0}K)"

with K = (V= T) U{$}(T U {e}), v € (T U{e}){0'l' | i > 0}, and x = &.

Proof. First, consider the rule introduced in (5.b). This rule rewrites $ to FF in its
last component. Because the nonterminal $ is introduced by rules from (4), $ may
be followed by a € T. Therefore, after (5.b) is applied, the last nonterminal F may
be followed by a. As a result, the prefix of y is always over T U {¢}.

Second, notice that when the rule (5.b) is used, the first nonterminal $ following
the third nonterminal F has to be rewritten. In addition, the substring appearing
between these symbols has to be in {01’ | i > 0}. The form of the rule introduced
in (5.b) implies that after its application, this substring is moved in between the
first occurrence of F and the second occurrence of F, so the conditions given by
Claim 4.1.34 are satisfied. Therefore,

ve (TU{e}){0'l'|i>0}

and because no terminal appears in the suffix of v, the proof of Claim 4.1.34 implies
that x = ¢. By induction, prove that

ye (TU{e})({0'1']i > 0}K)"

The induction part is left to the reader. O

_ Next, we define the homomorphism « from V* to V* as a(A) = ¢, forall A €
V —V,and ¢(A) = A, for all A € V, and use this homomorphism in the following
claims.

Claim 4.1.36. Let§ =7 w =% z, wherem > 1,z € T*,and w € V*. Then, S =7
a(w).

Proof. This claim is established by induction on m > 1.

Basis. Letm = 1. Then, S =z FFFS.Because «(FFFS) = S, S :% S, so the basis
holds.
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Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that the claim holds for every m < j, for somej > 1.

Induction Step. Let S :‘grl w :E z, where 7 € T* and w € V*. Based on

Claims 4.1.32 and 4.1.35, express this derivation as

S :>]G uFvFxFy
=z wp]
=%z

where u € T*, x = &,
ye (TU{e})({0'1']i > 0}K)"
with K = (V —T) U {$}(T U {¢}), and
v e (TU{e}){0'1 |i> 0}

By the induction hypothesis, S ={ a(uFvFxFy). Next, this proof considers all
possible forms of p.

e Assume that p = (A,B) — (C0,1D) € P, where A,B,C,D € V —T.
Claim 4.1.35 and its proof imply y = y'Ay”By"”, where y" € {0‘1' | i > 0},
and

w = uFvFxFy C0y"1Dy"
As (A, B) — (€0, 1D) € P, AB — CD € P holds true. Because a(y”) = ¢,
a(uFvFxFy' Ay"By") = 5 a(uFvFxFy C0y"1Dy")
Therefore, S =7, a(w). .
e Assume that p = (A) — (BC) € P, where A, B, C € V — T. Claim 4.1.35
implies that y = y’Ay”, and
w = uFvFxFy BCy’
As (A) — (BC) € P, A — BC € P holds true. Notice that
a(uFvFxFy' Ay") =, a(uFvFxFy' BCy")
Therefore, S =7, a(w). )

e Assume that p = (A) — ($a) € P, where A € V—Tanda € T U {¢}.

Claim 4.1.35 implies that y = y’Ay”, and

w = uFvFxFy'$ay’



192 4 Parallel Grammars and Computation

As (A) — ($a) € P, A — a € P holds true. Notice that
a(uFvFxFy' Ay") = ; a(uFvFxFy $ay”)

Therefore, S =7, a(w).
* Assume that p is a rule from (5). Notice that these rules rewrite only nontermi-
nals over {0, 1, F, $}. Therefore, at(w) = a(uFvFxFy),so S = a(w).

Based on the arguments above, S :>ja uFvFxFy = . w [p], for any p € P, implies
that S =7 a(w). Thus, the claim holds. O

Claim 4.1.37. L(G) € L(G)

Proof. By Claim 4.1.36, if S :>g zwithz € T*, then § :’("; z. Therefore, the claim
holds. ]

Claim 4.1.38. LetS =% w =% z, wherem > 0, w € V*, and z € T*. Then, § =7
uFvFxFy, where u € T*,

ye (TU{e})({0'l |i>0}K)"
with K = (V= T) U{$}(T U {¢}),

v e (TU{e}){0'l'|i=0}

and x = ¢, so that w = a(uFvFxFYy).

Proof. This claim is established by induction on m > 0.

Basis. Let m = 0. Then, S :>OG S =¢ z. Notice that S =& FFFS by using the rule
introduced in (1), and S = «(FFFS). Thus, the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that the claim holds for every m < j, where j > 1.

Induction Step. Let S :>£;+1 w =7 z, where w € V*, and z € T*. Express this
derivation as

S =0t
=sw [p]
=z

where w € V* and p € P. By the induction hypothesis, S :g uFvFxFy, where
ueT*,

ye (TU{e})({0'l |i>0}K)"
with K = (V= T) U{$}(T U {¢}),

v e (TU{e}){0'1'|i>0}
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and x = ¢ so that r = a(uFvFxFy). Next, this proof considers all possible forms
of p:

Assume thatp = AB — CD € P, where A, B,C,D € V—T.Expresst =, w
as YABt" =, ' CDt", where YABt" = t and ¥ CDt" = w. Claim 4.1.35 implies
that y = y’AO¥1*By”, where k > 0, a(uFvFxFy') = ¢, and a(y”) = ’. As
AB — CD € P, (A, B) — (C0, 1D) € P holds true. Then,

uFvFxFy A0*1*By” =z uFvFxFy COH1 1k Dy
Therefore,
§ =72 uFvFxFy COT 1 Dy”

and w = a(uFvFxFy CO*T115T1Dy").
Assume that p = A — BC € P, where A, B, C € V —T. Expresst =, w
as 'At" =, 'BCt", where At” = t and YBCt” = w. Claim 4.1.35 implies
that y = y'Ay”, where a(uFvFxFy') =t and a(y") = ¢". AsA — BC € P,
(A) — (BC) € P holds true. Then,

uFvFxFy'Ay" = - uFvFxFy BCy"
Therefore,

S :2‘;— uFvFxFy BCy’

and w = a(uFvFxFy BCy").
Assumethatp =A — a € P,where A € V—Tanda € TU {e}. Express t =
w as 'At" =, tar’, where /A" = t and far” = w. Claim 4.1.35 implies
that y = y'Ay”, where a(uFvFxFy') = ¢ and a(y") = t". AsA — a € P,
(A) — ($a) € P holds true. Then,

uFvFxFy Ay’ =& uFvFxFy'$ay”
Therefore,

S :>(j;' uFvFxFy' $ay”

and w = a(uFvFxFy'$ay”).

Consider the arguments above to see that § :>jG t = w [p], for any p € P, implies
that S :g s, where w = «(s). Thus, the claim holds. O

Claim 4.1.39. L(G) € L(G)

Proof. By Claims 4.1.32,4.1.35, and 4.1.38, if S = z, where z € T™, then S :>g
z. Therefore, Claim 4.1.39 holds. O



194 4 Parallel Grammars and Computation

By Claims 4.1.37 and 4.1.39,L£G) = L(G). Observe that card(V) = card(V)+5,
card(P) = card(P) + 4, and dcs(G) = dcs(G) + 2. Thus, the theorem holds. O

In the conclusion of this section, we point out several open problem areas.

Open Problem 4.1.40. By Theorem 4.1.21, scattered context grammars with two
context-sensitive rules characterize RE. What is the generative power of scattered
context grammars with one context-sensitive rule? O

Open Problem 4.1.41. Revert the transformation under discussion and study eco-
nomical transformations of scattered context grammars to phrase-structure gram-
mars. O

Open Problem 4.1.42. From a much broader perspective, apart from the transfor-
mations between scattered context grammars and phrase-structure grammars, study
economical transformations between other types of grammars. O

4.2 Totally Parallel Grammars

The totally parallel generation of languages works so that all symbols of the current
sentential form are simultaneously rewritten during every single derivation step. The
present section discusses this rewriting performed by Extended tabled zero-sided
Lindenmayer grammars or, more briefly, ETOL grammars (see Section 2.3.4). Recall
that these grammars can be understood as generalized parallel versions of context-
free grammars. More precisely, there exist three main conceptual differences
between them and context-free grammars. First, instead of a single set of rules,
they have finitely many sets of rules. Second, the left-hand side of a rule may be
formed by any grammatical symbol, including a terminal. Third, all symbols of
a string are simultaneously rewritten during a single derivation step. The present
section restricts its attention to ETOL grammars that work in a context-conditional
way. Specifically, by analogy with context-conditional grammars that work in a
sequential way (see Sect. 3.1), the section discusses context-conditional ETOL
grammars that capture this dependency so each of their rules may be associated with
finitely many strings representing permitting conditions and, in addition, finitely
many strings representing forbidding conditions. A rule like this can rewrite a
symbol if all its permitting conditions occur in the current rewritten sentential form
and, simultaneously, all its forbidding conditions do not. Otherwise, these grammars
work just like ordinary ETOL grammars. The section consists of four subsections.
Section 4.2.1 defines the basic version of context-conditional ETOL grammars.
The other sections investigate three variants of the basic version—forbidding ETOL
grammars (Sect. 4.2.2), simple semi-conditional ETOL grammars (Sect. 4.2.3), and
left random context ETOL grammars (Sect. 4.2.4). All these sections concentrate
their attention on establishing the generative power of the ETOL grammars under
investigation.
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4.2.1 Context-Conditional ETOL Grammars

In the present subsection, we demonstrate that context-conditional ETOL grammars
characterize the family of recursively enumerable languages (see Theorem 4.2.11),
and, without erasing rules, they characterize the family of context-sensitive lan-
guages (see Theorem 4.2.9).

Definitions

In this section, we define context-conditional ETOL grammars.
Definition 4.2.1. A context-conditional ETOL grammar (a C-ETOL grammar for
short) is a (¢t 4 3)-tuple

G=(V.T.Py,....P.S)

where t > 1,and V, T, and S are the toral alphabet, the terminal alphabet (T C V),
and the start symbol (S € V —T), respectively. Every P;, where | <i <1, is a finite
set of rules of the form

(a — x, Per, For)
witha € V, x € V*, and Per, For C V7 are finite languages. If every (a — x, Per,

For) € P;fori = 1,2,...,tsatisfies that [x| > 1, then G is said to be propagating
(a C-EPTOL grammar for short). G has degree (r,s), where r and s are natural

numbers, if for every i = 1,...,¢ and (a — x, Per, For) € P;, max-len(Per) < r
and max-len(For) <s.

Letu,v € V', u = a1as---as, v = viv2---Vq, q = |u|,a; € V, v; € V*, and
P1,P2, ..., Dq be asequence of rules p;: (a; — vj, Per;, Forj) € Piforallj=1,...,q

and some i € {1,...,1}. If for every p;, Per; C sub(u) and For; N sub(u) = @, then
u directly derives v according to p1, ps, ..., p, in G, denoted by

u=50[p,p2,....0ql

In the standard way, define :>’g; fork > 0, :2, and :g . The language of G is
denoted by L(G) and defined as

L(G) ={xeT* | S=}x) ]

Definition 4.2.2. LetG = (V, T, Py, ..., P;, S) be a C-ETOL grammar, for some
t > 1.If + = 1, then G is called a context-conditional EOL grammar (a C-EOL
grammar for short). If G is a propagating C-EOL grammar, then G is said to be a
C-EPOL grammar. O
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The language families defined by C-EPTOL, C-ETOL, C-EPOL, and C-EOL

grammars of degree (r,s) are denoted by C-EPTOL(r,s), C-ETOL(r,s),
C-EPOL(r, s), and C - EOL(r, 5), respectively. Set

o0 o0 oo o0
C-EPTOL = J| JC-EPTOL(r.s)  C-ETOL = [ J{ JC-ET0L(r.5)

r=0s=0 r=0s=0
o o0 oo o0

C-EPOL = |_J{ ] C-EPOL(r.5) C-EOL = J(JC-EOL(r.5)
r=0s=0 r=0s=0

Generative Power

In this section, we discuss the generative power of context-conditional grammars.

Lemma 4.2.3. C-EPOL < C-EPTOL < C-ETOL and C-EPOL C C-EOL C
C-ETOL. For any r,s > 0, C-EPOL(r,s) € C-EPTOL(r,s) € C-ETOL(r,s),
and C-EPOL(r,s) € C-EOL(r,s) € C-ETOL(r, s).

Proof. This lemma follows from Definitions 4.2.1 and 4.2.2. O
Theorem 4.2.4.

CF
C
C-EOL(0,0) = C-EPOL(0,0) = EOL = EPOL
C
C-ETOL(0,0) = C-EPTOL(0,0) = ETOL = EPTOL
C
cs

Proof. Clearly, C-EPOL and C-EOL grammars of degree (0, 0) are ordinary EPOL
and EOL grammars, respectively. Analogously, C-EPTOL and C-ETOL grammars of
degree (0,0) are EPTOL and ETOL grammars, respectively. Since CF C EOL =
EPOL C ETOL = EPTOL C CS (see Theorem 2.3.41), we get CF C
C-EOL(0,0) = C-EPOL(0,0) = EOL C C-ET0L(0,0) = C-EPTOL(0,0)
ETOL C CS; therefore, the theorem holds.

Lemma 4.2.5. C-EPTOL(r,s) C CS, foranyr >0, s> 0.

m

Proof. Forr = 0 and s = 0, we have

C-EPTOL(0,0) = EPTOL C CS
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The following proof demonstrates that the inclusion holds for any r and s such that
r+s>1.
Let L be a language generated by a C-EPTOL grammar
G=(V.T.Py,....P.S)

of degree (r, s), for some r,s > 0,r+s > 1,¢ > 1. Let k be the greater number of r
and s. Set

M:{x€V+ | |x|§k}
For every P;, where 1 < i <t, define
cf-rules(P;) = {a — z | (a > z, Per,For) € P;, a€ V, ze V)

Then, set

Np ={X.x] | XS M, x € MU {e}}

Nr = {{X) | X € M}

Np ={[Q] | Q S cf-rules(P) 1 <i =<1}

V. =VUNrUNrUNpU {I>, <, $,5,#}

T =TU{#}
Construct the context-sensitive grammar

G/ — (V/, T/,P/,S/)

with the finite set of rules P’ constructed by performing (1) through (7), given next.

(1) Add S’ — >0, e]S<1to P'.
(2) Forall X € M, x € (VFU {¢}) and y € V¥, extend P’ by adding

| X, x]y = y[X U sub(xy. k), y]
(3) Forall X S M,x € (VKU {e})andy € V1, |y| <k, extend P’ by adding
| X, x]y<t = y(X U sub(xy, k)) <
(4) For all X € M and Q C cf-rules(P;), where i € {1,...,1}, such that for every
a — z € Q, there exists (a — z, Per, For) € P; satisfying Per C X and

For N X = @, extend P’ by adding

(X)<a—[Q0l<
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(5) For every Q C cf-rules(P;) forsomei € {1,...,t},a € Vand z € V' such that
a — z € Q, extend P’ by adding

alQ] — [Q]z
(6) For all Q C cf-rules(P;) for some i = {1,...,1}, extend P’ by adding
>[Q] - >0, ¢]

(7) Add >0, ¢] — #$,$<1 — ##,and $a — a$, foralla € T, to P'.
To prove that L(G) = L(G’), we first establish Claims 4.2.6 through 4.2.8.

Claim 4.2.6. Every successful derivation in G” has the form

' =g >(0,e]5<
=& >0, 6)x<
=5 #$x<
:‘5‘! #x$<
= Hit

such that x € T and during > | @, ¢ |S< :>g/ >0, e|x<q, every sentential form w
satisfies w € {>}HT{<1}, where H C V' — {>, <1, #,$,5').

Proof. The only rule that can rewrite the start symbol is " — > |0, £|S<; thus,
S =45 >0, ¢]85<
After that, every sentential form that occurs in
>0, e]S< =¢, >0, e)x<

can be rewritten by using any of the rules introduced in (2) through (6) from the
construction of P’. By the inspection of these rules, it is obvious that the edge
symbols > and < remain unchanged and no other occurrences of them appear inside
the sentential form. Moreover, there is no rule generating a symbol from {#, $, S'}.
Therefore, all these sentential forms belong to {>}H*{<1}.

Next, let us explain how G’ generates a string from L(G’). Only > |8, ¢| — #$
can rewrite > to a symbol from 7 (see (7) in the definition of P’). According to the
left-hand side of this rule, we obtain

S =o >0,e]S<a =7 >0, e)x =4 #x<

where x € HT. To rewrite <1, G’ uses $<0 — ##. Thus, G’ needs $ as the left
neighbor of <1. Suppose that x = aja,---a4, where ¢ = |x| and a; € T, for all



4.2 Totally Parallel Grammars 199

i € {l,...,q}. Since for every a € T there is $a — a$ € P’ (see (7)), we can
construct

#Sa1a;r - a,< > #a1%ar - a,<
= #a1a:% - a,<
:>‘le_2 #ajar--+a,$<

Notice that this derivation can be constructed only for x that belong to 7. Then,
$<1 is rewritten to ##. As a result,

Ix|

S =g >10.6]S< =L >10.e]x = #3xd =0 WS = Hdi

with the required properties. Thus, the claim holds. O

The following claim demonstrates how G’ simulates a direct derivation from G—

the heart of the construction.

Let x :>§, y denote the derivation x :>2;', y such that x = >|0,¢elu<, y =

>|0,e|v<,u,v € VT, and during x :>g, v, there is no other occurrence of a string
of the form >0, ¢|z<1, z € V*.

Claim 4.2.7. For every u,v € V*,
>0, elu< :>2 >[0,elv<a ifandonlyif u=5v

Proof. The proof is divided into the only-if part and the if part.

Only If. Let us show how G’ rewrites > | @, ¢ Ju<i to >|@, ¢|v<d by performing a
derivation consisting of a forward phase and a backward phase.

During the first, forward phase, G’ scans u to obtain all nonempty substrings of
length k or less. By repeatedly using rules

| X, x|y = y|X U sub(xy, k), y|
where X € M, x € (VKU {&}), y € V¥ (see (2) in the definition of P’), the
occurrence of a symbol with form | X, x| is moved toward the end of the sentential
form. Simultaneously, the substrings of u are collected in X. The forward phase is
finished by
| X, x]y<t = y(X U sub(xy, k)) <

where x € (VKU {&}),y € VT, |y| < k (see (3)); the rule reaches the end of u and
completes X = sub(u, k). Formally,

>0, elu<d =>2;', >u(X)<d
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such that X = sub(u, k). Then, (X) is changed to [Q], where

0= {a—>z|(a—>z,Per,F0r) eP,acV,zeVT,
Per,For C M, Per C X, ForNnX = @}

forsomei € {1,...,t}, by
X)<— [Q]<

(see (4)). In other words, G’ selects a subset of rules from P; that could be used to
rewrite u in G.

The second, backward phase simulates rewriting of all symbols in u in parallel.
Since

alQ] - [Qlze P!

foralla - z€ Q,acV,ze VT (see (5)),
>u[Q]< =>‘G”,‘ >[Q0lv<

such that [Q] moves left and every symbol a € V in u is rewritten to some z provided
that a — z € Q. Finally, [Q] is rewritten to | @, | by

>[0] — >0, ¢]

As a result, we obtain

>0, elu<t =7 >u(X)< =, >u[0]<

:>|g/| >[Qlv< =, >0, e]v
Observe that this is the only way of deriving
>0, elut = >0, ¢]v<
Let us show that u = v. Indeed, because we have (a — z, Per, For) € P; for

every a[Q] — [Q]z € P used in the backward phase, where Per C sub(u, k) and
For N sub(u, k) = @ (see the construction of Q), there exists a derivation

u=sv[p1pgl

where |u| = ¢, and p;: (@ — z, Per, For) € P; such that a[Q] — [Q]z has been
applied in the (¢ — j + 1)th derivation step in

>ulQ]< =1 >[Qlv<

wherea e V,ze Vt, 1 <j<gq.
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If. The converse implication can be proved similarly to the only-if part, so we leave
it to the reader. O

Claim 4.2.8. S :>g/ > |0, e]x<1if and only if S=&x, forall x € VT,

Proof. The proof is divided into the only-if part and the if part.

Only If. The only-if part is proved by induction on the ith occurrence of the sentential
form w satisfying w = > |0, e |Ju<i, u € V', during the derivation in G'.

Basis. Leti = 1. Then, §’ =, >|0.¢]S<tand § =, S.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that the claim holds for all 1 < i < h, for some
h>1.

Induction Step. Leti = h + 1. Since h + 1 > 2, we can express
S =4 >10.6x<
as
§ =40 elxa< =9 >0, 6]x<
where x;_;,x; € VT. By the induction hypothesis,
S= Xz
Claim 4.2.7 says that
>0, elxii< =8 >[0,e]x< ifandonly if x—; =g x;

Hence,

S=Gxic1 =X

and the only-if part holds.

If. By induction on &, we prove that
S =g x impliesthat § =7 >|0,¢lx<

forallh > 0,x e V*.
Basis. Forh = 0,5 =0 Sand §' =, >|0,¢|S<.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all 0 < h < n, for some
n>0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

S =>'é+l x
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where x € V. Since n + 1 > 1, there exists y € V™ such that
S=26y =X
and by the induction hypothesis, there is also a derivation
S =4 >10.ely<
From Claim 4.2.7, we have
>0, ely< =& >0, e]x<
Therefore,
§ =406y =8 >10,e)x<
and the converse implication holds as well. O
From Claims 4.2.6 and 4.2.8, we see that any successful derivation in G is of the
form
S =E >0, e)x< =1 #ot
such that
S=ix, x € T+
Therefore, for each x € T, we have
S" =& #xt#t ifandonlyif S =7 x

Define the homomorphism % over (T U {#})* as h(#) = ¢ and h(a) = a for all
a € T. Observe that A is 4-linear erasing with respect to L(G’). Furthermore, notice
that A(L(G")) = L(G). Since CS is closed under linear erasing (see Theorem 10.4
on page 98 in [Sal73]), L € CS. Thus, Lemma 4.2.5 holds. O

Theorem 4.2.9. C-EPT(OL = CS

Proof. By Lemma 4.2.5, C-EPTOL < CS. Later in this section, we define two
special cases of C-EPTOL grammars and prove that they generate all the family
of context-sensitive languages (see Theorems 4.2.30 and 4.2.47). Therefore, CS C
C-EPTOL, and hence C - EPTOL = CS. |

Lemma 4.2.10. C-ETOL C RE

Proof. This lemma follows from Turing-Church thesis. To obtain an algorithm
converting any C-ETOL grammar to an equivalent phrase-structure grammar, use
the technique presented in Lemma 4.2.5. O
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Theorem 4.2.11. C-ETOL = RE

Proof. By Lemma 4.2.10, C-ETOL < RE. In Sects. 4.2.2 and 4.2.3, we introduce
two special cases of C-ETOL grammars and demonstrate that even these grammars
generate RE (see Theorems 4.2.33 and 4.2.44); therefore, RE € C-ETOL. As a
result, C-ETOL = RE. O

4.2.2 Forbidding ETOL Grammars

Forbidding ETOL grammars, discussed in the present section, represent context-
conditional ETOL grammars in which no rule has any permitting condition. First,
this section defines and illustrates them. Then, it establishes their generative power
and reduces their degree without affecting the power.

Definitions and Examples

In this section, we define forbidding ETOL grammars.

Definition 4.2.12. Let G = (V,T,Py,...,P;,S) be a C-ETOL grammar. If every
p:(a — x, Per,For) € P;, where i = 1,...,t, satisfies Per = @, then G is said to
be forbidding ETOL grammar (an F-ETOL grammar for short). If G is a propagating
F-ETOL grammar, then G is said to be an F-EPTOL grammar. If t = 1, G is called
an F-EOL grammar. If G is a propagating F-EOL grammar, G is called an F-EPOL
grammar. O

LetG = (V,T,Py,...,P;,S) be an F-ETOL grammar of degree (r, s). From the
above definition, (@ — x, Per, For) € P; implies that Per = @ foralli = 1,...,t.
By analogy with sequential forbidding grammars, we thus omit the empty set in the
rules. For simplicity, we also say that the degree of G is s instead of (7, s).

The families of languages generated by F-EOL grammars, F-EPOL grammars, F-
ETOL grammars, and F-EPTOL grammars of degree s are denoted by F-EOL(s),
F-EPOL(s), F-ETOL(s), and F - EPTOL(s), respectively. Moreover, set

o0 o0
F-EPTOL = | |F-EPTOL(s) ~ F-ETOL = |_JF-ETOL(s)

s=0 s=0
o0 o0

F-EPOL = |_|F-EPOL(s) F-EOL = |_JF-EOL(s)
s=0 =0

Example 4.2.13. Let

G = ({S.A,B,C,a,a,b}.{a,b},P.S)
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be an F-EPOL grammar, where

P = {(S — ABA, 0),
(A — aA, {a}),
(B — bB, 0),
(A — a,{a}),
(a—a, ),
(B— C,0),
(C — bC,{A}),
(C— b, {A}),
(a = a, ),
(b — b,0)}

Obviously, G is an F-EPOL grammar of degree 1. Observe that for every string
from L(G), there exists a derivation of the form

S =, ABA
= aAbBaA
:>2;' a" AV 'Ba" 1A
=4 a™lab"'Ca"a
= a"b"Ca™
:g amb'"'Ca™
=5 a"b"a"

with 1 < m < n. Hence,
L(G) = {amb"am |1 <m< n}

Note that L(G) ¢ EOL (see page 268 in [RS97a]); however, L(G) € F-EPOL(1).
As a result, F-EPOL grammars of degree 1 are more powerful than ordinary EOL
grammars. O

Generative Power and Reduction

Next, we investigate the generative power of F-ETOL grammars of all degrees.

Theorem 4.2.14. F-EPTOL(0) = EPTOL, F-ETOL(0) = ETOL, F- EPOL(0) =
EPOL, and F - EOL(0) = EOL

Proof. This theorem follows from Definition 4.2.12. O

Lemmas 4.2.15, 4.2.18, 4.2.20, and 4.2.21, given next, inspect the gener-
ative power of forbidding ETOL grammars of degree 1. As a conclusion, in
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Theorem 4.2.22, we demonstrate that both F-EPTOL(1) and F-ETOL(1) grammars
generate precisely the family of ETOL languages.

Lemma 4.2.15. EPTOL € F-EPOL(1)
Proof. Let

G=(V.T.Py,....P.S)
be an EPTOL grammar, where t > 1. Set
W={(ai)lacV, i=1,...1}

and
Fi={laj)eW|j#i)
Then, construct an F-EPOL grammar of degree 1
G = (V.T.P.S)

where V/ = VU W, (VN W = @) and the set of rules P’ is defined as follows:

(1) foreachae Vandi=1,...,t, add (a — (a.i),?d) to P';
(2) ifa— ze Piforsomeic{l,...,t},aeV,ze VT, add ((a,i) = z, F;}) to P'.

Next, to demonstrate that L(G) = L(G’), we prove Claims 4.2.16 and 4.2.17.
Claim 4.2.16. For each derivation S :’(’7, x,n>0,

(@) ifn=2k+ 1forsomek>0,xc WT;
(1) ifn = 2kforsomek >0,x e VT,

Proof. The claim follows from the definition of P’. Indeed, every rule in P’ is either
of the form (a — (a,i),d) or ({(a,i) — z,F;), wherea € V, (a,i) € W,z € VT,
ie{l,...,t}.Since S €V,

S :>26k,+1 x implies x e Wt
and

S :%k, x implies xe V"

Thus, the claim holds. O

Define the finite substitution y from V* to V"* such that for every a € V,

y(a)z{a}U{(a,i)EWUz 1,...,t}
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Claim 4.2.17. S =% x if and only if § =%, x' for some X' € y(x),x € VT,
X eV,

Proof. The proof is divided into the only-if part and the if part.

Only If. By induction on & > 0, we show that for all x € v,
S :>’é x implies S :>gf x

Basis.Let h = 0. Then, the only x is S; therefore, S =, S and also § =, S.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that
S :>’é x implies S :>gf x

for all derivations of length 0 < 4 < n, for some n > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S é’g'l x
Since n 4+ 1 > 1, this derivation can be expressed as

S =6y =¢x[P1.p2.---.pgl

suchthaty € V¥, g = |y|,and p; € P;forallj = 1,...,qand somei € {1,...,1}.
By the induction hypothesis,

S :zG'i y
Suppose thaty = aja---ay, a; € V. Let
S :é’i ayay---ay
:G’ (als l) (a25 l) e (Clq, l) [p/lvp/zv e sp;]

/! /! 1/
:>G/2122...Zq l’pz’...’pq

where p': (a; — (@, i), 0) and p}’: ({a, i) — 7, F)) such that pjia; — z, z; € V¥,

forallj=1,...,q. Then, 2122 - - - 7, = x; therefore,
S :>ZG(,"+1) X

If. The converse implication is established by induction on # > 0. That is, we prove
that

/

S =", x implies S=>fx

for some X’ € y(x), h > 0.
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Basis. Forh =0, S :>OG, Sand S :>% S; clearly, S € y(S).

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that there exists a natural number n such that the
claim holds for every h, where 0 < h < n.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S :>"G—,H X
Express this derivation as

S =6 Y =¢ X P10 p)

where y' € V'*, g = |y/|, and p}, p}, . .. . P, is a sequence of rules from P’. By the
induction hypothesis,

S=5y

where y € V*t,y € y(y). Claim 4.2.16 says that there exist the following two
cases—(i) and (ii).

(i) Letn = 2k for some k > 0. Then,y’ € V*, x' € W, and every rule
i (aj — (aj, i), 9)
wherea; € V, (a;,i) e W,ie{l,...,1},1 <j < gq.Inthis case, (g;,i) € y(a))

for every a; and any i (see the definition of g); hence, x" € y(y) as well.
(ii) Letn =2k + 1. Then,y € W¥,x € V*, and each pj is of the form

p; ((Clj, l) — Zj, FL)
where (a;,i) € W, z; € VT, i€ {l,...,1}, 1 <j < q. Moreover, according
to the forbidding conditions of p;, all {aj, i) in y" have the same i. Thus, y =
(ar,i){az, i) -+ {ag. i),y = y™(Y) = a1az-+-aq, and X' = 7125+ -z,. By the
definition of P,
((Clj, l) —> ZjaFi) eP 1mphes aj — zj € P;
Therefore,

*
S:>Ga1a2---aq:>Gz1ZZ---Zq [[71,172, cee ,Pq]

where pj:a; — z; € P; such that p}: ({a;,i) — z, F;). Obviously, X' = x =
21227 Zge

This completes the induction and establishes Claim 4.2.17. O
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By Claim 4.2.17, forany x € T,
S=¢x ifandonlyif S=7x

Therefore, L(G) = L(G’), so the lemma holds. O

In order to simplify the notation in the proof of the following lemma, for every
subset of rules

Pc{la—>zF)|acV, ze V" FCV}
define
left(P) = {a | (@ —>zF) e P}

Informally, left(P) denotes the set of the left-hand sides of all rules in P.
Lemma 4.2.18. F-EPTOL(1) € EPTOL
Proof. Let

G=(V.T.Py,....P.S)

be an F-EPTOL grammar of degree 1, ¢ > 1. Let Q be the set of all subsets O C P;,
1 <i <t suchthatevery (a - z,F) € O,a € V,z € VV, F C V, satisfies
F N left(0) = @. Introduce a new set Q' so that for each O € Q, add

{a—>z|(a—>z,F)€0}
to Q'. Express

Q' ={0).....0,}

where m is the cardinality of Q'. Then, construct the EPTOL grammar

G =(V.1.0).....0,.5)

To see the basic idea behind the construction of G’, consider a pair of rules
pi1:(ay — z1, Fy) and py: (ay — 22, F3) from P;, for some i € {1,...,t}. During
a single derivation step, p; and p, can concurrently rewrite a; and a, provided that
ay € F1 and a, € F», respectively. Consider any O € P; containing no pair of rules
(a1 = z1,F1) and (a; — 22, F») such that a; € F, or a; € F;. Observe that for any
derivation step based on O, no rule from O is blocked by its forbidding conditions;
thus, the conditions can be omitted. A formal proof is given next.

Claim4.2.19. S :>g x if and only if § :>g/ x,xeV* m=>0.



4.2 Totally Parallel Grammars 209

Proof. The claim is proved by induction on 2 > 0.

Only If. By induction & > 0, we prove that
S :>’é x implies S :>’(’;, x

forall x € V*.
Basis. Let h = 0. As obvious, § =9 Sand § =7, S.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that the claim holds for all derivations of length
0 < h < n, forsome n > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S =t x

Since n 4+ 1 > 1, there exists y € VT, ¢ = |y|, and a sequence py, ..., p;, Where
pjePiforallj=1,...,qandsomei € {1,...,1t}, such that

S=6cy=¢xlp1.....pgl
By the induction hypothesis,
S=¢y
Set
O=1{pll=j=q}
Observe that
y=6x[Pi.....pg
implies that alph(y) = left(0). Moreover, every p;: (a — z,F) € O,a € V,z € VT,
F C V, satisfies F N alph(y) = @. Hence, (a — z, F) € O implies F N left(0) = 0.
Inspect the definition of G’ to see that there exists
0, ={a—>z|(a—zF)eO0}
for some r, 1 < r < m. Therefore,
S=6y=¢xp....p)

Wherepj’-:a—>z€ Q) suchthat pj: (@ -z, F) € O, forallj = 1,...,q.
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If. The if part demonstrates for every i > 0,
S =%, x implies that § =}, x

where x € V*.
Basis. Suppose that 4 = 0. As obvious, § =, Sand S :>OG S.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length 0 <
h < n, for some n > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S :%4/—1 x
As n + 1 > 1, there exists a derivation
S=6y =g xpl-. .0

such that y € V*, ¢ = |y, each p} € Q. for some r € {1,...,m}, and by the
induction hypothesis,

S=4y
Then, by the definition of Q’r, there exists P; and O C P; such that every (¢ —

z,F)€0,aeV,ze VT F C V,satisfiesa — z € Q. and F N 1eft(0) = @. Since
alph(y) C left(0), (@ — z, F) € O implies that F N alph(y) = @. Hence,

S=¢y=>¢x[p1,....P4
where pj: (a - z,F) e Oforallj=1,...,q. O
From the claim above,
S=¢x ifandonlyif S=3x

for all x € T*. Consequently, L(G) = L(G’), and the lemma holds. O

The following two lemmas can be proved by analogy with Lemmas 4.2.15
and 4.2.18. The details are left to the reader.

Lemma 4.2.20. ETOL C F-EOL(1) O
Lemma 4.2.21. F-ETOL(1) € ETOL O
Theorem 4.2.22.

F-EPOL(1) = F-EPTOL(1) = F-EOL(1) = F-ETOL(1) = ETOL = EPTOL
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Proof. By Lemmas 4.2.15 and 4.2.18, EPTOL C F - EPOL(1) and F-EPTOL(1) €
EPTOL, respectively. Since F- EPOL(1) € F-EPTOL(1), we get F-EPOL(1) =
F-EPTOL(1) = EPTOL. Analogously, from Lemmas 4.2.20 and 4.2.21, we have
F-EOL(1) = F-ETOL(1) = ETOL. Theorem 2.3.41 implies that EPTOL =
ETOL. Therefore,

F-EPOL(1) = F-EPTOL(1) = F-EOL(1) = F-ETOL(1) = EPTOL = ETOL

Thus, the theorem holds. O

Next, we investigate the generative power of F-EPTOL grammars of degree 2.
The following lemma establishes a normal form for context-sensitive grammars so
that the grammars satisfying this form generate only sentential forms containing no
nonterminal from N¢g as the leftmost symbol of the string. We make use of this
normal form in Lemma 4.2.24.

Lemma 4.2.23. Every context-sensitive language L € CS can be generated by a
context-sensitive grammar, G = (N; U Ncp U Nes U T, T, P, Sy), where Ny, Ncr,
Ncs, and T are pairwise disjoint alphabets, S| € Ny, and in P, every rule has one of
the following forms

(i) AB — AC, where A € (Nl @] NCF), B € N¢s, C € Nep;
(ii) A — B, where A € Ncg, B € N¢s;

(iii) A — a, where A € (N U N¢p), a € T;

(iv) A — C, where A, C € N¢p;

(v) Ay = Cy, where A;,C; € Ny;

(vi) A — DE, where A,D,E € N¢p;

(vii) Ay — D\E, where A\,D| € Ny, E € N¢f.

Proof. Let
G = (Ncp UNcs UT, T, P, 5)

be a context-sensitive grammar of the form defined in Theorem 3.1.6. From this
grammar, we construct a grammar

G = (N1UNcr UNcs UT, T, P, S))
where

Ny ={Xi | X € Ncr}

P :P/U{AlB—>A1C|AB—>ACEP’,A,CENCF,B € N¢s, Ay ENl}
U{A| >a|A—aeP,AeNc,A € Nj,aeT}
@] {Al — C |A—> CEP’,A,CENCF,Al,Cl EN]}
U{A; — D\E |A — DE € P',A,D,E € Ncp,A1, D € Ny}
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G works by analogy with G’ except that in G every sentential form starts with
a symbol from N; U T followed by symbols that are not in N;. Notice, however,
that by AB — AC, G’ can never rewrite the leftmost symbol of any sentential form.
Based on these observations, it is rather easy to see that L(G) = L(G’); a formal
proof of this identity is left to the reader. As G is of the required form, Lemma 4.2.23
holds. O

Lemma 4.2.24. CS C F-EPOL(2)

Proof. Let L be a context-sensitive language generated by a grammar
G=(NyUNcrUNcg UT, T, P, S))
of the form of Lemma 4.2.23. Set

V. =N UNcpUNcUT
Pcg :{AB—>AC|AB—>ACEP,A (S (N1 UNCF),BENCS,CENCF}
Pcp =P — Pcs

Informally, Pcg and Pcr are the sets of context-sensitive and context-free rules in P,
respectively, and V denotes the total alphabet of G.

Let f be an arbitrary bijection from V to {1,...,m}, where m is the cardinality
of V, and let f~! be the inverse of f.

Construct an F-EPOL grammar of degree 2,

G = (V.T.P.S)
with V' defined as

W():{(A,B,C) |AB—>AC€PCS}

Ws = {{A,B,C,j) | AB— AC € Pcs,1 <j<m+1}
W =Wy U Wg

V =VUWwW

where V, Wy, and Wy are pairwise disjoint alphabets. The set of rules P’ is
constructed by performing (1) through (3), given next.

(1) Forevery X € V,add (X — X, @) to P'.
(2) Forevery A — u € Pcr,add (A — u, W) to P'.
(3) For every AB — AC € Pcs, extend P’ by adding

(3.2) (B— (A,B,C),W);

(3.b) ({(A.B.C) — (A,B,C,1),W — {{A,B,C)});

(3.c) ((A,B.C.j) — (AB,C.j+ 1).{f'(){A.B,C.j)}) forall 1 < j < m
such that f(A) # J;

(3.d) ((A,B.C.f(A)) — (A,B,C.f(A) + 1), 9);

(3.e) ((A,B,C.m+1) — C,{{A,B,C,m+ 1)*}).
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Let us informally explain how G’ simulates the non-context-free rules of the form
AB — AC (see rules of (3) in the construction of P’). First, chosen occurrences of
B are rewritten with (A,B,C) by (B — (A, B, C), W). The forbidding condition
of this rule guarantees that there is no simulation already in process. After that,
left neighbors of all occurrences of (A, B, C) are checked not to be any symbols
from V — {A}. In a greater detail, G’ rewrites (A, B, C) with (A, B, C,i) fori = 1.
Then, in every (A, B, C, i), G’ increments i by one as long as i is less or equal to the
cardinality of V; simultaneously, it verifies that the left neighbor of every (A, B, C, i)
differs from the symbol that f maps to i except for the case when f(A) = i. Finally,
G’ checks that there are no two adjoining symbols (A, B, C,m + 1). At this point,
the left neighbors of (A, B, C, m + 1) are necessarily equal to A, so every occurrence
of (A, B, C,m + 1) is rewritten to C.

Observe that the other symbols remain unchanged during the simulation. Indeed,
by the forbidding conditions, the only rules that can rewrite symbols X ¢ W are
of the form (X — X, ). Moreover, the forbidding condition of ({A,B,C) —
(A,B,C, 1), W—{{(A, B, C)}) implies that it is not possible to simulate two different
non-context-free rules at the same time.

To establish that L(G) = L(G’), we first prove Claims 4.2.25 through 4.2.29.

Claim 4.2.25. Sy =", x' implies that Ims(x') € (N; U T) forevery h > 0,x" € V'*.
Proof. The claim is proved by induction on 2 > 0.
Basis. Let h = 0. Then, S; =, S; and §; € N.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length & <
n, for some n > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S :%Tl X
where X’ € V'*. Since n + 1 > 1, there is a derivation
Si =5 Y =g X [p1a....pg)

y € V™*, g = |y/|, and by the induction hypothesis, Ims(y’) € (N; U T). Inspect P’
to see that the rule p; that rewrites the leftmost symbol of ' is one of the following
forms (A; — A1, 9), (a — a,90), (A = a, W), (A — C1, W), or (A; - D1E, W),
where A1, C1,D1 € Ni,a € T, E € Ncr (see (1) and (2) in the definition of P’
and Lemma 4.2.23). It is obvious that the leftmost symbols of the right-hand sides
of these rules belong to (N; U T). Hence, Ims(x’) € (N; U T), so the claim
holds. O

Claim 4.2.26. S =, ¥, Xy}, where X € Wg, implies that y; € V'* and y}, € V",
forany n > 0.
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Proof. Informally, the claim says that every occurrence of a symbol from Wy
has always a left neighbor. Clearly, this claim follows from the statement of
Claim 4.2.25. Since Ws N (N; U T) = @, X cannot be the leftmost symbol in a
sentential form and the claim holds. O

Claim 4.2.27. S, =>’é/ X', h > 0, implies that X’ has one of the following three
forms

M ¥ eV~
(1) ¥ € (VU Wp)* and #y, (x') > 0;
(III) x e (V U {(AsBs Cs]>})*’ #{(A,B,Czi)}(x/) > 0, and {f_l(k)(Ava Cv]) | I =<
k <jk #f(A)} n sub(x’) = 0, where (A,B, C,]) e Ws, A € (N1 U NCF),
B eNcs,C €Nep, 1 <j<m+1.

Proof. We prove the claim by induction on iz > 0.
Basis. Let h = 0. Clearly, S; :>%, S1 and S is of type (I).

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that the claim holds for all derivations of length
h < n, for some n > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

M :>g/H X
Since n + 1 > 1, there exists yY € V'* and a sequence of rules py, ..., Dg> Where
pi€P,1<i<gq,q=1y|,such that

S] :>ré/ y/ :>G/ x/ [p],...,pq]

Lety =ajay...aq,a; €V'.
By the induction hypothesis, y' can only be of forms (I) through (IIT). Thus, the
following three cases cover all possible forms of y’.

(1) Lety € V* (form (I)). In this case, every rule p; can be either of the form (a; —
a;,¥),a; € V,or (a; — u, W) such that a; — u € Pcr, or (a; > {A,a;, C), W),
a; € Ngs, (A, a;, C) € W, (see the definition of P').

Suppose that for every i € {1,..., g}, p; has one of the first two listed forms.
According to the right-hand sides of these rules, we obtain x’ € V*; that is, x’
is of form (I).

If there exists i such that p;: (a¢; — (A, a;, C), W) for some A € (N} U N¢p),
a; € Ncs, Ce NCF, (A,ai, C) e Wy, we getx’ S (V U VV())"< with #WO(X/) > 0.
Thus, x’ belongs to (II).

(i) Let Yy’ € (VU Wy)* and #w,(y)) > 0 (form (II)). At this point, p; is either
(a;i — a;,9) (rewriting a; € V to itself) or ((A,B,C) — (A,B,C,1),W —
{{A, B, C)}) rewriting a; = (A,B,C) € Wy to (A,B,C,1) € Ws, where A €
(N1 U Ncr), B € N¢s, C € Ncr. Since #y,(y') > 0, there exists at least
one i such that a; = (A, B, C) € W,. The corresponding rule p; can be used
provided that #y_ga 5¢);(y') = 0. Therefore, y’ € (V U {{(A,B,C)})*, so
X e (VU{{A,B,C, 1)})*, #(anciy(x) > 0. That is, x" is of type (III).
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(ili) Assume thaty’ € (VU {(A,B,C,/)})*, #(a.c(') > 0, and

sub(y) N {f 1K) (4. B.C.j) | 1 <k <)k # f(A)} = @

where (A,B, C,J) S Ws,A (S] (Nl UNCF),B (S] Ncs, C e NCF7 1 fj <m-+ 1
(form (IIT)). By the inspection of P’, we see that the following four forms of
rules can be used to rewrite y’ to x’

(iii.a) (a; = a;,9),a; €V,

(iiib) ((A,B.C.j) = (A.B,C.j+ 1),{fT'()(A.B.C.)}), 1 <j<m,j#
f(A);

(iii.c) ((A,B,C.f(A)) — (A,B,C.f(A) + 1), 90);

(iii.d) ((A,B,C.m+ 1) — C.{(A,B,C,m + 1)*}).

Let 1 <j < m,j # f(A). Then, symbols from V are rewritten to themselves
(case (iii.a)) and every occurrence of (A, B, C,j) is rewritten to (A, B, C,j +
1) by (iii.b). Clearly, we obtain x’ € (V U {{A,B,C,j + 1)})* such that
#(a.8.cj+1)}(x) > 0. Furthermore, (iii.b) can be used only when o)A,
B, C,j) &€ sub(y'). As

sub(y) N {f (k) (A.B.C.j) | l <k <j, k#£f(A)} =0

it holds that

sub(y) VT (A B.C.J) | 1 sk =j. k#f(A)} =0

Since every occurrence of (A, B, C,j) is rewritten to (A, B, C,j + 1) and other
symbols are unchanged,

sub(X) N {f ' K)AB.Cj+ 1) |1 <k <j+ 1 k#£fA)} =0

Therefore, x is of form (III).

Next, assume that j = f(A). Then, all occurrences of (A,B,C,j) are
rewritten to (A,B,C,j + 1) by (iii.c), and symbols from V are rewritten
to themselves. As before, we obtain X' € (V U {{A,B,C,j + 1)})* and
#(a.8,cj+1)}(x) > 0. Moreover, because

sub(y) N {f ' (A B,C.j) | 1 <k <j, k#f(A)} =0
and j is f(A),
sub(x) N {F ' (K)(A B, C.j+ 1) | 1 <k <j+ 1, k#f(A)} =0
and x’ belongs to (I1I) as well.

Finally, let j = m + 1. Then, every occurrence of (A, B, C,j) is rewritten
to C (case (iii.d)). Therefore, x' € V*, so x’ has form (I).
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In (i), (ii), and (iii), we have considered all derivations that rewrite y’ to x’, and in
each of these cases, we have shown that x” has one of the requested forms. Therefore,
Claim 4.2.27 holds. ]

To prove the following claims, we need a finite symbol-to-symbols substitution
y from V* into V'* defined as

U{{A,X,C,)) | (A, X,C,j) e Ws,1 <j<m—+1}

forall X € V,A € (N; UNcr), C € Ncr. Let y~! be the inverse of y.

Claim 4.2.28. Lety = ajaz---ag, a; € V', q = |y'|, and y~'(a;) :>}g ¥y~ (u;) for
alli € {1,...,q} and some h; € {0,1}, u; € V'*. Then, y~!(y/) =7 y~'(x) such
thatx' = wjup-+-ug, r =30 hi,r <gq.

Proof. First, consider any derivation of the form

y X)) =y W)

where X e V,u e VT, h € {0,1}.If h = 0, then y~'(X) = y~'(u). Let h = 1.
Then, there surely exists a rule p: y ! (X) — y~!(u) € P such that

' (X) =6y W) [p]
Return to the statement of this claim. We can construct
-1 -1 -1 hi, —1 -1 -1
y @)y (a2) -y~ (ag) =>g Y (w)y (a2) -y (ag)
=6 v )y w) -y (ay)
by _ _
= v W)y )y (ug)
where
y 'O =y @)y (ag)
and
y )y ) =y e ug) =y
In such a derivation, each )/_1 (ay) is either left unchanged (if #; = 0) or rewritten

to y~!(u;) by the corresponding rule y~'(a;) — y~!(u;). Obviously, the length of
this derivationis Y -, h;. O

Claim 4.2.29. S| =, xifandonly if S| =7, x’, wherex € V*,x" € V"*,x" € y(x).
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Proof. The proof is divided into the only-if part and the if part.
Only If. The only-if part is established by induction on # > 0. That is, we show that

S; =" x implies S;=5x

where x € V*, for h > 0.
Basis. Let h = 0. Then, S, :>% S1 and S :>%, S as well.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length 0 <
h < n, for some n > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
M =>'é+1 x
Since n + 1 > 0, there exists y € V* and p € P such that
Si =26y =>¢x[p]
and by the induction hypothesis, there is also a derivation
Si =5y

Lety = ajar---a4,a; € V, 1 < i < g, q = |y|. The following cases (i) and (ii)
cover all possible forms of p.
(i) Letp:A - u € Pcp,A € (NJUNcF), u € V*. Then,y = y1Ays and x = yjuys,
yi,y3 € V*. Lets = |y;| + L. Since we have (A — u, W) € P/, we can
construct a derivation

S1 =5y =g xp.o.pgl

such that p;: (A — u, W) and p;: (a; — a;,90) foralli € {1,--- ,q},i # s.

(11) Letp:AB — AC e Pcs,A (S] (Nl UNCF),B S Ncs, Ce NCF- Then,y = ylABy3
and x = y1ACy3, y1,y3 € V*. Let s = |yi| + 2. In this case, there is the
following derivation

S1= ¢ y1ABy3
éG,ylA(A,B, C)ys [ps: (B — (A,B,C), W)]
=V1AA,B,C, 1)y;  [ps:({A,B,C) — (A,B,C. 1),
W—{(A.B,C)})]
=>G,y1A(A,B, C,2)y; [ps: ({A,B,C,1) - (A,B, C,2),
{1 ()(A, B, C.j))]

:G/ylA(Ava Cvf(A)>y3 [ps: ((Ava Cvf(A) - 1) g
(Ava Cvf(A»s {f_l(f(A) - 1)
(A,B,C.f(A) —1)})]
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=V1A(A, B, C.f(A) + 1)y3 [ps: ((A, B, C.f(A)) —
(A.B.C.f(A) +1).0)]

= VIA(A,B.C.f(A) + 2)y3 [ps: (A, B.C.f(A) + 1) —>
(A.B.C.f(A) +2). {f~(f(A) + 1)
(A, B, C.f(4) + 1))

=VAAB,Com+ 1)y [ps:({A,B,C,m) — (A,B,C,m + 1),

=" (m)(A, B, C,m)})]
= V1ACy3 [ps:({(A,B,C,m+ 1) — C,
{(A,B,C.m+ 1)*})]

such that p;: (a; — a;,0) foralli € {1,...,q},i # s.
If. By induction on /& > 0, we prove that
Si :%/ X' implies S;=¢x

where X' € V*,x € V* and X' € y(x).

Basis. Let h = 0. The only x’ is S| because S| =, S;. Obviously, $; = S| and
S1 € y(S).

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that the claim holds for any derivation of length
0 <h <n,forsomen > 0.

Induction Hypothesis. Consider any derivation of the form
+1 ./
Sl :>ré/ X

Since n + 1 > 1, there exists y € V'* and a sequence of rules pi, ..., p, from P,
g = |X'|, such that

Si =&Y =g X [pi.....pg
Lety = ajay---a4, a; € V', 1 <i < g. By the induction hypothesis, we have
S1 =Gy
where y € V* such thaty’ € y(y).

From Claim 4.2.27, y" has one of the following forms (i), (ii), or (iii), described
next.

(1) Lety € V™ (see (I) in Claim 4.2.27). Inspect P’ to see that there are three
forms of rules rewriting symbols a; in y':
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(i.a) p;:(a; — a;, @) € P', a; € V. In this case,
—1 0o ,,—1
y (@) =gy (a)

@i.b) piz(a; — u;, W) € P’ such that a; — u; € Pcp. Since a; = y~'(a;),
u; =y~ '(w;) and a; — u; € P,

Yy @) =6y W) [ai — g

(i.c) pi(ai — (A,a;, C),W) € P',a; € Ncs, A € (N1 UNcr), C € Ncp. Since
y Na)) = y ' ({A, a;, C)), we have

y @) =8 v (A a4, C))
We see that for all g;, there exists a derivation
y @) =¢ v @)

for some h; € {0,1}, where z; € V'T, X = 2122 - - - Z4. Therefore, by
Claim 4.2.28, we can construct

Si =5y =>6x
where 0 < r < g,x = y~1(¥)).

(i) Lety € (VU Wy)* and #w,(y') > 0 (see (II)). At this point, the following two
forms of rules can be used to rewrite a; in y'—(ii.a) or (ii.b).

(ii.a) pi:(a; — a;,¥) € P',a; € V. As in case (i.a),
Y Nai) =6y (@)
(ii.b) pi:((A,B,C) — (A,B,C,1),W — {{A,B,C)}), a; = (A,B,C) € Wy,
A € (Nl U NCF)7 B € Ncs, C € NCF- Since ]/_1(<A,B, C)) =
v~ ((A,B,C, 1)),
v ((A,B,C)) =5y ((A.B.C. 1)
Thus, there exists a derivation
S1=ry=tx

where x =y~ (x).
(iii) Lety € (VU {{A,B,C.)})*, #{a5.c,;(') > 0, and

sub() N {f ' (k)(A.B.C.j) | 1 <k <j, k #f(A)} =0
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where (A,B, C,J) S Ws,A (S] (Nl UNCF),B (S] Ncs, C e NCF7 1 fj <m-+ 1
(see (IID)). By the inspection of P’, the following four forms of rules can be
used to rewrite y’ to x':

(iii.a) pi: (@i — a;,9),a; € V,

(iii.b) pi({(A,B,C.j) — (A,B,C.j+ 1),{fT'()AB.C)}), 1 < j < m,
J# fA);

(iii.c) pi: ((A, B, C.f(A)) — (A,B,C.f(A) + 1),0);

(iii.d) pi: ((A,B,C,m+ 1) — C,{(A,B,C,m + 1)*}).

Let I <j < m. G’ canrewrite such y" using only the rules (iii.a) through (iii.c).

Since y~'((A,B,C.j)) = y~'({(A,B.C.j + 1)) and y~'(@) = y~'(a)), by
analogy with (ii), we obtain

Si=Ey=0x

such that x = y~!(x').

Letj = m+1. In this case, only the rules (iii.a) and (iii.d) can be used. Since
#a.8.c,)3(0") > 0, there is at least one occurrence of (A,B,C,m + 1) in y/,
and by the forbidding condition of the rule (iii.d), (A, B, C,m + 1)2 & sub(y').
Observe that forj = m + 1,

U K)(A,B,Com+ 1) | 1 <k <j, k #f(A)}
={X(A,B,C.m+1) | X €V, X #A}

and thus
sub(y) N {X(A,B,.C.m+1) | X eV, X#A} =0

According to Claim 4.2.26, (A, B, C,m + 1) has always a left neighbor in y’.
As a result, the left neighbor of every occurrence of (A,B,C,m + 1) is A.
Therefore, we can express y', y, and x’ as follows:

yl = ylA(AsBs C,m+ 1)y2A(Ava C,m+ 1))’3)’rA(Ava C,m+ 1>yr+l

y =y 'O00ABy T (0)ABy T (y3) -y T 0)ABY T (1)
x' = y1ACy,ACy3 - - - y,ACyr 11

where r > 1,y, € V*,1 < s < r + 1. Since we have p: AB — AC € P, there
is a derivation

S1 =&y ODABy T (y2)ABy T (33) -y T (0)ABY T (1)
=67 ' ODACY T (2)ABY T (v3) -y T 0)ABY T (1) [
=67 ' ODACY T (02)ACY T (y3) -y T () ABY T (1) [P

=6V ODACY T (2)ACY T (3) -y T ODACY T 1) [P
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where

Yy ODACY T (3)ACY T (3) -y T OACY i) = 7T () =x

Since cases (i), (ii), and (iii) cover all possible forms of y’, we have completed the
induction and established Claim 4.2.29. O

The equivalence of G and G’ follows from Claim 4.2.29. Indeed, observe that by
the definition of y, we have y(a) = {a} for all a € T. Therefore, by Claim 4.2.29,
we have for any x € T*,

Si=Zx ifandonlyif S;=%x
Thus, L(G) = L(G’), and the lemma holds. O
Theorem 4.2.30. CS = F-EPOL(2) = F-EPTOL(2) = F-EPOL = F-EPTOL

Proof. By Lemma 4.2.24, CS € F-EPOL(2) € F-EPTOL(2) € F-EPTOL.
From Lemma 4.2.5 and the definition of F-ETOL grammars, F-EPTOL(s) <
F-EPTOL C C-EPTOL < CS for any s > 0. Moreover, F-EPOL(s) C
F-EPOL C F-EPTOL. Thus, CS = F-EPOL(2) = F-EPTOL(2) = F-EPOL =
F-EPTOL, and the theorem holds. O

Return to the proof of Lemma 4.2.24. Observe the form of the rules in the F-EPOL
grammar G’. This observation gives rise to the next corollary.

Corollary 4.2.31. Every context-sensitive language can be generated by an F-
EPOL grammar G = (V, T, P, S) of degree 2 such that every rule from P has
one of the following forms

(i) (a—>a,0),acV;
(ii) X > x,F),XeV-T,|x| €{l,2}, max-len(F) = 1;
(iii) (X - Y, {z}),X,Y eV ~T,z€ V2 O
Next, we demonstrate that the family of recursively enumerable languages is
generated by the forbidding EOL grammars of degree 2.
Lemma 4.2.32. RE € F-E(OL(2)

Proof. Let L be a recursively enumerable language generated by a phrase-structure
grammar

G=(V.T.P.S)
having the form defined in Theorem 3.1.7, where

V. =NcrUNcsUT
PCS = {AB—>AC€P|A,C€NCF,B€Ncs}
Pcr = P—Pcs

Let $ be a new symbol and m be the cardinality of V U {$}. Furthermore, let f be an
arbitrary bijection from V U {$} onto {1, ...,m}, and let ! be the inverse of f.
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Define the F-EOL grammar
G = (V.T.P.S)
of degree 2 as follows:

Wo = {(A,B.C) | AB— AC € P}

Ws = {{A,B.C.j) | AB—>AC € P,1 <j < m)}
W = WoU Ws

Vi =VUWul{s,s$}

where A,C € Ncp,B € Ncs, and V, Wy, Ws, and {S’,$} are pairwise disjoint
alphabets. The set of rules P’ is constructed by performing (1) through (4), given
next.

(1) Add (8" — $5.0), 3 —>$, P and ($ > &,V —T—{$}) to P

(2) Forall X € V, add (X — X, @) to P'.

(3) ForallA — u € Pcr,A € Nep, u € {e}UNesUTU(U, Niyp), add (A — u, W)
to P'.

(4) If AB — AC € Pcs, A, C € Ncr, B € Ncs, then add the following rules into P'.

(4.2) (B — (A,B,C),W);

(4.b) ((A,B,C) — (A,B,C,1),W — {{A,B,C)});

(4.c) ((A,B,C.j) = (A,B,C.j+ 1).{f'(){A,B,C,j)}) forall 1 <j < m
such that f(A) # J;

(4.d) ((A,B,C,f(A)) — (A,B,C.f(A) + 1),0);

(4e) ((A,B,C.m+1) > C,{{A,B,C,m + 1)*}).

Let us only give a gist of the reason why L(G) = L(G’). The construction above
resembles the construction in Lemma 4.2.24 very much. Indeed, to simulate the non-
context-free rules AB — AC in F-EOL grammars, we use the same technique as in
F-EPOL grammars from Lemma 4.2.24. We only need to guarantee that no sentential
form begins with a symbol from N¢s. This is solved by an auxiliary nonterminal $
in the definition of G’. The symbol is always generated in the first derivation step
by (8" — $5, 0) (see (1) in the definition of P’). After that, it appears as the leftmost
symbol of all sentential forms containing some nonterminals. The only rule that can
erase itis ($ — &, V' — T — {$}).

Therefore, by analogy with the technique used in Lemma 4.2.24, we can establish

S=¢x ifandonlyif §'=g$x

such that x € V*, X' € (V' — {5, $})*, ¥ € y(x), where y is a finite substitution
from V* into (V' — {S’, $})* defined as

y(X) = {X}U{{A.X.C) | (A, X, C) € Wo}
U{AX.CJ)| AX.CjHleWsl<j<m+1}

forall X € V, A, C € N¢r. The details are left to the reader.
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As in Lemma 4.2.24, we have y(a) = {a} for all a € T; hence, for all x € T*,

S=>¢x ifandonlyif S'=7 $x

Since
$x =5 x[$— eV =T—{$})]
we obtain
S=&x ifandonlyif S§'=7}x
Consequently, L(G) = L(G'); thus, RE C F-EO0L(2). |

Theorem 4.2.33. RE = F-EOL(2) = F-ETOL(2) = F-EOL = F-ETOL

Proof. By Lemma 4.2.32, we have RE C F-EOL(2) € F-ETOL(2) € F-ETOL.
From Lemma 4.2.10, it follows that F- ETOL(s) € F-ETOL € C-ETOL C RE,
for any s > 0. Thus, RE = F-EOL(2) = F-ETOL(2) = F-EOL = F-ETOL, so
the theorem holds. ]

By analogy with Corollary 4.2.31, we obtain the following normal form.

Corollary 4.2.34. Every recursively enumerable language can be generated by an
F-EOL grammar G = (V, T, P, S) of degree 2 such that every rule from P has one
of the following forms

(i) (@a—>a,0),acV;
(ii) X —>x,F),XeV-T,|x| <2, F # @, and max-len(F) = 1;
(iii) (X =Y, {2}, X,Y eV -T,ze V2 O

Moreover, we obtain the following relations between F-ETOL language families.

Corollary 4.2.35.

CF
C
F-EPOL(0) = F-EOL(0) = EPOL = EOL
C
F-EPOL(1) = F-EPTOL(1) = F-EOL(1) = F-ETOL(1)
= F-EPTOL(0) = F-ETO0L(0) = EPTOL = ETOL
C
F-EPOL(2) = F-EPTOL(2) = F-EPOL = F-EPTOL = CS
C
F-EOL(2) = F-ETOL(2) = F-EOL = F-ETOL = RE

Proof. This corollary follows from Theorems 4.2.14,4.2.22,4.2.30,and 4.2.33. O
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4.2.3 Simple Semi-Conditional ETOL Grammars

Simple semi-conditional ETOL grammars represent another variant of context-
conditional ETOL grammars with restricted sets of context conditions. By analogy
with sequential simple semi-conditional grammars (see Sect. 3.1.6), these grammars
are context-conditional ETOL grammars in which every rule contains no more
than one context condition. This section defines them, establishes their power and
reduces their degree.

Definitions

In this section, we define simple semi-conditional ETOL grammars.

Definition 4.2.36. Let G = (V,T,Py,...,P,,S) be a context-conditional ETOL
grammar, for some ¢ > 1. If for all p: (@ — x, Per, For) € P;foreveryi =1,...,t
holds that card(Per) + card(For) < 1, G is said to be a simple semi-conditional
ETOL grammar (SSC-ETOL grammar for short). If G is a propagating SSC-ETOL
grammar, then G is called an SSC-EPTOL grammar. If t = 1, then G is called an
SSC-EOL grammar; if, in addition, G is a propagating SSC-EOL grammar, G is said
to be an SSC-EPOL grammar. O

Let G = (V,T,Py,...,P;,S) be an SSC-ETOL grammar of degree (r,s). By
analogy with ssc-grammars (see Sect. 3.1.6), in each rule (¢ — x, Per, For) € P;,
i = 1,...,t, we omit braces and instead of @, we write 0. For example, we write
(a — x, EF,0) instead of (a — x, {EF}, 0).

Let SSC-EPTOL(r, s), SSC - ETOL(r, s), SSC - EPOL(r, 5), and SSC - EOL(r, )
denote the families of languages generated by SSC-EPTOL, SSC-ETOL, SSC-EPOL,
and SSC-EOL grammars of degree (r,s), respectively. Furthermore, the families
of languages generated by SSC-EPTOL, SSC-ETOL, SSC-EPOL, and SSC-EOL
grammars of any degree are denoted by SSC - EPTOL, SSC - ETOL, SSC - EPOL,
and SSC - EOL, respectively. Moreover, set

[o,<lNe )

SSC-EPTOL = |_J(_JSSC-EPTOL(r. s)
r=0s5=0

oo 0
SSC-ETOL = (_J|_JSSC-ETOL(r.s)
r=0s5=0

[e.elNe o]
SSC-EPOL = |_J_JSSC-EPOL(r.s)

r=0s=0

oo o0

SSC-EOL = _J|_JSSC-EOL(r.s)

r=0s5=0
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Generative Power and Reduction

Next, let us investigate the generative power of SSC-ETOL grammars. The following
lemma proves that every recursively enumerable language can be defined by an
SSC-EOL grammar of degree (1, 2).

Lemma 4.2.37. RE C SSC-E0L(1,2)
Proof. Let

G = (Ncr UNcs UT,T,P,S)

be a phrase-structure grammar of the form of Theorem 3.1.7. Then, let V =
Ncr UN¢s UT and m be the cardinality of V. Let f be an arbitrary bijection from V
to {1,...,m}, and ! be the inverse of f. Set

M= (# U
{(A,B,C) |AB—>AC€P,A,C€NCF,B ENcs} U
{(A,B,C.i) | AB— AC € P,A,C € Ncp.B € Nes, 1 <i<m+2}

and
W = {[A,B,C] | AB— AC € P,A,C € N¢r, B € Ncs}
Next, construct an SSC-EOL grammar of degree (1, 2)
G = (V.T.P.Y)
where
V=VUMUWU{s}

Without any loss of generality, we assume that V, M, W, and {S’} are pairwise
disjoint. The set of rules P’ is constructed by performing (1) through (5), given next.

(1) Add (8’ — #S,0,0)to P'.
(2) Forall A —x € P,A € Ncp,x € {e} UN¢cs U TUN%F, add (A — x,#,0) to P'.
(3) Forevery AB — AC € P, A, C € N¢r, B € Ncs, add the following rules to P’/

(3.2) (# — (A, B, C),0,0);

(3.b) (B— [A,B.C],(A,B,C),0);

(3.c) ((A,B,C) — (A,B,C,1),0,0);

(3.d) ([A,B,C] — [A,B.C].0,(A,B,C,m+2));

(3.¢) ((A,B,C.i) — (A,B.C,i + 1),0,f7'()[A,B,C]) forall 1 < i < m,
i # f(A);

(3.0 ((A,B,C.f(A)) — (A,B,C.f(A) + 1),0,0);

(3.2) ((A,B.C.m+1) — (A,B,C.m+2),0,[A, B, C]);
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(3.h) ((A,B,C,m+2) — #,0, (A, B, C,m + 2)[A, B, C]);
(3.) ([A,B.C] — C,{A,B,C,m +2),0).

(4) Forall X € V,add (X — X,0,0) to P'.
(5) Add (# — #,0,0) and (# — £,0,0) to P'.

Let us explain how G’ works. During the simulation of a derivation in G, every
sentential form starts with an auxiliary symbol from M, called the master. This
symbol determines the current simulation mode and controls the next derivation
step. Initially, the master is set to # (see (1) in the definition of P’). In this mode,
G’ simulates context-free rules (see (2)); notice that symbols from V can always
be rewritten to themselves by (4). To start the simulation of a non-context-free rule
of the form AB — AC, G’ rewrites the master to (A, B, C). In the following step,
chosen occurrences of B are rewritten to [A, B, C|; no other rules can be used except
rules introduced in (4). At the same time, the master is rewritten to (A, B, C, i) with
i = 1 (see (3.c)). Then, i is repeatedly incremented by one until i is greater than the
cardinality of V (see rules (3.e) and (3.f)). Simultaneously, the master’s conditions
make sure that for every i such that f ' (i) # A, nof~! (i) appears as the left neighbor
of any occurrence of [A, B, C]. Finally, G’ checks that there are no two adjoining
[A, B, C] (see (3.g)) and that [A, B, C] does not appear as the right neighbor of the
master (see (3.h)). At this point, the left neighbors of [A, B, C] are necessarily equal
to A and every occurrence of [A, B, C] is rewritten to C. In the same derivation step,
the master is rewritten to #.

Observe that in every derivation step, the master allows G’ to use only a subset of
rules according to the current mode. Indeed, it is not possible to combine context-
free and non-context-free simulation modes. Furthermore, no two different non-
context-free rules can be simulated at the same time. The simulation ends when # is
erased by (# — ¢, 0, 0). After this erasure, no other rule can be used.

The following three claims demonstrate some important properties of derivations
in G’ to establish L(G) = L(G').

Claim 4.2.38. S' ={, w' implies that w € M(V U W)* orw' € (V U W)*.
Furthermore, if w € M(V U W)*, every v’ such that S’ :>g/ v'=7,w belongs
to M(V U W)* as well.

Proof. When deriving w', G’ first rewrites S’ to #S by using (S' — #S5, 0, 0), where
# € M and S € V. Next, inspect P’ to see that every symbol from M is always
rewritten to a symbol belonging to M or, in the case of #, erased by (# — ¢,0,0).
Moreover, there are no rules generating new occurrences of symbols from (M U
{S8’}). Thus, all sentential forms derived from S’ belong either to M(V U W)* or
to (V U W)*. In addition, if a sentential form belongs to M(V U W)*, all previous
sentential forms (except for §’) are also from M(V U W)*. O

Claim 4.2.39. Every successful derivation in G’ is of the form
S =g #S =Lt =5 W =W

where v’ € V*,w' € T*.
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Proof. From Claim 4.2.38 and its proof, every successful derivation has the
form

S =g #S =4 # =5 vV=5w
where u/, v’ € (VU W)*, w' € T*. This claim shows that
#i' =g V=00
implies that ' € V* and v = w'. Consider
#i' =g V=00

where u’, v’ € (VUW)*,w' € T*. Assume that &’ contains a nonterminal [A, B, C] €
W. There are two rules rewriting [A, B, C]:

p1:([A,B,C] — [A,B,C],0,{A,B,C,m + 2))
and
p2:([A,B,C] — C,{A,B,C,m +2),0)

Because of its permitting condition, p, cannot be applied during #u' =, v'. If
[A, B, C] is rewritten by p;—that is, [A,B,C] € alph(v')—I[A, B, C] necessarily
occurs in all sentential forms derived from v’. Thus, no «’ containing a nonterminal
from W results in a terminal string; hence, ' € V*. By analogical considerations,
establish that also v’ € V*. Next, assume that v’ contains some A € N¢r or B € N¢s.
The first one can be rewritten by (A — z,#,0), z € V*, and the second one by
(B — [A,B,C],{A,B,(C),0), [A,B,C] € W, (A,B,C) € M. In both cases, the
permitting condition forbids an application of the rule. Consequently, v’ € T*. It is
sufficient to show that v = w’. Indeed, every rule rewriting a terminal is of the form
(a = a,0,0),aeT. ]

Claim 4.2.40. LetS' =, Zx',Z € M, x' € (VU W)*, n > 1. Then, Zx' has one of
the following forms

() Z=#x cV*:
() Z=(A,B,C),x € V*, forsome A, C € N¢cp, B € N¢g;
() Z = (A,B,C,i),x¥ € (VU{A,B,CI)*, 1 <i<m+ 1,and {f~'()[A, B, C]|
1 <j<i j#f(A)}Nsub(x') = @ for some A, C € N¢cp, B € Ncg;
(IV) Z = (A.B,C.m + 2), ¥ € (VU{A,B,CI)* {X[A.B.C] | X € V, X #
A} Nsub(x’) = @, and [A, B, C]* ¢ sub(x’) for some A, C € N¢f, B € Ncs.

Proof. This claim is proved by inductionon 2 > 1.

Basis. Let h = 1. Then, ' = o #S, where #S is of type (I).
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Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that the claim holds for all derivations of length
1 <h<n,forsomen > 1.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S =t o

where Q € M, x' € (VU W)*. Since n + 1 > 2, by Claim 4.2.38, there exists
Zy' € M(V U W)* and a sequence of rules po, p1., . ..,p,, Wherep; € P/,0 <i <g,
g = |y’|, such that

S =% 2y =6 0x [po.pi,-...pgl

Let y = ajay---ay, where q; € (VU W) for all i = 1,...,q. By the
induction hypothesis, the following cases (i) through (iv) cover all possible forms
of Zy'.

(1) LetZ = #andy’ € V* (form (I)). According to the definition of P’, py is either
(#— (A,B,(C),0,0),A,C € Ncp, B € N¢gg, or (# — #,0,0), or (# — ¢,0,0),
and every p; is either of the form (a; — z,#,0), z € {e} U Ncs U T U N2,
or (a; — a;,0,0). Obviously, y is always rewritten to a string X' € V*. If #
is rewritten to (A, B, C), we get (A, B, C)x’ that is of form (I). If # remains
unchanged, #x’ is of type (I). In case that # is erased, the resulting sentential
form does not belong to M(V U W)* required by this claim (which also holds
for all strings derived from x’ (see Claim 4.2.38)).

(i) Let Z = (A,B,C), y' € V*, for some A,C € N¢r, B € N¢g (form (I)).
In this case, po: ((A,B,C) — (A,B,C,1),0,0) and every p; is either (¢; —
[A,B,C],{A,B,C),0) or (a; — a;,0,0) (see the definition of P’). It is easy to
see that (A, B, C, 1)x’ belongs to (IIT).

(iii) LetZ = (A, B, C.j),y € (VU{[A, B, C]})*, and y’ satisfies

' ®[A.B.CI 1 <k <j, k#f(A)}Nsub()(y) =0
1 <j < m+1, for some A,C € Ncr, B € N¢s (form (III)). The only
rules rewriting symbols from y’ are (a¢; — a;,0,0), a; € V, and ([A, B, C] —

[A,B,C],0,(A,B,C,m + 2)); thus, y' is rewritten to itself. By the inspection
of P’, py can be of the following three forms.

(a) Ifj #f(A)andj <m+ 1,
po = ((A,B,C.j) > (A,B,C.j+1),0,f ' ()[A, B, C))
Clearly, po can be used only when £~ (j)[A, B, C] & sub(Zy’). As

T (DAB.Cl 1 <k <j, k#f(A)}Nsub()(y') =0
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it also

' WIAB.Cl |1 <k <j. k#f(A)} Nsub()(y) =@

Since (A, B, C,j) is rewritten to (A, B, C,j+ 1) and y’ is unchanged, we get
(A,B,C,j+ 1)y’ with

U RABCl 1 <k<j+1 k#fA)}Nsub()(y) =0

which is of form (III).
(b) Ifj = f(A),

po = ({A, B, C.f(4)) — (A, B,C.f(A) + 1),0,0)
As before, QX' = (A, B, C,j + 1)y’ Moreover, because
VI ®IAB.Cl| 1 <k <j, k#f(A)f Nsub()(y') = @
andj = f(A),
' WABCl 1 <k<j+1 k#fA)}Nsub()(x) =0

Consequently, Ox’ belongs to (IIT) as well.
) Ifj=m+1,

po= ({A,B,C,m+ 1) — (A,B,C,m +2),0,[A, B, C]")

Then, Ox' = (A,B,C,m + 2)y’. The application of py implies that
[A, B, C]* ¢ sub(x'). In addition, observe that for j = m + 1,

(U K)A.B.Cl | 1 <k <j, k #f(A)}
={X[A,B,C] | X eV, X #A}

Hence,
{X[A,B.C] | X €V, X #A} Nsub()(x') =0

As aresult, Qx’ is of form (IV).
(iv) LetZ = (A,B,C,m +2),y € (VU {[A, B, C]))*, [A, B, C]* & sub(y/), and

{X[A,B.C] | X €V, X # A} Nsub()(y) = 0
for some A, C € Ncr, B € N¢s (form (IV)). Inspect P’ to see that

Po = ((A,B, C,m+2) —#,0,{(A,B,C,m+ 2)[A,B, C])
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and p; is either
(ai — a,-,0,0), a €V
or
([A,B.C] = C,{(A,B,C.m +2),0)

where 1 < i < g. According to the right-hand sides of these rules, Qx' €
{#}V*; that is, Qx’ belongs to (I).

In cases (i) through (iv), we have demonstrated that every sentential form obtained
in n + 1 derivation steps satisfies the statement of this claim. Therefore, we have
finished the induction step and established Claim 4.2.40. O

To prove the following claims, define the finite substitution y from V* into (V U
W)* as

y(X) = {X} U{[A.B.C] € W | A, C € Ncr, B € Ncs}

forall X € V. Let y~! be the inverse of y.

Claim4.2.41. Lety = ajay---aq, a; € (VU W)*, g = ||, and y~!(a)) :}(’;’
yL(x) for all i € {l,...,q} and some h; € {0,1}, x, € (V U W)*. Then,
Y1) =6y (&) such that X = x{xy - -x), h =Y hi,h < g.

Proof. Consider any derivation of the form
-1 [ -1
vy X) =y W)

Xe (VUW),ue (VUW)* 1€ {0,1}.Ifl =0,y '(X) = y~'(u). Let = 1.
Then, there surely exists a rule p: y ' (X) — y ' («) € P such that

-1 -1
Yy X)) =6y () p]
Return to the statement of this claim. We can construct this derivation

y N any a2 -y Nay) =5 v Dy @) -y ay)
=2y W)y W) -y ay)

he _ _
=d vy DY)y
where

YO =y @)y ay)
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and

y D)y T ) =y T X)) = TN
In such a derivation, each )/_1 (a;) is either left unchanged (if #; = 0) or rewritten
to y~!(x]) by the corresponding rule y~'(a;) — y~'(x}). Obviously, the length of
this derivationis Y 7, h;. O

Claim 4.2.42. S=7x if and only if S’:>§,Qx’, where y~1(¥') = x, 0 € M, x € V*,
X e (VUW)*.

Proof. The proof is divided into the only-if part and the if part.
Only If. By induction on & > 0, we show that

S =% x implies S =7 #x

where x € V*, h > 0. Clearly, y ! (x) = x.
Basis. Let h = 0. Then, S :>OG S.InG', 8" =, #S by using (§' — #S.0,0).

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length 0 <
h < n, for some n > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S :>'5H X
Asn+ 1> 1, there exists y € V* and p € P such that
S =6y =¢xlpl

Lety = ajar---ay, a; € Vioralll < i < g, where ¢ = |y|. By the induction
hypothesis,

s’ :>2;', #y

The following cases investigate all possible forms of p.

() Let p:A — z, A € Ncr, z € {e} UNgg U T U NZ.. Then, y = yjAys and
X = y12y3, y1,¥3 € V*. Let [ = |y;| + 1. In this case, we can construct

s :g, #y =5 #x [po.p1,....pgl

such that po: (# — #,0,0), pi:(A — z,#,0), and p;: (a; — a;,0,0) for all
I1<i<gq,i#l
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(i) Letp:AB — AC,A,C € Ncr, B € Ncs. Then, y = ylABy3 and x = ylACy3,
y1,y3 € V*. Letl = |y;| + 2. At this point, there exists the following derivation

S' =¢, #y1ABys
= (A, B, C)y1ABy;
= (A,B,C,1)y1A[A, B, Cly;
= (A, B, C,2)y1A[A, B, Cly;

:G’ (Ava Cvf(A»ylA[As Bs C]y'i
:G’ (Ava Cvf(A) + I)YIA[A, B7 C]yS

= (A,B,C,m+ 1)y1A[A, B, Clys
:>G’ (A,B, C,m+ Z)ylA[A,B, C]y3
= #1ACy;

If. The if part establishes that
s :>}(l;, Ox'  implies S=7x

where y (') = x, 0 € M, x' € (VU W)*, x € V*, h > 1. This claim is proved by
inductionon 2 > 1.

Basis. Assume that & = 1. Since the only rule that can rewrite S’ is (8’ — #85,0, 0),
S =, #S.Clearly, S =¢ Sand y~!(S) = S.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that the claim holds for any derivation of length
1 <h<n,forsomen > 1.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S =t ox
where Qx’ € M(VUW)*. Since n+ 1 > 2, by Claim 4.2.38, there exists a derivation
s’ :%', Zy' =5 OX [po.pi.....pg)

where Zy' € M(V U W)*, and p; € P’ foralli € {0,1,...,q}, ¢ = |)/|. By the
induction hypothesis, there is also a derivation

S=¢y

wherey € V*, y~!(y/) = y. Lety = aja,---a,. Claim 4.2.40 says that Zy' has one
of the following forms.
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(1) Let Z = # and y € V*. Then, there are the following two forms of rules

(i)

(iii)

rewriting a; in y’.

(i.a) Let (a¢; — a;,0,0), a; € V. In this case,
v~ Ha) =5 v @)
(i.b) Let (@ — x;,#,0), x; € {&} UNcs U T U N%. Since a; = vy~ (),
xi =y~ '(x;) and a; — x; € P,
v Na) =6 v () 4 — xi]
We see that for all a;, there exists a derivation
y @) =¢ v )

for some h; € {0,1}, where x; € V*, ¥ = xyx;---x, Therefore, by
Claim 4.2.41, we can construct

S'=kEy=hx
where 0 < h < ¢, x = y~ ().

Let Z = (A,B,C),y € V*, for some A, C € Ncr, B € N¢s. At this point, the
following two forms of rules can be used to rewrite a; in y'.

(ii.a) Let (a; — a;,0,0),a; € V. As in case (i.a),
v Na) =6y (@)

(ii.b) Let (a; — [A,B,C].{A,B,C),0), a; = B. Since y"'([A,B.C]) =
y~1(B), we have

y @) =¢ vy~ ([A.B.C])
Thus, there exists the derivation

S=iy=2x, x =y (X))

LetZ = (A,B,C.j),y € (VU{[A, B, C]})*, and

(T 0IAB.Cl 1 <k <), k# F(A)} Nsub()() = 0

1 <j<m+1,forsomeA,C € Ncr, B € Ncs. Then, the only rules rewriting
symbols from y’ are

(ai — a,-,0,0), a €V
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(iv)
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and
([A,B.C] - [A,B,C],0,(A,B.C,m + 2))
Hence, x¥' = y'. Since we have
S=o v 0N =y
it also holds that y ! (x') = y.
LetZ = (A,B,C.m+2),y € (VU{[A,B,C]})*, [A.B.C]* & sub(y),
{X[A,B.C] | X €V, X # A} Nsub()(y) = 0
for some A, C € N¢r, B € N¢s. G’ rewrites (A, B, C, m + 2) by using

((A,B.C.m+2) — #,0,(A,B,C,m+ 2)[A, B, C])

which forbids (A, B, C,m+2)[A, B, C] as a substring of Zy’. As a result, the left
neighbor of every occurrence of [A, B, C]in (A, B, C, m+2)y is A. Inspect P’ to
see that g; can be rewritten either by (a; — a;,0,0),a; € V, orby ([A, B, C] —
C,(A,B,C,m+ 2),0). Therefore, we can express

Y = y1A[A, B, C]y2A[A, B, Clys - - - yiA[A, B, Clyi+1
Yy = y1AByABy3 -y, ABy 41
X' = y1]ACy,ACy3 -y ACy4

where [ > 0, y; € V*, 1 <k <[+ 1. Since we have p: AB — AC € P, there is
a derivation

S =5 y1ABYABy3 - - yiABy 11
=6 VIACY2ABy; -+ y/ABy 11 [p]
=6 VIACYACy; -+ yiABy41 [p]

= VIACYACy3 - -y ACy1+1 [p]

Since cases (i) through (iv) cover all possible forms of y’, we have completed the
induction and established Claim 4.2.42. O

Let us finish the proof of Lemma 4.2.37. Consider any derivation of the form

S=ew, weT*

From Claim 4.2.42, it follows that

S =L #w
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because y(a) = {a} for every a € T. Then, as shown in Claim 4.2.39,
S =h#w=gw
and hence,
S=fw implies S§'=%w

for all w € T*. To prove the converse implication, consider a successful derivation
of the form

S = Hu =g waEw
u € V*,w e T* (see Claim 4.2.39). Observe that by the definition of P/, for every
S =sE#u=gw
there also exists a derivation
S =k #u=EHw=gw
Then, according to Claim 4.2.42, S=7w. Consequently, we get for every w € T,
S=¢w ifandonlyif S'=Fw

Therefore, L(G) = L(G). O
Lemma 4.2.43. SSC-ETOL(r,s) € RE forany r,s > 0.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2.10, C-ETOL C RE. Since SSC-ETOL(r,s) € C-ETOL
for all r,s > 0 (see Definition 4.2.36), SSC - ETOL(r,s) C RE for all r,s > 0 as
well. O

Inclusions established in Lemmas 4.2.37 and 4.2.43 imply the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2.44.
SSC-EOL(1,2) = SSC-ETO0L(1,2) = SSC-EOL = SSC-ETOL = RE

Proof. From Lemmas 4.2.37 and 4.2.43, we have that RE € SSC-E0L(1,?2)
and SSC-ETOL(r,s) € RE for any r,s > 0. By the definitions it holds that
SSC-EOL(1,2) € SSC-ETOL(1,2) < SSC-ETOL and SSC-EOL(1,2) <
SSC-EOL < SSC-ETOL. Hence, SSC-EOL(1,2) = SSC-ETO0L(1,2)
SSC-E(OL = SSC-ETOL = RE.

O

Next, let us investigate the generative power of propagating SSC-ETOL
grammars.
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Lemma 4.2.45. CS C SSC-EPOL(1,2)

Proof. We can base this proof on the same technique as in Lemma 4.2.37. However,
we have to make sure that the construction produces no erasing rules. This requires
some modifications of the original algorithm; in particular, we have to eliminate the
rule (# — ¢,0,0).

Let L be a context-sensitive language generated by a context-sensitive grammar

G=(V.T.P.S)
of the normal form of Theorem 3.1.6, where
V=NcrUNcUT

Let m be the cardinality of V. Define a bijection f from V to {1,...,m}. Letf~! be
the inverse of f. Set

M={{#]|X)|XeVU
{{A,B,C|X)|AB—ACeP, XecV}U
{{A,B,C,i|X)|AB—>ACeP, 1<i<m+2, XeV)}
W = {[A,B,C,X] | AB— AC € P, X € V}, and
V=VUMUW

where V, M, and W are pairwise disjoint. Then, construct the SSC-EPOL grammar
of degree (1,2),

G =(V.T.P. (#]5))

with the set of rules P’ constructed by performing (1) through (4), given next.
(1) Forall A - x € P,A € Ncp,x € T U Ncs UNZ,

(l.a) forall X € V,add (A — x, (# | X),0) to P';
(1.b) if x € T U N¢g, add ((# | A) — (#|x),0,0) to P';
(l.c) if x =YZ,YZ € N%, add ((# | A) — (#| Y)Z,0,0) to P'.

(2) For all X € V and for every AB — AC € P, A, C € N¢f, B € N¢s, extend P’ by
adding

(2.a) ((#|X) - (A,B,C| X),0,0);

(2.b) (B— [A,B,C,X],{A,B,C | X),0);

(2.c) ((A,B,C|X) — (A,B,C,1]X),0,0);

(2.d) ([A,B,C,X] — [A,B,C,X],0,(A,B,C,m + 2)X);

(2.e) ((A,B,C,i | X) = (A,B,C,i+ 1| X),0,f'()[A,B,C,X]) forall 1 <
i<m,i#f(A);

(2.5) ((A,B,C.f(A) | X) — (A,B,C.f(A) + 1] X),0,0)

2.2) ((A,B,C,m+1|X)— (A,B,C,m+2]|X),0,[A,B,C.X]*):
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2.h) ((A,B,C,m+2|X)— (#]X),0,0) forX = A,
({(A,B,Ccm+2 | X) »> (# ]| X),0,{(A,B,C,m+ 2 | X)[A,B,C,X])
otherwise;

(2.1) ([A,B,C,X] — C,{A,B,C,m+ 2| X),0).

(3) Forall X € V,add (X — X,0,0) to P'.
(4) Forall X € V,add ({(# | X) — (#| X),0,0)and ({(# | X) - X,0,0) to P'.

Consider the construction above and the construction used in the proof of
Lemma 4.2.37. Observe that the present construction does not attach the master as
an extra symbol before sentential forms. Instead, the master is incorporated with its
right neighbor into one composite symbol. For example, if G generates AabCadd,
the corresponding sentential form in G’ is (# | A)abCadd, where (# | A) is one
symbol. At this point, we need no rule erasing #; the master is simply rewritten
to the symbol with which it is incorporated (see rules of (4)). In addition, this
modification involves some changes to the algorithm: First, G’ can rewrite symbols
incorporated with the master (see rules of (1.b) and (1.c)). Second, conditions of
the rules depending on the master refer to the composite symbols. Finally, G’ can
make context-sensitive rewriting of the composite master’s right neighbor (see rules
of (2.h)). For instance, if

ABadC = ; ACadC [AB — AC]
in G, G’ derives
(#| A)BadC =}, (#| A)CadC

Based on the observations above, the reader can surely establish L(G) = L(G’)
by analogy with the proof of Lemma 4.2.37. Thus, the fully rigorous version of this
proof is omitted. O

Lemma 4.2.46. SSC-EPTOL(r,s) € CS, forall r,s > 0.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2.5, C-EPTOL(r,s) < CS, for any r > 0, s > 0.
Since every SSC-EPTOL grammar is a special case of a C-EPTOL grammar (see
Definition 4.2.36), we obtain SSC - EPTOL(r, s) € CS, forall r,s > 0. |

Theorem 4.2.47.
CS = SSC-EPOL(1,2) = SSC-EPTO0L(1,2) = SSC-EPOL = SSC - EPTOL

Proof. By Lemma 4.2.45, we have CS € SSC-EPOL(1,2). Lemma 4.2.46 says
that SSC - EPTOL(r, s) € CS for all r, s > 0. From the definitions, it follows that
SSC-EPOL(1,2) C SSC-EPTOL(1,2) € SSC-EPTOL and SSC-EPOL(1,2) C
SSC-EPOL C SSC-EPTOL. Hence, we have the identity SSC - EPOL(1,2) =
SSC-EPTOL(1,2) = SSC-EPOL = SSC-EPTOL = CS, so the theorem
holds. ]
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The following corollary summarizes the established relations between the lan-
guage families generated by SSC-ETOL grammars.

Corollary 4.2.48.
CF
C
SSC-EPOL(0,0) = SSC-EOL(0,0) = EPOL = EOL
C
SSC-EPTOL(0,0) = SSC-ETO0L(0,0) = EPTOL = ETOL
C
SSC-EPOL(1,2) = SSC-EPTOL(1,2) = SSC-EPOL = SSC-EPTOL = CS
C

SSC-EOL(1,2) = SSC-ETOL(1,2) = SSC-EOL = SSC-ETOL = RE O

Open Problem 4.2.49. Notice that Corollary 4.2.48 does not include some related
language families. For instance, it contains no language families generated by SSC-
ETOL grammars with degrees (1,1), (1,0), and (0, 1). What is their generative
power? What is the generative power of SSC-ETOL grammars of degree (2,1)?
Are they as powerful as SSC-ETOL grammars of degree (1, 2)?

4.2.4 Left Random Context ETOL Grammars

As their name indicates, left random context ETOL grammars (LRC-ETOL grammars
for short) represent another variant of context-conditional ETOL grammars. In this
variant, a set of permitting symbols and a set of forbidding symbols are attached to
each of their rules, just like in random context grammars (see Sect. 3.1.3). A rule
like this can rewrite a symbol if each of its permitting symbols occurs to the left
of the rewritten symbol in the current sentential form while each of its forbidding
symbols does not occur there. LRC-ETOL grammars represent the principal subject
of this section.

In the present section, we demonstrate that LRC-ETOL grammars are computa-
tionally complete—that is, they characterize the family of recursively enumerable
languages (see Theorem 4.2.60). In fact, we prove that the family of recursively
enumerable languages is characterized even by LRC-ETOL grammars with a
limited number of nonterminals (see Theorem 4.2.62). We also demonstrate how to
characterize the family of context-sensitive languages by these grammars without
erasing rules (see Theorem 4.2.59).

In addition, we study a variety of special cases of LRC-ETOL grammars. First,
we introduce left random context EOL grammars (LRC-EOL grammars for short),
which represent LRC-ETOL grammars with a single set of rules. We prove that
the above characterizations hold in terms of LRC-EOL grammars as well. Second,
we introduce left permitting EOL grammars (LP-EOL grammars for short), which
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represent LRC-EOL grammars where each rule has only a set of permitting symbols.
Analogously, we define left forbidding EOL grammars (LF-EOL grammars for short)
as LRC-EOL grammars where each rule has only a set of forbidding symbols. We
demonstrate that LP-EOL grammars are more powerful than ordinary EOL grammars
and that LF-EOL grammars are at least as powerful as ordinary ETOL grammars.

Definitions and Examples

In this section, we define LRC-ETOL grammars and their variants. In addition, we
illustrate them by examples.

Definition 4.2.50. A left random context ETOL grammar (a LRC-ETOL grammar
for short) is an (n + 3)-tuple

G=(V.T,P1.Ps,....Pyw)

where V, T, and w are defined as in an ETOL grammar, N = V — T is the alphabet
of nonterminals, and P; C V x V* x 2V x 2V is a finite relation, forall i, | <i <n,
for some n > 1. By analogy with phrase-structure grammars, elements of P; are
called rules and instead of (X,y, U, W) € P;, we write (X — y, U, W) throughout
this section. The direct derivation relation over V*, symbolically denoted by =g,
is defined as follows:

U=gv
if and only if
e u=X1X2--Xzp, . Ui C alph(X1X2 .. 'Xi—l), and
S U=y i * alph(X; Xy - X;—) NW; =0,

* Xi =y, U, W) € Py,

foralli,1 <i <k, forsomek > 1andh < n.For (X — y,U,W) € P;, U and W
are called the left permitting context and the left forbidding context, respectively. Let
=% =% and = g denote the mth power of = ¢, for m > 0, the reflexive-transitive

closure of = ¢, and the transitive closure of = ¢, respectively. The language of G is
denoted by L(G) and defined as

LG) = {xeT" |w=}x} a

Definition 4.2.51. LetG = (V, T, Py, P2, ..., P,, w) be an LRC-ETOL grammar,
for some n > 1. If every (X — y,U,W) € P; satisfies that W = @, for all i,
1 < i < n, then G is a left permitting ETOL grammar (an LP-ETOL grammar for
short). If every (X — y, U, W) € P; satisfies that U = @, for all i, 1 <i < n, then G
is a left forbidding ETOL grammar (an LF-ETOL grammar for short). O
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By analogy with ETOL grammars (see their definition in Sect. 2.3.4), we define
LRC-EPTOL, LP-EPTOL, LF-EPTOL, LRC-EOL, LP-EOL, LF-EOL, LRC-EPOL, LP-
EPOL, and LF-EPOL grammars.

The language families that are generated by LRC-ETOL, LP-ETOL, LF-ETOL,
LRC-EPTOL, LP-EPTOL and LF-EPTOL grammars are denoted by LRC - ETOL,
LP-ETOL, LF-ETOL, LRC-EPTOL, LP-EPTOL, and LF - EPTOL, respec-
tively. The language families generated by LRC-EOL, LP-EOL, LF-EOL, LRC-
EPOL, LP-EPOL, and LF-EPOL grammars are denoted by LRC-EOL, LP - EOL,
LF - EOL, LRC - EPOL, LP - EPOL, and LF - EPOL, respectively.

Next, we illustrate the above-introduced notions by two examples.

Example 4.2.52. Consider K = {a"b"a™ | 1 < m < n}. This language is generated
by the LF-EPOL grammar

G = ({A.B.B'.a,a,b},{a,b}, P,ABA)

with P containing the following nine rules

(A — aA, 0, {a}) (a— a,9,0) (B' — bB', 0, {A})
(A — a,0,{a) (B — bB, 0, 0) (B' = b,0,{A})
(a@— a,0,{A}) (B — B',0,0) (b — b,9,0)

To rewrite A to a string not containing A, (A — a, @, {a}) has to be used. Since
the only rule which can rewrite a is (a — a, @, {A}), and the rules that can rewrite
A have a in their forbidding contexts, it is guaranteed that both As are rewritten to a
simultaneously; otherwise, the derivation is blocked. The rules (B' — bB’,@,{A})
and (B — b, @, {A}) are applicable only if there is no A to the left of B’. Therefore,
after these rules are applied, no more as can be generated. Consequently, we see that
for every string from L(G), there exists a derivation of the form

ABA =% a" ' Ab" Ba™ 1A
=6 am—labm—lB/am—la
:>g a"b"a™

with 1 < m < n. Hence, L(G) = K. |

Recall that K ¢ EOL (see page 268 in [RS97a]); however, K € LF-EPOL. As a
result, LF-EPOL grammars are more powerful than ordinary EOL grammars.

The next example shows how to generate K by an LP-EPOL grammar, which
implies that LP-EOL grammars have greater expressive power than EOL grammars.

Example 4.2.53. Consider the LRC-EPOL grammar

H = ({S.A,A",B,B'.a,a,b}.{a,b},P,S)
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with P containing the following fourteen rules

(S — ABA’, 0, 0) (A" — aA’,{A},0) (B — bB, @, 0)

(S — aB'a,0,9) (A" - a,{a}, 9) (B— bB',0,0)

(A—aA,0,0) (a—a,0,0) (B’ — bB',{a},0)

(A — aa,d,9d) (a—a,B,0) (B — b,0,{a},?)
(a—a,0,0) (b—b,0,0)

If the first applied rule is (S — aB'a, @, ), then the generated string of terminals
clearly belongs to K from Example 4.2.52. By using this rule, we can obtain a
string with only two as, which is impossible if (S — ABA’, @, @) is used instead.
Therefore, we assume that (S — ABA’, @, @) is applied as the first rule. Observe that
(A" — aA’,{A}, @) can be used only when there is A present to the left of A’ in the
current sentential form. Also, (A’—a, {a}, @) can be applied only after (A—aa, @, @)
is used. Finally, note that (B’—bB’, {a},?) and (B'—b, @, {a}, @) can be applied
only if there is a to the left of B’. Therefore, after these rules are used, no more as
can be generated. Consequently, we see that for every string from L(G) with more
than two as, there exists a derivation of the form

S =y ABA’
:>;1 am—ZAbm—ZBam—ZA/
=y am—labm—lB/am—lA/
:>;-I’— am—labn—lB/am—l[l
=y atba™

with 2 < m < n. Hence, L(H) = K. O

Generative Power and Reduction

In this section, we establish the generative power of LRC-ETOL grammars and their

special variants. More specifically, we prove that LRC - EPTOL = LRC - EPOL =

CS (Theorem 4.2.59), LRC-ETOL = LRC-EOL = RE (Theorem 4.2.60),

ETOL C LF - EPOL (Theorem 4.2.69), and EOL C LP - EPOL (Theorem 4.2.70).
First, we consider LRC-EPTOL and LRC-EPOL grammars.

Lemma 4.2.54. CS € LRC-EP(OL

Proof. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a context-sensitive grammar and let N = V — T.
Without any loss of generality, making use of Theorem 3.1.5, we assume that G is in
the Penttonen normal form. Next, we construct a LRC-EPOL grammar H such that
L(H) = L(G). Set

={A|AeN}
={A|AeN}
N =NUNUN

=2 =
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Without any loss of generality, we assume that N, N,N,and T are pairwise disjoint.
Construct

H=(V.T,P,S)

as follows. Initially, set V. = N’ U T and P’ = @. Perform (1) through (5), given
next.

(1) ForeachA — a € P, where A € Nanda € T, add (A — a, QJ,_N’) to P'.
(2) ForeachA — BC € P, where A,B,C € N, add (A — BC,8,NUN) to P'.
(3) ForeachAB — AC € P, where A,B,C € N,

(3.1) add (B— C.{A}L. NU(N—{A})) o P’y
(3.2) foreach D € N, add (D — D,{A,B},N —{A}) to P'.

(4) ForeachD € N, add (D — D, @, NUN), (D—)D,Q),NUN), (D—D,®,NU
N),and (D — D,3,NUN) to P'. .

(5) Foreacha € Tandeach D € N, add (a — a,@,N’) and (D — D,@%,N UN)
to P'.

Before proving that L(H) = L(G), let us give an insight into the construction.
The simulation of context-free rules of the form A — BC, where A,B,C € N, is
done by rules introduced in (2). Rules from (5) are used to rewrite all the remaining
symbols.

H simulates context-sensitive rules—that is, rules of the form AB — AC, where
A, B, C € N—as follows. First, it rewrites all nonterminals to the left of A to their
barred versions by rules from (4), A to A by (A — A0,NU IV) from (4), and all
the remaining symbols by passive rules from (5). Then, it rewrites B to C by (B —
C,{A}, NU(N—{A})) from (3.1), barred nonterminals to non-barred nonterminals by
rules from (4), A back to A by (12\ — A, 0,NUN ) from (4), all other nonterminals by
passive rules from (3.2), and all terminals by passive rules from (5). For example, for

abXYABZ =G abXYACZ
there is
abXYABZ =5y abXYABZ =y abXYACZ

Observe that if H makes an improper selection of the symbols rewritten to their
barred and hatted versions, like in AXB =g A}?B, then the derivation is blocked
because every rule of the form (D — D, ¥, NU N), where D € D, requires that there
are no hatted nonterminals to the left of D.

To prevent AAB =y AaB =y AaB =  AaC, rules simulating A — a, where
A € Nand a € T, introduced in (1), can be used only if there are no nonterminals
to the left of A. Therefore, a terminal can never appear between two nonterminals,
and so every sentential form generated by H is of the form x;x,, where x; € T* and
X, €N ™,
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To establish L(H) = L(G), we prove three claims. Claim 4.2.55 demonstrates
that every y € L(G) can be generated in two stages; first, only nonterminals
are generated, and then, all nonterminals are rewritten to terminals. Claim 4.2.56
shows how such derivations of every y € L(G) in G are simulated by H. Finally,
Claim 4.2.57 shows how derivations of H are simulated by G.

Claim 4.2.55. Lety € L(G). Then, in G, there exists a derivation S =% x ={ y,
where x € N, and during x =¢ ¥, only rules of the form A — a, where A € N and
a € T, are applied.

Proof. Lety € L(G). Since there are no rules in P with symbols from 7 on their
left-hand sides, we can always rearrange all the applications of the rules occurring
in § = y so the claim holds. O

Claim 4.2.56. If § :>g x, where x € NT, for some 4 > 0, then S =75 X
Proof. This claim is established by induction on & > 0.
Basis. For h = 0, this claim obviously holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that there exists n > 0 such that the claim holds for
all derivations of length 4, where 0 < h < n.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S :’Z;H w
where w € NT. Since n + 1 > 1, this derivation can be expressed as
S=¢tx=>gw

for some x € N*. By the induction hypothesis, S =5 X
Next, we consider all possible forms of x = w, covered by the following two
cases—(i) and (ii).

(i) Let A - BC € P and x = x;Ax;, where A,B,_C EAN and x;,x, € N*.
Then, XIAXZ_:>GA x1BCx;. By 2), (A — BC,0,NUN) € P’1 anq by (5),
(D— D,@,NUN) € P, foreach D € N. Since alph(x;Ax,) N (N UN) = @,

X1Axy; =g x1BCx;

which completes the induction step for (i).

(i) Let AB — AC € P and x = x;ABx,, where A,B,C € N and x;,x, € N*.
Then, x;ABx; = x1BCx;. Let x; = X;X,---X, where X; € N, for all i,
1 < i < k, for some k > 1. By (4), (X; — Xi,0,NUN) € P, for all i,
l<i<kand(A—>A0O,NUN)eP. By (5), (D — D. 9, NUN) € P/, for
all D € alph(Bx). Since alph(x;ABx;) N (N U N) =0,

X1 X5 - XiABxy =g )_(1)_(2 .- -)_(kABXQ
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By 3.1), (B — C.{A},NU (N —{A})) € P'.By 4), (X; — X, 6. NUN) € P,
foralli,1 <i<k,and (A — A,0,NUN) € P. By (3.2), (D — D, {A,B},N—
{A}) € P/, for all D € alph(x,). Since alph(X; X, ---X;) N (N UN) = 0,

)_(15(2 . 'XkABXQ =y X1 X5 X;ACx,

which completes the induction step for (ii).

Observe that cases (i) and (ii) cover all possible forms of x = w. Thus, the
claim holds. ]

Define the homomorphism 7 from V'* to V* as t(A) = t(A) = t(A) = A, for
allA e N,and t(a) = a,foralla e T.

Claim 4.2.57. If S :>Z x, where x € V'T, for some i > 0, then S =¢ t(x), and x
is of the form x;x,, where x; € T* and x, € N'*.

Proof. This claim is established by induction on & > 0.
Basis. For h = 0, this claim obviously holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that there exists n > 0 such that the claim holds for
all derivations of length s, where 0 < h < n.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S :>Vl+l
Since n 4+ 1 > 1, this derivation can be expressed as
S =>;’_I X =>H W

for some x € V'*. By the induction hypothesis, § =7 7(x), and x is of the form
X1xp, where x; € T* and x, € N'*.

Next, we make the following four observations regarding the possible forms
of x =y w.

(i) A rule from (1) can be applied only to the leftmost occurrence of a nonterminal
in xp. Therefore, w is always of the required form.

(ii) Rules from (1) and (2) can be applied only if alph(x) N (N U N) =
Furthermore, every rule from (1) and (2) is constructed from some A — a € P
and A — BC e P, respectively, where A, B, C € N and a € T. If two or more
rules are applied at once, G can apply them sequentially.

(iii) When a rule from (3.1)—that is, (B — C, {A},N u (IV - {A}))—is applied,
A has to be right before the occurrence of B that is rewritten to C. Otherwise,
the symbols between A and that occurrence of B cannot be rewritten by any
rule and, therefore, the derivation is blocked. Furthermore, H can apply only
a single such rule. Since every rule in (3.1) is constructed from some AB —
AC € P, where A,B,C € N, G applies AB — AC to simulate this rewrite.
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(iv) If rules introduced in (3.2), (4), or (5) are applied, the induction step follows
directly from the induction hypothesis.

Based on these observations, we see that the claim holds. O

Next, we establish L(H) = L(G). Let y € L(G). Then, by Claim 4.2.55, in G,
there exists a derivation § =% x =% y such that x € N* and during x =% y, G
uses only rules of the form A — a, where A € N and a € T. By Claim 4.2.56,
S =5 xLetx =X Xp---Xeandy = ajar---ag, where X; € N,a; € T, X; —
a; € P,forall i, 1 < i < k, for some k > 1. By (1), (X; — a;,0,N') € P,
for all i. By (5), (a; — a;.®.N') € P' and (X; — X;,0,N UN) € P/, for all i.
Therefore,

X1 XX =y a1 Xo- - Xp
=g ajay--- Xy

=H aiay---ag

Consequently, y € L(G) implies thaty € L(H), so L(G) € L(H).

Consider Claim 4.2.57 with x € T*. Then, x € L(H) implies that 7(x) = x €
L(G), so L(H) € L(G). As L(G) € L(H) and L(H) C L(G), L(H) = L(G), so the
lemma holds. O

Lemma 4.2.58. LRC-EPTOL < CS

Proof. LetG = (V, T, Py, Py, ..., P,, w) be an LRC-EPTOL grammar, for some
n > 1. From G, we can construct a phrase-structure grammar, H = (N', T, P', S),
such that L(G) = L(H) and if S =7}, x =7, z, wherex € (N UT)"T andz € T,
then |x| < 4|z|. Consequently, by the workspace theorem (see Theorem 2.3.19),
L(H) € CS. Since L(G) = L(H), L(G) € CS8, so the lemma holds. O

Theorem 4.2.59. LRC-EPTOL = LRC-EPOL = CS

Proof. LRC-EPOL C LRC - EPTOL follows from the definition of an LRC-EPOL
grammar. By Lemma 4.2.54, we have CS € LRC - EPOL, which implies that CS C
LRC-EPOL < LRC-EPTOL. Since LRC-EPTOL < CS by Lemma 4.2.58,
LRC-EPOL C LRC-EPTOL C CS. Hence, LRC-EPTOL = LRC-EPOL =
CS, so the theorem holds. O

Hence, LRC-EPOL grammars characterize CS. Next, we focus on LRC-ETOL
and LRC-EOL grammars.

Theorem 4.2.60. LRC-ETOL = LRC-EOL = RE

Proof. The inclusion LRC-EOL € LRC-ETOL follows from the definition of a
LRC-EOL grammar. The inclusion LRC - ETOL € RE follows from Turing-Church
thesis. The inclusion RE € LRC - EOL can be proved by analogy with the proof
of Lemma 4.2.54. Observe that by Theorem 3.1.4, G can additionally contain rules
of the form A — ¢, where A € N. We can simulate these context-free rules in the
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same way we simulate A — BC, where A, B, C € N—that is, foreachA — ¢ € P,
we introduce (A — ¢, 0, N U N) to P’. As LRC-EOL € LRC-ETOL C RE and
RE C LRC-EOL C LRC-ETOL, LRC-ETOL = LRC-EOL = RE, so the
theorem holds. O

The following corollary compares the generative power of LRC-EOL and LRC-
ETOL grammars to the power of EOL and ETOL grammars.

Corollary 4.2.61.

CF C EOL = EPOL C ETOL = EPTOL
C
LRC-EPTOL = LRC-EPOL = CS
C
LRC-ETOL = LRC-EOL = RE

Proof. This corollary follows from Theorem 2.3.41 in Sect. 2.3.4 and from Theo-
rems 4.2.59 and 4.2.60 above. O

Next, we show that the family of recursively enumerable languages is character-
ized even by LRC-EOL grammars with a limited number of nonterminals. Indeed,
we prove that every recursively enumerable language can be generated by a LRC-
EOL grammar with seven nonterminals.

Theorem 4.2.62. Let K be a recursively enumerable language. Then, there is an
LRC-EOL grammar, H = (V, T, P, w), such that L(H) = K and card(V —T) = 7.

Proof. Let K be a recursively enumerable language. By Theorem 3.1.9, there is a
phrase-structure grammar in the Geffert normal form

G = ({S.A,B,C},T,PU{ABC — ¢},5)

satisfying L(G) = K. Next, we construct an LRC-EOL grammar H such that L(H) =
L(G).SetN = {S,A,B,C},V = N_U _T, and N = N U {A, B, #} (without any loss
of generality, we assume that V N {A, B, #} = @). Construct

H= (VT P, S#)

as follows. Initially, set V/ = N’ U T and P = @. Perform (1) through (8), given
next.

(1) Foreacha € T,
add (@ — a,9,9) to P'.
(2) ForeachX € N,
add (X — X,0,{A,B,#}) and (X — X,{A,B,C},{S.#}) to P'.
(3) Add (# — #,0,{A,B}), (# — #.{A,B,C},{S}}),and (# — &,0,N' —{#}) to P'.
(4) Foreach S — uSa € P, where u € {A,AB}* anda € T,
add (S — uS#a,?,{A,B.,#}) to P'.
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(5) Foreach S — uSv € P, where u € {A,AB}* and v € {BC, C}*,
add (S — uSv,9,{A,B.#})to P'.

(6) Foreach S — uv € P, where u € {A,AB}* and v € {BC, C}*,
add (S — uv,@,{A,B,#}) to P'.

(7) Add (A — A,0,{S,A,B,#})and (B — B,?,{S,A,B.#}) to P'.

(8) Add (A — ,8,{S,A,B,C,#}), (B — &,{A},{S,B,C,#}), and (C — ¢, {A, B},
{S,C.#})to P'.

Before proving that L(H) = L(G), let us informally explain (1) through (8).
H simulates the derivations of G that satisfy the form described in Theorem 3.1.9.
Since H works in a parallel way, rules from (1) through (3) are used to rewrite
symbols that are not actively rewritten. The context-free rules in P are simulated by
rules from (4) through (6). The context-sensitive rule ABC — ¢ is simulated in a
two-step way. First, rules introduced in (7) rewrite A and B to A and B, respectively.
Then, rules from (8) erase f_\, 1_9, and C; for example,

AABCBC#a# =y AABCBC#a# = ABCHat

The role of # is twofold. First, it ensures that every sentential form of H is of the
form wiw,, where w; € (N' — {#})* and wy € (T U {#})*. Since left permitting
and left forbidding contexts cannot contain terminals, a mixture of symbols from T
and N in H could produce a terminal string out of L(G). For example, observe that
AaBC :>;} a, but such a derivation does not exist in G. Second, if any of A and
B are present, ABC — ¢ has to be simulated. Therefore, it prevents derivations of
the form Aa=>yAa=>ya (notice that the start string of H is S#). Since H works in a
parallel way, if rules from (7) are used improperly, the derivation is blocked, so no
partial erasures are possible.

Observe that every sentential form of G and H contains at most one occurrence
of S. In every derivation step of H, only a single rule from P U {ABC — ¢} can
be simulated at once. ABC — ¢ can be simulated only if there is no S. #s can be
eliminated by an application of rules from (7); however, only if no nonterminals
occur to the left of # in the current sentential form. Consequently, all #s are erased
at the end of every successful derivation. Based on these observations and on
Theorem 3.1.9, we see that every successful derivation in H is of the form

S# =7 wiwtta#as - - - H#a,#
=7 #ai#tay - - - #Ha,#
=% aiax---ay

where w; € {A,AB}*, w, € {BC,C}*, anda; € T foralli = 1,...,n, for some
n>0.

To establish L(H) = L(G), we prove two claims. First, Claim 4.2.63 shows
how derivations of G are simulated by H. Then, Claim 4.2.64 demonstrates the
converse—that is, it shows how derivations of H are simulated by G.

Define the homomorphism ¢ from V* to V'* as ¢(X) = X for all X € N, and
¢(a) =#aforallaeT.
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Claim4.2.63. If S :’(’; x =7 z, for some A > 0, where x € V* and z € T*, then
S# =% o(x)h.

Proof. This claim is established by induction on & > 0.
Basis. For h = 0, this claim obviously holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that there exists n > 0 such that the claim holds for
all derivations of length 4, where 0 < h < n.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S=ittw =tz
where w € V* and z € T*. Since n + 1 > 1, this derivation can be expressed as
S=Lx=ew=052
for some x € V*t. Without any loss of generality, we assume that x = x1xx3X4,
where x; € {A, AB}*, x; € {S, ¢}, x3 € {BC, C}*, and x4 € T* (see Theorem 3.1.9

and the form of rules in P). Next, we consider all possible forms of x = w, covered
by the following four cases—(i) through (iv).

(i) Application of § — uSa € P. Let x = x18x4, w = xjuSaxs, and
S — uSa € P, where u € {A, AB}* and a € T. Then, by the induction
hypothesis,

S# =% @(x1Sxs)#

By (4), r:(S — uS#a,@.{A,B.#}) € P'. Since ¢(x;Sx4)# = x15¢(x4)# and
alph(x;S) N {A, B, #} = @, by (1), (2), (3), and by r,

x1So(x)# =g xuSHap(xqg)#

As o(xjuSaxs)# = x uS#ap(x4)#, the induction step is completed for (i).

(ii) Application of S — uSv € P. Let x = x1Sx3x4, w = x1uSvx3x4, and S —
uSv € P, where u € {A, AB}* and v € {BC, C}*. To complete the induction
step for (ii), proceed by analogy with (i), but use a rule from (5) instead of a
rule from (4).

(iii) Application of S — uv € P.Letx = x1Sx3Xx4, W = X1uvXx3x4, and S — uv € P,
where u € {A,AB}* and v € {BC, C}*. To complete the induction step for (iii),
proceed by analogy with (i), but use a rule from (6) instead of a rule from (4).

(iv) Application of ABC — ¢. Let x = X{ABCx}x4, w = X|x}x4, where xjx5x3 =
X}ABCx}, so x =G w by ABC — ¢. Then, by the induction hypothesis,

S# =7, @(x]ABCx}xy)#
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Since ¢ (x|ABCx,xs)# = x,ABCx,¢(xs)# and alph(¥}ABCx,) N {A, B, #} = 0,
X\ ABCxyp(xa)#t =p x’lABCx;(p(M)#

by rules from (1), (2), (3), and (7). Since alph(x}) N {S, A, B, C, #} = 4,
{A} C alph(x}A), alph(x}A) N {S, B, C, #} = @, {A, B} C alph(x{AB), and {S,
C, #} Nalph(x|AB) = 9,

x/lABng(p(M)# = X0 (x)#
by rules from (1), (2), (3), and (8). As (x| xjx4)# = x| x;¢(x4)#, the induction
step is completed for (iv).

Observe that cases (i) through (iv) cover all possible forms of x = w, so the
claim holds. ]

Define the homomorphism 7 from V* to V* as 7(X) = X forall X € N, 7(a) = a
foralla € T,and t(A) = A, t(B) = B, t(#) = ¢.

Claim 4.2.64. If S# :>';, x =7 z, for some & > 0, where x € V* and z € T*, then
S =& ).

Proof. This claim is established by induction on z > 0.
Basis. For h = 0, this claim obviously holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that there exists n > 0 such that the claim holds for
all derivations of length s, where 0 < h < n.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
S#=Ew =z
where w € V* and z € T*. Since n + 1 > 1, this derivation can be expressed as
S#t=>hx=>pw =7z

for some x € V'T. By the induction hypothesis, S =% 7(x). Next, we consider all
possible forms of x =y w, covered by the following five cases—(i) through (v).

(i) Let x = x1Sx» and w = xjuS#ax,, where x1,x>, € V'*, such that x;Sx, =g
xiuS#ax, by (S — uS#a, @, {A, B, #})—introduced in (4) from § — uSa € P,
where u € {A,AB}*, a € T—and by the rules introduced in (1), (2), and (3).
Since t(x1Sx2) = 7(x1)ST(x2),

T(x1)S7(x2) =6 T(x)uSat(x)

As t(x1)uSat(x2) = t(xuS#ax,), the induction step is completed for (i).
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(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

v)
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Let x = x1Sx; and w = xjuSvx,, where x1,x2, € V'*, such that x;Sx, =y
x1uSvx; by (S — uSv, 0, {A, B, #})—introduced in (5) from § — uSv € P,
where u € {A,AB}*, v € {BC, C}*—and by the rules introduced in (1), (2),
and (3). Proceed by analogy with (i).

Let x = x1Sx; and w = xjuvx,, where xi,x2, € V'*, such that x;Sx, =y
x1uvx; by (S — uv, 9, {/_1, B, #})—introduced in (6) from S — uv € P, where
u € {A,AB}*, v € {BC, C}*—and by the rules introduced in (1), (2), and (3).
Proceed by analogy with (i).

Let x = x;ABCx; and w = X}x2, where xi, x, € V™* and 7(x]) = xi, such
that x;ABCx, =y x/lxz by rules introduced in (1), (2), (3), (7), and (8). Since
7(x]ABCx;) = 7(x1)ABCt(x2),

T(x1)ABCt(x2) =¢ T(x1)T(x2)

by ABC — ¢. As t(x1)T(x2) = t(x¥}x2), the induction step is completed
for (iv).

Let x =y w only by rules from (1), (2), (3), and from (7). As t(x) = 7(w), the
induction step is completed for (v).

Observe that cases (i) through (v) cover all possible forms of x =y w, so the
claim holds. O

Next, we prove that L(H) = L(G). Consider Claim 4.2.63 with x € T*. Then,
S =¢ x implies that S# =7, ¢(x)#. By (3), (# — ¢,0,N' — {#}) € P/, and by (1),
(a > a,0,0) € P forall a € T. Since alph(p(x)#) N (N — {#}) = 0, p()# =5
x. Hence, L(G) € L(H). Consider Claim 4.2.64 with x € T*. Then, S# =}, x
implies that § =7 x. Hence, L(H) € L(G). Since card(N') = 7, the theorem
holds. O

We turn our attention to LRC-EOL grammars containing only forbidding condi-
tions.

Lemma 4.2.65. EPTOL C LF - EPOL
Proof. LetG = (V, T, Py, P,, ..., P;, w) be an EPTOL grammar, for some ¢ > 1.

Set

and

R={(X.i)|XeV.l<i<t

Fi={(X.j)eR|j#i}fori=12,....1

Without any loss of generality, we assume that V N R = @. Define the LF-EPOL
grammar

H=(V.T,P.w)
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where V/ = V U R, and P’ is constructed by performing the following two steps:

(1) foreachX € Vandeachi € {l,2,...,t},add (X — (X, i), @, @) to P';
(2) foreachX — y € P, where | <i <t ,add ((X,i) -y, 0, F;)to P

To establish L(H) = L(G), we prove three claims. Claim 4.2.66 points out that
the every sentential form in H is formed either by symbols from R or from V,
depending on whether the length of the derivation is even or odd. Claim 4.2.67
shows how derivations of G are simulated by H. Finally, Claim 4.2.68 demonstrates
the converse—that is, it shows how derivations of H are simulated by G.

Claim 4.2.66. For every derivation w =%, x, where n > 0,

(i) ifn = 2k + 1, for some k > 0, then x € RT;
(ii) if n = 2k, forsome k > 0, thenx € V+.

Proof. The claim follows from the construction of P’. Indeed, every rule in P’ is
either of the form (X — (X, i), @, @) or ((X,i) — y,0, F;),where X € V,1 <i <t¢,

andy € V*. Since w € V¥, w =2t x implies that x € R, and w =2 x implies
that x € V1. Thus, the claim holds. O

Claim 4.2.67. If w :>}(‘; x, where x € V1, for some & > 0, then w =75 X

Proof. This claim is established by induction on 4 > 0.
Basis. For h = 0, this claim obviously holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that there exists n > 0 such that the claim holds for
all derivations of length 4, where 0 < h < n.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
w :>n6+1 y
where y € V7. Since n + 1 > 1, this derivation can be expressed as
w é"G X =gy

forsome x € VV.Letx = X, Xo---X, and y = y,y2---y, where h = |x|. As
X =y, X; >y € Py, foralli,1 <i<h,forsomem <t.

By the induction hypothesis, w =} x. By (1), (X; — (X;, m), @, @) € P’, for all
i, 1 <i < h. Therefore,

XXX =u (Xi,m)(Xo,m) -+ (X, m)

By (2), ((X;, m) — y;, 0, F,) € P/, forall i, 1 < i < h. Since alph({X1, m) (X,
m)"'(Xh’m»mFm = ﬂ,

(X1, m){Xa,m) -+ (Xp,m) =g y1y2++-yn

which proves the induction step. O
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Define the homomorphism v from V™* to V* as ¥(X) = ¥ ((X, i)) = X, for all
XeVandalli, 1 <i<t

Claim 4.2.68. 1f w =", x, where x € V'*, for some h > 0, then w =% ¥ (x).
Proof. This claim is established by induction on 2 > 0.
Basis. For h = 0, this claim obviously holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that there exists n > 0 such that the claim holds for
all derivations of length 4, where 0 < h < n.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

w :>21+1 y

where y € V’ *. Since n + 1 > 1, this derivation can be expressed as
w =>nH X=>HYy
for some x € V'*. By the induction hypothesis, w =% v (x). By Claim 4.2.66, there

exist the following two cases—(i) and (ii).

(i) Let n = 2k + 1, for some k > 0. Then, x € R, so let x = (X;, m;){Xs,
my) -+ (Xp, my), where h = |x|, X; € V,foralli,1 <i<h,andm; € {1,2, ...,
t}, for all j, 1 <j < h. The only possible derivation in H is

(X1, m) (X, ma) -+ (Xp,mp) =5 Y12+ Yn

by rules introduced in (2), where y; € V*, for all i, 1 < i < h. Observe that
my; = myp = --- = my,; otherwise, (X}, m;,) cannot be rewritten (see the form of
left forbidding contexts of the rules introduced to P’ in (2)). By (2), X; — y; €
Py,,forallj, 1 <j < h.Since y(x) = X1 X5 - Xp,

X1 X0 Xy =G y1y2:yn

which proves the induction step for (i).
(ii) Let n = 2k, for some k > 0. Then, x € VT, soletx = X;X»---Xj, where
h = |x|. The only possible derivation in H is

X1 Xy Xy =u (X1, m)(Xa, mp) -+ (Xp, mp)

by rules introduced in (1), where m; € {1, 2, ..., t},forall j, 1 <j < h. Since
Yv(y) = ¥(x), where y = (Xq, m1){(Xo, my) - -- (X, my,), the induction step
for (ii) follows directly from the induction hypothesis.

Hence, the claim holds. O
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Next, we establish L(H) = L(G). Consider Claim 4.2.67 with x € T*. Then,
w =¢ x implies that w =7} x, so L(G) S L(H). Consider Claim 4.2.68 with
x € Tt. Then, w =7, x implies that w =¢& ¥(x) = x, so L(H) € L(G). Hence,
L(H) = L(G), so the lemma holds. O

Theorem 4.2.69.
EOL = EPOL C ETOL = EPTOL C LF-EPOL C LF-EOL

Proof. The inclusions EOL = EPOL, ETOL = EPTOL, and EOL C ETOL follow
from Theorem 2.3.41. From Lemma 4.2.65, we have EPTOL C LF - EPOL. The
inclusion LF - EPOL C LF - EOL follows directly from the definition of an LF-EOL
grammar. O

Next, we briefly discuss LRC-EOL grammars containing only permitting condi-
tions.

Theorem 4.2.70. EOL = EPOL C LP-EPOL € LP-E(OL

Proof. The identity EOL = EPOL follows from Theorem 2.3.41. The inclusions
EPOL € LP-EPOL <€ LP-EOL follow directly from the definition of an LP-
EOL grammar. The properness of the inclusion EPOL C LP - EPOL follows from
Example 4.2.53. O

To conclude this section, we compare LRC-ETOL grammars and their special
variants to a variety of conditional ETOL grammars with respect to their generative
power. Then, we formulate some open problem areas.

Consider random context ETOL grammars (abbreviated RC-ETOL grammars),
see [RS78, Sol76] and Section 8 in [DP89]. These grammars have been recently
discussed in connection to various grammar systems (see [BCVHV05, BCVHV07,
BHO00, BHO8, CVDVO08, CVPS95, Das07, FHFO1]) and membrane systems (P sys-
tems, see [Sos03]). Recall that as a generalization of LRC-ETOL grammars, they
check the occurrence of symbols in the entire sequential form. Notice, however, that
contrary to our definition of LRC-ETOL grammars, in [RS78, Sol76] and in other
works, RC-ETOL grammars are defined so that they have permitting and forbidding
conditions attached to whole sets of rules rather than to each single rule. Since we
also study LRC-EOL grammars, which contain just a single set of rules, attachment
to rules is more appropriate in our case, just like in terms of other types of regulated
ETOL grammars discussed in this section.

The language families generated by RC-ETOL grammars and propagating RC-
ETOL grammars are denoted by RC - ETOL and RC - EPTOL, respectively (for the
definitions of these families, see [Das07]).

Theorem 4.2.71 (See [BHO00]).

RC-EPTOL C CS and RC-ETOL € RE



254 4 Parallel Grammars and Computation

Let us point out that it is not known whether the inclusion RC - ETOL C RE is,
in fact, proper (see [BCVHVO05, Das07, Sos03]).

Corollary 4.2.72.
RC-EPTOL C LRC-EPOL and RC-ETOL € LRC-EOL

Proof. This corollary follows from Theorems 4.2.59, 4.2.60, and 4.2.71. O

Corollary 4.2.72 is of some interest because LRC-EOL grammars (i) have only a
single set of rules and (ii) they check only prefixes of sentential forms.

A generalization of LF-ETOL grammars, called forbidding ETOL grammars
(abbreviated F-ETOL grammars), is introduced and discussed in Sect. 4.2.2. Recall
that as opposed to LF-ETOL grammars, these grammars check the absence of for-
bidding symbols in the entire sentential form. Furthermore, recall that F - ETOL(1)
denotes the family of languages generated by F-ETOL grammars whose forbidding
strings are of length one.

Corollary 4.2.73. F-ETOL(1) C LF - EPOL

Proof. This corollary follows from Lemma 4.2.65 and from Theorem 4.2.22, which
says that F-ETOL(1) = ETOL. O

This result is also of some interest because LF-EPOL grammars (i) have only a
single set of rules, (ii) have no rules of the form (A — ¢, @, W), and (iii) they check
only prefixes of sentential forms.

Furthermore, consider conditional ETOL grammars (C-ETOL grammars for short)
and simple semi-conditional ETOL grammars (SSC-ETOL grammars for short)
from Sects. 4.2.1 and 4.2.3, respectively. Recall that these grammars differ from
RC-ETOL grammars by the form of their permitting and forbidding sets. In C-
ETOL grammars, these sets contain strings rather than single symbols. SSC-ETOL
grammars are C-ETOL grammars in which every rule can either forbid or permit the
occurrence of a single string.

Recall that C- ETOL and C - EPTOL denote the language families generated by
C-ETOL grammars and propagating C-ETOL grammars, respectively. The language
families generated by SSC-ETOL grammars and propagating SSC-ETOL grammars
are denoted by SSC - ETOL and SSC - EPTOL, respectively.

Corollary 4.2.74.

C-EPTOL = SSC-EPTOL = LRC-EPOL
C
C-ETOL = SSC-ETOL = LRC-EOL

Proof. This corollary follows from Theorems 4.2.59 and 4.2.60 and from
Theorems 4.2.9, 4.2.11, 4247, and 4.2.44, which say that C-EPTOL =
SSC-EPTOL = CS and C-ETOL = SSC-ET(OL = RE. O
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We close this section by formulating several open problem areas suggested as
topics of future investigation related to the present study.

Open Problem 4.2.75. By Theorem 4.2.69, ETOL < LF - EOL. Is this inclusion,
in fact, an identity?

Open Problem 4.2.76. ETOL and EPTOL grammars have the same generative
power (see Theorem 2.3.41). Are LF-EOL and LF-EPOL grammars equally pow-
erful? Are LP-EOL and LP-EPOL grammars equally powerful?

Open Problem 4.2.77. What is the relation between the language families gener-
ated by ETOL grammars and by LP-EOL grammars?

Open Problem 4.2.78. Establish the generative power of LP-ETOL and LF-ETOL
grammars.

Open Problem 4.2.79. Theorem 4.2.62 has proved that every recursively enumer-
able language can be generated by a LRC-EOL grammar with seven nonterminals.
Can this result be improved?

Open Problem 4.2.80. Recall that LRC-EOL grammars without erasing rules char-
acterize the family of context-sensitive languages (see Theorem 4.2.59). Can we
establish this characterization based upon these grammars with a limited number of
nonterminals?



Chapter 5
Jumping Grammars and Discontinuous
Computation

Indisputably, processing information in a largely discontinuous way has become
a quite common computational phenomenon [BYRN11, BCC10, MRSO08]. Indeed,
consider a process p that deals with information i. During a single computational
step, p can read a piece of information x in i, erase it, generate a new piece of
information y, and insert y into i possibly far away from the original occurrence
of x, which was erased. Therefore, intuitively speaking, during its computation, p
keeps jumping across i as a whole. To explore computation like this systematically
and rigorously, the language theory should provide computer science with language-
generating models to explore various information processors mathematically, so it
should do so for the purpose sketched above, too.

However, the classical versions of grammars (see Sect. 2.3) work on words
strictly continuously, and as such, they can hardly serve as appropriate models of
this kind. Therefore, a proper formalization of processors that work in the way
described above necessities an adaptation of classical grammars so they work
on words discontinuously. At the same time, any adaptation of this kind should
conceptually maintain the original structure of these models as much as possible
so computer science can quite naturally base its investigation upon these newly
adapted grammatical models by analogy with the standard approach based upon
their classical versions. Simply put, these new models should work on words in
a discontinuous way while keeping their structural conceptualization unchanged.
This chapter introduces and studies grammars that work in this discontinuous way.
Indeed, the grammars discussed in this section are conceptualized just like classical
grammars except that during the applications of their rules, they can jump over
symbols in either direction within the rewritten strings, and in this jumping way,
they generate their languages.

The present chapter consists of two sections. Section 5.1 studies the jumping
generation of language by classical phrase-structure grammars, which work in a
sequential way (see Sect. 2.3). Then, Sect. 5.2 discusses the same topic in terms of
scattered context grammars, which work in a parallel way (see Sect. 4.1).
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5.1 Jumping Grammars: Sequential Versions

Consider a classical phrase-structure grammar G (see Sect. 2.3.1). Recall that
G represents a language-generating rewriting system based upon an alphabet of
symbols and a finite set of rules. The alphabet of symbols is divided into two disjoint
subalphabets—the alphabet of terminal symbols and the alphabet of nonterminal
symbols. Each rule is of the form x — y, where x and y are strings over the alphabet
of G, where x and y are referred to as the left-hand side and the right-hand side of
x — y. G applies x — y strictly sequentially so it rewrites a string z according to
X — ysoit

(1) selects an occurrence of x in z,
(2) erases it, and
(3) inserts y precisely at the position of this erasure.

More formally, let z = uxv, where u and v are strings. By using x — y, G rewrites
uxv as uyv. Starting from a special start nonterminal symbol, G repeatedly rewrites
strings according to its rules in this sequential way until it obtains a sentence—that
is, a string that solely consists of terminal symbols; the set of all sentences represents
the language generated by the grammar.

The notion of a jumping grammar, discussed in this chapter, is conceptualized
just like that of a classical grammar; however, it rewrites strings in a jumping way.
Consider G, described above, as a grammar that works in a jumping way. Let z and
x — y have the same meaning as above. G rewrites a string z according to a rule
x — y in such a way that it selects an occurrence of x in z, erases it, and inserts y
anywhere in the rewritten string, so this insertion may occur at a different position
than the erasure of x. In other words, G rewrites a string z according to x — y so it
performs (1) and (2) as described above, but during (3), G can jump over a portion of
the rewritten string in either direction and insert y there. Formally, by using x — y,
G rewrites ucv as udv, where u, v, w, c, d are strings such that either (i) c = xw and
d=wyor(ii) c = wxand d = yw.

The present section narrows its investigation to the study of the generative power
of jumping grammars. First, it compares the generative power of jumping grammars
with the accepting power of jumping finite automata. More specifically, it demon-
strates that regular jumping grammars are as powerful as jumping finite automata.
Regarding grammars, the general versions of jumping grammars are as powerful as
classical phrase-structure grammars. As there exist many important special versions
of these classical grammars, we discuss their jumping counterparts in the present
section as well. We study the jumping versions of context-free grammars and their
special cases, including regular grammars, right-linear grammars, linear grammars,
and context-free grammars of finite index (see Sect. 2.3.1). Surprisingly, all of
them have a different power than their classical counterparts. In the conclusion
of this section, the section formulates several open problems and suggests future
investigation areas.
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Next, we define four modes of derivation relations, three of which represent
jumping derivation steps. For the sake of convenience, we also recall some
terminology, such as the notion of a phrase-structure grammar, introduced earlier
in this book (see Sect. 2.3.1).

Definition 5.1.1. Let G = (V, T, P,S) be a phrase-structure grammar. We intro-
duce four modes of derivation steps as derivation relations over V*—namely, .=,
= = andj:.

Let u, v € V*. We define the four derivation relations as follows

(i) u ;= v in G iff there exist x — y € P and w,z € V* such that u = wxz and

V= wyz;

(i) u = in G iff there exist x — y € P and w, t, z € V* such that u = wixz and
v = wytz;

(i) u =V in G iff there exist x — y € P and w, t,z € V* such that u = wxtz and
v = wiyz;

@iv) uj:>vinGiffuI:>voru”-:>vinG. |

Let ,= be one of the four derivation relations (i) through (iv) over V*; in other
words, h equals s, [j, rj, or j. As usual, for every n > 0, the nth power of ;= is
denoted by ,=". The transitive-reflexive closure and the transitive closure of ,=
are denoted by ,=>* and , =, respectively.

Example 5.1.2. Consider the following RG
G=({A,B,C,a,b,c}, Y ={a,b,c},P,A)
where P = {A — aB, B — bC, C — cA, C — c}. Observe that
L(G, ;=) = {abc}{abc}*, but
L(G, =) = {w e I" | #y(w) = #4;(w) = #5 (W)}

Notice that although L(G, ;=) is regular, L(G, ;=) € CS is a well-known non-
context-free language. ‘ O

Example 5.1.3. Consider the following CSG G = ({S, A, B, a, b}, {a, b}, P, S)
containing the following rules

S —  aABb
S — ab
AB — AABB
aA — aa
Bb — bb

Trivially, L(G, ;=) = {a"D" | n = 1}. Using ;=, we can make the following
derivation sequence (the rewritten substring is underlined):
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S = aABb = aAABBb = aAABbb = aaABbb = aBbbaa = abbbaa

Notice that L(G, ;=) is context-free, but we cannot generate this language by
any CFG, CSG or even MONG in jumping derivation mode. O

Lemma 5.1.4. {a}*{b}* ¢ £ (I'nong, /=)

Proof. Assume that there exists a MONG G = (V, T, P, S) such that L(G, ;=) =
{a}*{b}*. Let p: x — y € P be the last applied rule during a derivation S j:+ w,
where w € L(G, j:>); that is, S j:>* UXV ;= w [p], where u,v,w € T* and
y € {a}T U {b}T U {a}T{b}T. In addition, assume that the sentential form uxv is
longer than x such that uv € {a}*{b} ™.

(i) If y contains at least one symbol b, the last jumping derivation step
can place y at the beginning of the sentence and create a string from
{a,b}*{b}{a, b}*{a}{a, b}* that does not belong to {a}*{b}*.

(i1)) By analogy, if y contains at least one symbol a, the last jumping derivation step
can place y at the end of the sentence and therefore, place at least one a behind
some bs.

This is a contradiction, so there is no MONG that generates regular language
{a}*{b}* using ;= O

We re-open a discussion related to Lemma 5.1.4 at the end of this section.

Corollary 5.1.5. The following pairs of language families are incomparable, but
not disjoint:

(i) REG and JMON;
(ii) CF and JMON;
(iii) REG and JREG;
(iv) CF and JREG.

Proof. Since REG C CF, it is sufficient to prove that REG — JMON, JREG — CF,
and REG N JREG are non-empty. By Lemma 5.1.4, {a}*{b}* € REG—JMON. In
Example 5.1.2, we define a jumping RG that generates a non-context-free language
that belongs to JREG — CF. Observe that regular language {a}* belongs to JREG,
so REG N JREG is non-empty. O

As even some very simple regular language such as {a}T{b}* cannot be
generated by jumping derivation in CSGs or even MONGs, we pinpoint the
following open problem and state a theorem comparing these families with context-
sensitive languages.

Open Problem 5.1.6. Is JCS € JMON proper?
Theorem 5.1.7. JMON C CS.

Proof. To see that JMON C CS, we demonstrate how to transform any jumping
MONG, G = (Vi,T,Pg,S), to a MONG, H = (Vy, T, PH,S), such that L(G,
j:>) = L(H, S:>). Set Vg = Ny UT and Ny = Ng U {X I X € VG} Let



5.1 Jumping Grammars: Sequential Versions 261

be the homomorphism from V; to V}; defined by 7(X) = X for all X € V. Set
PH = P1 @] Pz, where

Pr= |J ta—nB) (B~ B}

a—PBEPG

and

P= |J Xx(B) = 7n(B)X, n(B)X — X7 (B) | X € Vi)

a—PBEPG

As obvious, L(G, ;=) = L(H, ;=). Clearly, {a}*{b}* € CS. Thus, by
Lemma 5.1.4, CS — JMON # @, so this theorem holds. O

Example 5.1.8. Consider the language of all well-written arithmetic expressions
with parentheses (, ) and [, ]. Eliminate everything but the parentheses in this
language to obtain the language L(G, ;=) defined by the CFG G = (V =
{E,(,),[.LI},T = {(,),LI},{E — (E)E,E — [E]E, E — ¢}, E). G is not of a
finite index (see Example 10.1 on page 210 in [Sal73]). Consider the jumping RLG
H = (V, T, Py, E), where Py contains

SIS
Vi
=5

™

Since H is a RLG, there is at most one occurrence of E in any sentential form
derived from E in H, so H is of index 1. Next, we sketch a proof that L(G,
s=) = L(H. ;=). As obvious, {¢,().[]} S L(G, =) N L(H, ;=). Consider
eEf = a(E)EB [E — (E)E],=* a(y)dp in G with y # &. H can simulate this
derivation as follows

@Ef = aOEB ;=" a(§'ES"B ;= a(xE)é ;=" a(y)5p

where § = 8’6", x € {().[]},and @, B, y,8 € V*.For y = ¢, we modify the previous
jumping derivation so we make a jumping derivation step from «()8’ES” 8 to a ()88
by E — ¢ in H. We deal with E — [E]E analogically, so L(G, (=) € L(H, ;=).
Since L(G, ;=) contains all proper strings with the three types of parentheses, to
prove L(H, j:) C L(G, ;=), we have to show that H cannot generate an improper
string of parentheses. As each non-erasing rule of H inserts both left and right
parenthesis in the sentential form at once, the numbers of parentheses are always
well-balanced. In addition, in H we cannot generate an improper mixture of two
kinds of parentheses, such as ([)], or an improper parenthesis order, such as )(, so
L(G, ;=) =L(H, ;=). O
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5.1.1 Results

Relations Between the Language Families Resulting from Various Jumping
Grammars

We establish several relations between the language families generated by jumping
versions of grammars defined earlier in this section.

Theorem 5.1.9. JRLIN = JLIN = JCFy,.

Proof. Since JRLIN C JLIN C JCFjy, follows from the definitions, it suffices to
proof that JCFz, € JRLIN.

Construction. Let V and T be an alphabet and an alphabet of terminals, respectively.
Set N =V —T.Letn:V — N U {e} be the homomorphism such that n(X) = X if
X € N; otherwise n(X) = €. Let t: V — T U {&} be the homomorphism such that
T(X) = X if X € T; otherwise n(X) = &. As usual, extend 1 and 7 to strings of
symbols.

For every CFG G = (Vg, T, Pg, S) and index k > 1, we construct a RLG
H = (Vy, T, Py, (S)) such that L(G, j:>k) = L(H, j:>). Set

k
Vi ={x) [xe | JVe -1} uT

i=1
and set
Py = {{aAB) — t(x)(y) |A > x € Pg,a, B €N*, y = afin(x), 1 <|y| <k}

U{{A) > x|A—>x€PgxeT"}

Basic Idea. CFG G working with index k means that every sentential form contains
at most k nonterminal symbols. In jumping derivation mode, the position of
nonterminal symbol does not matter for context-free rewriting. Together with the
finiteness of N, we can store the list of nonterminals using just one nonterminal
from constructed Vg — T in the simulating RLG.

For every jumping derivation step yAS ;= y'x§’ by A — x in G, there is a
simulating jumping derivation step r()?)(n(yAb’))t(S)j:' t(y)T(x) (n(y8x))1(8")
in H, where y§ = y'8’ = 78 = y'8'. The last simulating step of jumping application
of A — w with w € T™ replaces the only nonterminal of the form (A) by w that can
be placed anywhere in the string. O

Consider the finite index restriction in the family JCFp, in Theorem 5.1.9.
Dropping this restriction gives rise to the question, whether the inclusion JCFg, C
JCF is proper or not. The next theorem was recently proved.
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Theorem 5.1.10 (See Theorem 3.10 in [Mad16]).

JCF;;, C JCF.

Indeed, from a broader perspective, an investigation of finite-index-based restric-
tions placed upon various jumping grammars and their effect on the resulting
generative power represents a challenging open problem area as illustrated by
Example 5.1.8.

Theorem 5.1.11. JCF? = JCF.

Proof. Tt is straightforward to establish this theorem by analogy with the same
statement reformulated in terms of ordinary CFGs, which work based on ;= (see
Theorem 5.1.3.2.4 on page 328 in [Med00a]). O

Lemma 5.1.12. RE C JRE.

Proof. Construction. For every PSG G = (Vi, T, Pg,Sg), we construct another
PSGH = (Vg = Vg U {Su,$.#, |, ]}, T, Py, Su) such that L(G, ;=) = L(H,
j:). Su, $,#, |, and | are new nonterminal symbols in H. Set

Py ={Sy —> #Sg, # —> |$, | | > #, # —> &}

U{Sa =B |a — B € Pg}

Basic Idea. Nonterminal # has at most one occurrence in the sentential form. # is
generated by the initial rule Sy — #S¢. This symbol participates in the beginning
and end of every simulation of the application of a rule from Pg. Each simulation
consists of several jumping derivation steps:

(i) #is expanded to a string of two nonterminals—marker of a position (| ), where
the rule is applied in the sentential form, and auxiliary symbol ($) presented as
a left context symbol in the left-hand side of every simulated rule from Pg.

(i) For each x — y from Pg, $x — |y is applied in H. To be able to finish the
simulation properly, the right-hand side (]y) of applied rule has to be placed
right next to the marker symbol |; otherwise, we cannot generate a sentence.

(iii) The end of the simulation (rule | | — #) checks that the jumping derivation
was applied like in terms of ;=.

(iv) Inthe end, #is removed to finish the generation of a string of terminal symbols.

Claim 5.1.13. Let y be a sentential form of H; that is, SH]-:>* y. For every X €
{#.8, 1. ). Su}, #(0) < L.

Proof. The claim follows from the rules in Py (see the construction in the proof of
Lemma 5.1.12). Note that #g4 | | 5,1 (») < 2 and in addition, if symbol # occurs in

y then #s | | 5,1 (y) = 0. O

Define the homomorphism A: V}; — Vi as h(X) = X forall X € Vg, h(SH) = Sg,
and h(Y) = eforall Y € {$,#, |, |}.
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Claim 5.1.14. If S¢ ;=™ win G, where w € T* and m > 0, then SH,.:>* win H.

Proof. First, we prove by induction on m > 0 that for every S¢ ;=" x in G with
x € Vg, there is Sy /=™ x' in H such that h(x') = x.

Basis. For Sg ;= S¢ in G, there is Sy /= #S¢ in H.
Induction Hypothesis. Suppose there exists k > 0 such that S (=" x in G implies
that SH,.:>* x' in H, where h(x') = x,forall0 < m < k.
Induction Step. Assume that Sg ;=% y = x in G. By the induction hypothesis,
Su ;=" y in H with h(y') = y.

The derivation step y ;= x in G is simulated by an application of three jumping
rules from Py in H to get y/j:3 X' with h(x") = x as follows.

y=ut' = u[Sav” #— 9]
= W1y [$—11
= W #" LIB—# =«
where /v’ = u”av” and u”Bv" = u""v".

In case x € T¥*, there is one additional jumping derivation step during the
simulation that erases the only occurrence of #-symbol (see Claim 5.1.13) by rule
#— e.

Note that A(x) for x € T* is the identity. Therefore, in case x € T* the induction
proves the claim. O

Claim 5.1.15. If Su ;=" w in H, for some m > 0, where w € T*, then Sg ;=" w
in G.
Proof. To prove this claim, first, we prove by induction on m > 0 that for every

S ;=" xin H with x € V}; such that there exists a jumping derivation x j:>*w,
where w € T*, then Sg ;=™ x’ in G such that h(x) = x’.

Basis. For m = 0, when we have SH].:O SHj:>* w in H, then there is SGS:O S¢
in G such that 4(Sy) = S¢. Furthermore, for m = 1, we have SH/‘:>1 #Scj:>* win
H, then again there is Sg S:>0 S¢ in G such that h(#Sg) = Sg, so the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose there exists k > 1 such that Sy ;=" xj:>* win H
implies that S¢ ;=™ x" in G, where h(x) = x’, forall 1 <m < k.

Induction Step. Assume that Sy :>k y =X : w in H with w € T*. By the
induction hypothesis, S ,=* ' i 1n G such that h(y) =y.Letu,v e Viandu,v €
V};. Let us examine the following possibilities of y j= xin H:

(i) y = w#v ;= u[$ = x in H such that wv = &t: Simply, y = uv = uv in G
and by Claim 5.1.13 h(z|$9) = h(uv) = h(uv) = uv.

(i) u[$av ;= u|Bv in H by rule S — | B such that uv = uv: In fact, to be able
to rewrite |, the symbol | needs | as its right neighbor, sou = uand v = v in
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this jumping derivation step; otherwise the jumping derivation is prevent from
generating a string of terminals. According to rule « — B, uav ;= upv in G
and A(u]Bv) = upv.

(iii) uLij: u#v in H such that uv = uv: In G, uv ;=° uv and h(u#v) = h(uv)
h(uv) = wuv.

(iv) u#v,;= uv in H by # — ¢: Trivially, uv =" uvin G and h(uv) = uv.

If x € T*, then the induction proves the claim. O
This closes the proof of Lemma 5.1.12. O
Theorem 5.1.16. JRE = RE.

Proof. By Turing-Church thesis, JRE < RE. The opposite inclusion holds by
Lemma 5.1.12 that is proved in details by Claims 5.1.14 and 5.1.15. O

Properties of Jumping Derivations

We demonstrate that the order of nonterminals in a sentential form of jumping CFGs
is irrelevant. Then, in this section, we study the semilinearity of language families
generated by various jumping grammars.

As a generalization of the proof of Theorem 5.1.9, we give the following lemma
demonstrating that the order in which nonterminals occur in sentential forms is
irrelevant in jumping derivation mode based on context-free rules in terms of
generative power.

Lemma 5.1.17. Let n and t be the homomorphisms from the proof of Theo-
rem 5.1.9. For every G € I'x with X € {RG, RLG, LG, CFG} and G = (V, T,
P, S)withN =V =T, ifS =%y ="winG,m=0,y € V', w € T, then for
every§ € V* suchthat t(y) = t(8) and n(8) € perm(n(y)), there is § ;=" win G.

Proof. We prove this lemma by induction on m > 0.

Basis. Let m = 0. Thatis, §,=* y ;=" win G,so y = w. By 7(§) = t(y), we
have y :w:8,505j2>0winG.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that there exists k > 0 such that the lemma holds for
al0<m <k

Induction Step. Assume that S ;=* y ;= y’ [A — x];=* win G with k > 0.
Observe that t(§) = 7(y) and n(6) € perm(n(y)). By the above-mentioned
assumption, |n(y)| > 1—thatis |7(8)| > 1. Thus, the jumping derivation § j:* w
in G can be written as § = 8 A — «] j:>* w. Since all the rules in G are context-
free, the position of A in § and its context is irrelevant, and the occurrence of A in
§ is guaranteed by the lemma precondition. During the application of A — x, (1)
an occurrence of A is found in &, (2) removed, and (3) the right-hand side of the
rule, x, is inserted anywhere in § instead of A without preserving the position of the
rewritten A. Assume x is inserted into 8’ so that 7(§’) = t(y’). We also preserve that
n(8’) € perm(n(y’)); therefore, the lemma holds. O
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Notice that even if there is no derivation S j:>* 8 in G, the lemma holds.

Note that based on the proof of Lemma 5.1.17, we can turn any jumping version
of a CFG to an equivalent jumping CFG satisfying a modified Greibach normal
form, in which each rule is of the form A — «f, where « € T*, 8 € N*. Observe
that « ¢ T. Consider, for instance, a context-free rule p with « = a;---a,. By
an application of p during a derivation of a string of terminals w, we arrange that
a; appears somewhere in front of a, in w. In other words, from Theorem 13 and
Corollary 14 in [MZ12a] together with Theorem 8.2.68, it follows that for any
language L, L € JREG implies L = perm(L), which means that the order of all
terminals in w € L is utterly irrelevant.

Corollary 5.1.18. For every G € [Ix with X € {RG, RLG, LG, CFG},
S j=>* Y j:>* win G implies an existence of a derivation of the following form

* * ,
S=>"ap = "winG

where @ = 1(y), B € perm(1(y)), S is the start nonterminal, and w is a string of
terminals.

Definition 5.1.19 ([Gin66]). Letw € V* with V = {ay, ..., a,}. We define Parikh
vector of w by Yy(w) = (#s, (W), #s,(W), ..., #,,(W)). A set of vectors is called
semilinear if it can be represented as a union of a finite number of sets of the form
{vo+ X, ov; | oy € N, 1 <i < m}, where v; for 0 < i < m is an n-dimensional
vector. A language L C V* is called semilinear if the set ¥y (L) = {¢Yv(w) |
w € L} is a semilinear set. A language family is semilinear if all its languages are
semilinear. O

Lemma 5.1.20. For X € {RG, RLG, LG, CFG}, £ (I, j:>) is semilinear.

Proof. By Parikh’s Theorem (see Theorem 6.9.2 on page 228 in [Har78]), for each
context-free language L C V*, ¥y (L) is semilinear. Let G be a CFG such that L(G,
s=) = L. From the definition of ;= and CFG it follows that ¥ (L(G, ;=)) =
Y (L(G, j:>)) therefore ¥ (L(G, j:>)) is semilinear as well. O

Recall that the family of context-sensitive languages is not semilinear (for
instance, Example 2.3.1 and Theorem 2.3.1 in [DP89] implies that {a*' | n > 0} €
CS, but is not semilinear language). By no means, this result rules out that £ (I'¢cs,
j:) or Z(I'wone, j:>) are semilinear. There is, however, another kind of results
concerning multiset grammars (see [KMVPO00]) saying that a context-sensitive
multiset grammar generates a non-semilinear language. The multiset grammars
work with Parikh vector of a sentential form so the order of symbols in the sentential
form is irrelevant. Then, all permutations of terminal strings generated by the
grammar belong to the generated language.

Instead of the full definition of multiset grammars (see [KMVP00]), based
on notions from the theory of macrosets, we introduce multiset derivation mode
concerning the classical string formal language theory.
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Definition 5.1.21. Let G = (V,T, P, S) € I'psc be a grammar and u, v € V*; then,
u,=v [x - y]in G iff there exist x — y € P and t,¢,z,7 € V* such that
ixt'’ € perm(u), zyz € perm(v), and #7' € perm(zz’). O

Lemma 5.1.22. Let G € ['psg; then, w € L(G, ,,=) implies that perm(w) € L(G,
n=)-

Proof. Consider Definition 5.1.21 with v representing every permutation of v in
every u ,,= v in G to see that this lemma holds true. O

Recall that £ (I'wong. ,,=) is not semilinear (see [KMVPOO]). As every
context-sensitive multiset grammar can be transformed into a CSG that generates the
same language under jumping derivation mode, we establish the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1.23. .Z(I¢sc, j:>) is not semilinear. Neither is £ (I yonG, j:>).

Proof. Recall that .Z(I'yonG, ,=) contains non-semilinear languages (see The-
orem 1 in [KMVPOO]). Thus, to prove Theorem 5.1.23, we only need to prove
that Z(I'vong, =) S £ (Icsg, ;=) because Z(I'csg. ;=) S £ (Imong, ;=)
follows from Definition 5.1.1.

Construction. For every MONG G = (Vi, T, Pg, S), we next constructa CSG H =
(Vu, T, Py, S) such that L(G, ,,=) = L(H, j:>). Let N¢ = Vg — T and h be the
homomorphism h: Vi — V}; defined as h(X) = X for all X € Ng and h(a) = (a)
for all a € T. First, set Vg = Vg UN, U N, where N, = {{a) | a € T} and
Nes = {,X | X € N¢ UN,, p € Pg with [lhs(p)| > 1}. For every p € Pg with
[Ths(p)| > 1,let g,: (NgUN;)* — N be the homomorphism defined as g,(X) = ,X
forallX e NoUN,. SetP, ={{a) > a|aecT}, Py =1{A— h(x) |A— x € Pg,
A€ Vg—Tandx € Vé},ande = @.Foreveryrulep: X|X5---X, > "1Y,---Y, €
Pswith2 <n <m,where X;,Yy € Vg, 1 <i <mn,and 1 < i < m, add these 2n
new rules with labels py, pa, .. ., pa,

pi: hXiXo--- X)) — gp(h(X)h(Xa -+ X,)

D2 & X)Xz X,) —  gh(XiX2))h(X5 -+ X,)

Dn: gp(h(XIXZ e 'Xn—l))h(Xn) - gp(h(XlXZ s X—1X))
Poti1 & X1 X2+ X)) = h(Y1)g,(h(Xz -+ X))
Pt h(Y1)gp(h(Xz -+ Xy)) = h(Y1Y2)gp(h(X3 -+ X,))

Pon- h(YlYZYn—l)gp(h(Xn)) g h(YIYZ"'Yn—IYnYn-‘rl Ym)

into P.,. Set P. = {A — A | A € Vi — T}. Finally, set Py = P,y U P, U P, U Py,.

Basic Idea. There are two essential differences between multiset derivation mode of
a MONG and jumping derivation mode of a CSG.
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(I) While a MONG rewrites a string at once in a single derivation step, a CSG
rewrites only a single nonterminal that occurs within a given context during a
single derivation step.

(II) In the multiset derivation mode, the mutual neighborhood of the rewritten
symbols is completely irrelevant—that is, G applies any rule without any
restriction placed upon the mutual adjacency of the rewritten symbols in the
multiset derivation mode (see Definition 5.1.21). To put this in a different way,
G rewrites any permutation of the required context in this way.

In the construction of the jumping CSG H, which simulates the multiset MONG
G, we arrange (II) as follows.

(I.,a) In H, the only rules generating terminals belong to P,. By using homomor-
phism £, in every other rule, each terminal a is changed to the corresponding
nonterminal {a).

(IL.b) In P,, there are rules that can rearrange the order of all nonterminals arbitrarily
in any sentential form of H. Thus, considering (I.a), just like in G, no context
restriction placed upon the mutual adjacency of rewritten symbols occurs in
H. Indeed, H only requires the occurrence of the symbols from A(lhs(p))
during the simulation of an application of p € Pg.

In order to arrange (I), an application of a monotone context-sensitive rule
p: XXXy > 1YY, € Pg,2 <n<minu ,= v [p] in G is simulated in
H by the following two phases.

(i) First, H verifies that a sentential form u contains all symbols from %(lhs(p)) and
marks them by subscript p for the consecutive rewriting. Therefore, to finish
the simulation of the application of p, H has to use rules created based on p
during the construction of P since no other rules from Py rewrite symbols
»X,X € Ng UN,.

u = o X{X5 -+ X, Bo [po] =~ wlpil
=~ ar X1X5 - X, B [pi] = wp]
=~ @ X1 X5+ X; B [02] = us[ps]
j=>* Op—1 pX{ pX£ o 'I;Xr/lflxy/, ﬂn—l [pn—l] j=> Un [pn]

where p; € P for0 <i <nand X, = h(X¢) for1 <{ <n.
(i1) Then, by performing u, i:* v, H simulates the application of p in G.

U, j=>* o, pX{ pXé . '[,Xy/, B [on] j=> Un+-1 [pn-‘rl]
=~ 1 Y1, X5+ X5 Bt [oni] =t [Pt
1=>* Q2p—1 Y{YZ, e Y:;—] po/l ,Banl [p2n71] 1=> Uy [pZn]

= Q2p Yl/YQYy/y,ﬂZn j=>* v [pZn]
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where p; € P} forn < i < 2n, X, = h(X;) for 1 <{ < n,and Y, = h(Y;) for
1 <k<m.

The simulation of application of rules of P is repeated using rules from P, U
P U P in H until a multiset derivation of a string of terminals in G is simulated.
(In fact, we can simultaneously simulate more than one application of a rule from
Pg if there is no interference in H.)

Then, in the final phase of the entire simulation, each nonterminal (a) is replaced
with terminal @ by using rules from P;. To be precise, the rules of P, can be applied
even sooner, but symbols rewritten by these rules can be no longer rewritten by rules
from P. U Ps U Pegin H.

To formally prove that L(G, ,,=) = L(H, ;=), we establish the following
claims.

Claim 5.1.24. Every w € L(H, ;=) can be generated by a derivation of the form
S =*w ;=" win H such that w' = h(w) and w € T*

Proof. In the construction given in the proof of Theorem 5.1.23, we introduce P
and P, such that for every p € Py — Py, ths(p) € (Vg —T)*.InS ;=* ', we apply
rules only from Py — P, sow’ € N}, and no terminal symbol occurs in any sentential
formin S ;=*w’. Then, by rules from P;, we generate w such that w = h(w'). O

Claim 5.1.25. 1f w € L(H, ;=), then perm(w) < L(H, ;=).

Proof. Letw € T*. Assume that w is generated in H as described in Claim 5.1.24—

that is, S j:>* w j:>* w such that w = h(w). Since rules from P, rewrite
nonterminals in w' one by one in the jumping derivation mode, we have w’ j:>* w”
in H for every w” € perm(w). O

Claim 5.1.26. If § m:>( v in G for some £ > 0, then S i:>* v’ in H such that
v’ € perm(h(v)).

Proof. We prove this claim by induction on £ > 0.

Basis. Let £ = 0. Thatis, § ,=° Sin G, so S I.:O Sin G. By h(S) = S, S €
perm(h(S)). ‘

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all 0 < £ < k, for some
k> 0.

Induction Step. Take any S, =**1 v. Express S ,=**! v as
Sm:>ku n=V [pix =]
in G. By the induction hypothesis, S ;=™ ' in H such that u’ € perm(h(u)).

According to the form of monotone rule p:x — y € Pg, there are the following
two cases, (i) and (ii), concerning u ,,=> v in G to examine.
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(i) |x| = 1: Letx = A. By the induction hypothesis, #4} (1) > 1 implies #43 (1) >
1. By the construction according to p, we have p’: A — h(y) € P.. Assume u =
uiAuy ,= v in G withuiyu € perm(v). Then, u’ = ujAuy ;= ush(y)uy [p'] =
v’ in H, where u|u), = uju, so v" € perm(h(v)).

(i) |x| = 2: Letx = X1X5+--X,,, y = Y1Yo---Y,, where |x| = n < m = |y,
Xi € Vg, 1 < i < mnbutx ¢ T, Yy € Vg, 1 < i < m By
construction of P., we have p, pa, ..., poy € Py. If p can be applied
in G, then, by the induction hypothesis, #gx3(u) = #px)@') for 1 <
i < n. To simulate the application of p in H, first, apply rules from P,
to yield o’ j:>* u h(X1 X5 - - - Xy)uhy. Next, consecutively apply pi, pa, ..., pom
so ih(XiXo -+ Xp)uy ;= ush(Y1Y2 -+ Yp)uy = v’ with wju; = ulu)y and
v' € perm(h(v)). O

By Claim 5.1.26 with v = wand w € T*, for every S ,,=™* w in G, there is a
derivation S ;=*w" in H such that w” € perm(h(w)). By Claim 5.1.24, there is
a jumping derivation in H from w” to w’ such that w' € T* and w' € perm(w).
Therefore, by Lemma 5.1.22 and Claim 5.1.25, if w € L(G, ,,=), then perm(w) C
L(H, ;=),50 L(G, ,=) € L(H, ;=).

Claim 5.1.27. If § j:>[ v j:>* v in H for some £ > 0, then S ,,=* v/ in G such
that v € perm(h(v')).

Proof. We prove this claim by induction on £ > 0.

Basis. Let £ = 0. Express Sj:>0Sj:>*S as Sj:>OSj:>OS in H, therefore
S ,,=°8in G. By h(S) = S, S € perm(h(S)).

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all 0 < £ < k, for some
k>0.

Induction Step. Take any § ;=**!1 v ,=* 4. Express § ;="' v ;=" v as
Sj:k u ;= vgx—y="0

in H. Without any loss of generality, assume that ¢ € Py — P, sou,v € (Vg — T)*
(see Claim 5.1.24).If g € P U Py, then p denotes the rule from P that implied the
addition of g into P or P, during the construction in the proof of Theorem 5.1.23.
Without any loss of generality and with respect to p from Pg, assume that there
is no simulation of another context-sensitive rule from Pg in progress in H so
#n., (uiu2) = #n,(viv2) = 0, where u = ujxuy and v = v;yv,. By the induction
hypothesis, S ;=" u ;=* it in H implies S ,=* ' in G such that # € perm(h(«')).
Now, we study several cases based on the form of g:

() ¢ € Pc and x =y = A: Then, in a jumping derivation u ;= v [q]j:>0 v in
H, u = ujAu; and v = vjAvy, where uju; = vjv, S0 v = v € perm(u).
By the induction hypothesis, with u j:O u in H so u = u, there is a derivation
S ,,="*u in G such that u € perm(i(u')). Together with ¥ € perm(u), there is
also a derivation S ,=*u’ , =0’ in G with ¥ € perm(h(v’)).
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(ii)) ¢ € Py and x = A: Then, u = ujAup and v = viyvy with ujur = viv2
and v ;=" 7 in H, so v = ¥. By the induction hypothesis, with u ;= # in
H so u = i, there is S ,=* u’ in G with u € perm(k(«’)) and we can write
u' = u}Au)y. By the construction, p:A — y € Pg, so together with the induction
hypothesis we have S ,,=* | Au), ,,= v’ [p] in G, where v’ € perm(uyu}), so
v € perm(h(v')).

(i) ¢ = pi € Py, where 1 < i < 2n and n = |lhs(p)|: Express
S;="u;=v ;=*vinHas

S j:> —itly :>’ Yu [0],= v [pi] ;=" @uh(Y1Y2--- V) o [p] = ¥

in H. By the construction of P according to p and by the induction hypothesis,
p = pi1+++pi—1 and p = pi41 - - - pan. By the induction hypothesis, S ,,=* i’ in
G such that it € perm(h(i')). Then, by the application of p € Pg, we have
S ,=*i ,= v suchthat o € perm(h(v’)).

In (iii), there are three subcases of u = with uju, = viv, in H:

(iii.a) 1 <i <n:Then,u = Mlgp(h(Xl .. 'X,'_l))h(X,'XH_l .- 'Xn)u2 and
v =018, (h(X1 - Xi1 Xi)h(Xiy1 -+ Xp)va.

(lllb) n<i<2nandi =i—n: Then, u = ulh(Yl cee Y,'/_l)gp(h(X,'/X,'/_H cee
Xn)uz and v = viA(Yy -+ Yi)gp(h(Xiy41 -+ Xp))va2.

(ili.c) i = 2n: Then, u = wh(Yy---Y,—1)gp(h(X,))ur and v = vih(Yy---
Yn—lYn tee Ym)v2~

Therefore, the claim holds for k + 1 as well. O

Assume v € N/ in Claim 5.1.27 so v/ € T*. Based on Claim 5.1.24, without
any loss of generality, we can assume that all rules from P, are applied in the end
of a derivation of w € T* in H. Specifically, S ;=" v [p,] ;=" w [pw] in H, where
pv € (Pu—P)*, py € PF,and v = h(w). By Claim 5.1.27, we have § ,,=™* v/ in
G with v € perm(h(v’)). Recall that v € N and v' € T*. Therefore, S ,,=* v’ in
G and w € perm(v’).

Next, by Claim 5.1.25, w € L(H, :>) implies perm(w) < L(H, ;=). By the
previous paragraph and Lemma 5.1. 22 for w, we generate perm(w) i 1n G included
in L(G, ,,=), thatis, L(H, ;=) < L(G, ,=).

This closes the proof of Theorem 5.1.23. O

Concerning the semilinearity of language families defined by jumping grammars
under investigation, the following corollary sums up all important properties
established in this section.

Corollary 5.1.28. £ (I'x, ;=) is semilinear for X € {RG, RLG, LG, CFG} and not
semilinear for X € {CSG, MONG, PSG}.

Proof. For JRE, the non-semilinearity follows from the well-known facts that CS is
not semilinear (see Example 2.3.1 and Theorem 2.3.1 in [DP89]) and CS C RE and
from Theorem 5.1.16. The rest follows from Lemma 5.1.20 and Theorem 5.1.23. O
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Corollary 5.1.29. JCF C JCS.

Proof. Obviously, by Definition 5.1.1, JCF < JCS. By Corollary 5.1.28, JCS
contains a non-semilinear language that does not belong to JCF. O

We close this section by proposing several future investigation areas concerning
jumping grammars. Some of them relate to specific open questions pointed out
earlier in the section; the present section, however, formulates them more generally
and broadly.

I

II

III

v

Other Types of Grammars. The present section has concentrated its attention
to the language families resulting from classical grammars, such as the
grammars classified by Chomsky (see [Cho59]). Apart from them, however,
the formal language theory has introduced many other types of grammars,
ranging from regulated grammars through parallel grammars up to grammar
systems. Reconsider the present study in their terms.

Left and Right Jumping Mode. Considering the left and right jumps introduced
in Definition 5.1.1, study them in terms of classical types of grammars. Later
in Sect. 8.2.5, this book gives an introduction to discussion of left and right
jumping derivation modes in terms of automata.

Closure Properties. Several results and some open problems concerning clo-
sure properties follows from Sect. 8.2.7. Additionally, study closure properties
of language families generated in a jumping way. Specifically, investigate these
properties in terms of CFGs, CSGs, and MONGs.

Alternative Definition of Jumping Mode with Context. Assume context-
sensitive rules (CSG) of the following form

aAB — ayB, whereA € N,a, B,y € V¥, y # &.

There are three interesting ways of defining a jumping derivation step:

IV.a Using the previous definition (see Definition 5.1.1) of jumping deriva-
tion; that is, find ¢A 8 in the current sentential form uaxABv, remove @A p,
and place oy anywhere in uv. For instance,

aAbc ;= caxb [aAb — axb]

IV.b Do not move the context of the rewritten nonterminal; that is, find A
with left context o and right context 8, remove this A from the current
sentential form, and place y in the new sentential form, such that string
y will be again in the context of both @ and 8 (but it can be different
occurrence of o and B). For instance,

aAbab 7= abaxb [aAb — axb]

IV.c Similarly to (b), in the third variant we do not move the context of the
rewritten nonterminal either and, in addition, y has to be placed between
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the same occurrence of o and 8. As a consequence, context-sensitive
rules are applied sequentially even in this jumping derivation mode. For
instance,

aAbab , = axbab [aAb — axb]

Notice that this derivation mode influences only the application of
context-free rules (i.e. . = f = ¢).

Example 5.1.30. Example 5.1.3 shows a CSG that generates {a"b" | n > 1}
when the alternative jumping derivation mode , = for CSGs is used. In context
of Lemma 5.1.4, the alternative jumping derivation mode (b) can increase the
generative power of jumping CSGs (a). In fact, it is an open question whether
Z(Ies, ;=) < £ (Tmong, ;=) o

V' Relationship with Formal Macroset Theory. Recently, formal language theory
has introduced various rewriting devices that generate different objects than
classical formal languages. Specifically, in this way, Formal Macroset Theory
has investigated the generation of macrosets—that is, sets of multisets over
alphabets. Notice that some of its results resemble results achieved in the
present study (c.f., for instance, Theorem 1 in [KMVPO00] and Theorems 5.1.9
and 5.1.10 above). Explain this resemblance mathematically.

5.2 Jumping Grammars: Semi-Parallel Versions

This section introduces and studies jumping versions of scattered context grammars
(see Sect. 4.1). To give an insight into the key motivation and reason for this study,
let us take a closer look at a more specific kind of information processing in a
discontinuous way. Consider a process p that deals with information i. Typically,
during a single computational step, p (1) reads n pieces of information, x; through
X, in I, (2) erases them, (3) generate n new pieces of information, y; through y,, and
(4) inserts them into i possibly at different positions than the original occurrence of
x1 through x,, which was erased. To explore computation like this systematically
and rigorously, the present section introduces and discusses jumping versions of
scattered context grammars (see [GH69]), which represent suitable grammatical
models of computation like this.

To see this suitability, recall that the notion of a scattered context grammar
G represents a language-generating rewriting system based upon an alphabet of
symbols and a finite set of rules. The alphabet of symbols is divided into two disjoint
subalphabets—the alphabet of terminal symbols and the alphabet of nonterminal
symbols. In G, a rule r is of the form

(Al,Az,...,An) - (.X],.Xz,...,.xn)
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for some positive integer n. On the left-hand side of r, the As are nonterminals. On
the right-hand side, the xs are strings. G can apply r to any string u of the form

U= upAuy ... up—1Aly

where us are any strings. Notice that A; through A, are scattered throughout u, but
they occur in the order prescribed by the left-hand side of r. In essence, G applies r
to u so

(1) itdeletes Ay, Ay, ..., A, in u, after which
(2) itinserts xj, x, ..., X, into the string resulting from the deletion (1).

By this application, G makes a derivation step from u to a string v of the form
UV = VopX1V1 ... VUp—1X,Uy

Notice that xi, x», ..., X, are inserted in the order prescribed by the right-hand side
of r. However, they are inserted in a scattered way—that is, in between the inserted
xs, some substrings vs occur.

To formalize the above-described computation, consisting of phases (1) through
(4), the present section introduces and studies the following nine jumping derivation
modes of the standard application.

(1) Mode 1 requires that u; = v; for all i = 0,...,n in the above described
derivation step.
(2) Mode 2 obtains v from u as follows:

(2.a) A1, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;
(2.b) x; through x, are inserted in between uy and u,,.

(3) Mode 3 obtains v from u so it changes u by performing (3.a) through (3.c),
described next:

(3.a) A1, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;
(3.b) x; and x, are inserted into u( and u,, respectively;
(3.¢) x; through x,,—; are inserted in between the newly inserted x; and x;,.

(4) In mode 4, the derivation from u to v is performed by the following steps:

(4.a) A1, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;

(4.b) a central u; is nondeterministically chosen, for some 0 < i < n;
(4.c) x; and x;4 are inserted into u;;

(4.d) x; is inserted between u; and u;4 1, for all j < i;

(4.e) x is inserted between uy—, and u;—, forall k > i + 1.

(5) In mode 5, v is obtained from u by (5.a) through (5.e), given next:

(5.a) A1, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;
(5.b) acentral u; is nondeterministically chosen, for some 0 < i < n;
(5.c) x; and x, are inserted into 1 and u,, respectively;
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(5.d) x;is inserted between u;—, and u;—, forall 1 <j < i;
(5.e) xy is inserted between u; and w1, foralli + 1 <k < n.

(6) Mode 6 derives v from u applying the next steps:

(6.a) Aj, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;

(6.b) a central u; is nondeterministically chosen, for some 0 < i < n;
(6.c) x;is inserted between u; and u;y, for all j < i;

(6.d) xi is inserted between u;—, and u;—y, forall k > i + 1.

(7) Mode 7 obtains v from u performing the steps stated below:

(7.a) A1, Ay, ..., A, are deleted,

(7.b) a central u; is nondeterministically chosen, for some 0 < i < n;
(7.c) x;isinserted between u; > and u;_1, forall 1 <j < i;

(7.d) x is inserted between uy and uy4, foralli+ 1 <k < n.

(8) In mode 8, v is produced from u by following the given steps:

(8.a) A1, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;

(8.b) x; and x, are inserted into u; and u,—;, respectively;

(8.c) x; is inserted into u;—ju;, for all 1 < i < n, to the right of x;—; and to the
left of Xi+1-

(9) Mode 9 derives v from u by the next procedure:

(9.a) A1, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;

(9.b) x; and x, are inserted into ug and u,, respectively;

(9.c) x; is inserted into u;—ju;, for all 1 < i < n, to the right of x;—; and to the
left of Xi+1-

As obvious, all these jumping derivation modes reflect and formalize the
above-described four-phase computation performed in a discontinuous way more
adequately than their standard counterpart. Consequently, applications of these
grammars are expected in any scientific area involving this kind of computation,
ranging from applied mathematics through computational linguistics and compiler
writing up to data mining and bioinformatics.

This section is organized as follows. It formally introduces all the new jumping
derivation modes in scattered context grammars. After that, each of them is
illustrated and investigated in a separate subsection. Most importantly, it is demon-
strated that scattered context grammars working under any of the newly introduced
derivation modes are computationally complete—that is, they characterize the
family of recursively enumerable languages. Finally, it suggests four open problem
areas to be discussed in the future.
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5.2.1 Definitions

Let us recall notation concerning scattered context grammars (see Sect. 4.1). In this
section, we formally define nine derivation modes (1) through (9), sketched in the
previous introductory section.

Definition 5.2.1. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be an SCG, and let ¢ be a relation over V*.
Set

L(G,0) ={x|xeT* So*x}
L(G, ) is said to be the language that G generates by o. Set
JSC, = {L(G, o) | Gis an SCG}

JSC, is said to be the language family that SCGs generate by o. O

Definition 5.2.2. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be an SCG. Next, we rigorously define the
following direct derivation relations ;= through ¢=> over V*, intuitively sketched
in the previous introductory section.

First, let (A) — (x) € P and u = wjAw;, € V*. Then,

wW1Awy ;=>wixwy, fori=1,...,9

Second, let (A1,As,...,A;) — (x1,x2,...,%,) € P, u = upAu; ...A,u,, and
Uoly . ..U, = VU1 ...V, Where u;, v; € V*, 0 < i < n, for some n > 2. Then,

(1) upAiu1Asuy ... Ayt | = UX1UIX2V) - . . Xplhy
(2) upAiu1Asuy . .. Ayt 2= VX1 V1 X203 . . . XU, Where upzy = vo, 22U, = Up;
(3) upAiu1Asruy . .. Aty 3=>V0X1 V1 X203 . . . XU, Where ug = voz1, U, = 22Vp;
4) uoAyuAsuy .. it AiuAip 1 Uity .. Up—1Anlty 4=
UoUIX1U2XD o Uj— 1 Xj— 1 U Xi Uiy X T Uiz X2 U1 « o« XpUp—1Up, where Uu; =
Ui Ui Uiz 5
(5) upA 1Ay .. Ui Ai uiAiltiy .. Ayl 5=
UQ  X1UQ,X2UT o o Xj— 1 Uj— 1 Ui U1K}« o« Up XUy,
where ug = up, uo,, Un = U, Un,;
(6) uoAiurAsuy ... i1 AjuiAip Uity ... Up—1Anlty 6=
UoU1X1U2XD « «  Ui—1 Xj— 1 UiXi42 Ui 1 -« « Xplp—1Up;
(7) uoA Az .. i AjuiAip1uig 1 . Aplty 7=
UoXoU1 « o Xilhi— 1 Uil 1 Xi+1 -« - Up;

(8) upAiu1Asruy ... Ayt §=VoX1V1X2V2 ... X,U,, Where upgzy = vo, 22Uy = Uy,
|uouy . . . Mj—ll < |vovy ... Ujl, |I/lj+1 ety < |vjvj+1 o, 0<j<mg
9) upAiu1Asruy ... Ajlty, 9=>VoX1V1X2V2 ... X,V,, Where uy = voz1, Uy = 22Uy,

IM()I/[] .. ~uj—1| < |UOU1 .. Ujl, |I/lj+1 .. I/lnl < |vjvj+1 Ce Un|,
0 <j<n O
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We close this section by illustrating the above-introduced notation in Defini-
tion 5.2.1. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be an SCG; then, L(G,5=>) = {x | x €
T*,8 s=*x} and JSC.— = {£(G,s=) | G is an SCG}. To give another example,
JSC, = denotes the family of all scattered context languages.

5.2.2 Results

This section is divided into nine subsections, each of which is dedicated to the
discussion of one of the nine jumping derivation modes introduced in the previous
section. More specifically, the section (1) repeats the definition of the mode in
question, (2) illustrates it by an example, and (3) determines the generative power
of SCGs using this mode. Most importantly, the section demonstrates that scattered
context grammars working under any of these newly introduced derivation modes
are computationally complete—that is, they characterize the family of recursively
enumerable languages.

Let us recall Theorem 2.3.18 in Sect. 2.3.1, which fulfills an important role in the
proofs throughout this section.

Jumping Derivation Mode 1

1= represents, in fact, the ordinary scattered context derivation mode.

Definition 5.2.3. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be an SCG. Let upAu; ...A,u, € V* and
(A1,Az,...,A)) — (x1,%2,. .. ,%,) € P, forn > 1. Then,

UoA U 1Aruy . .. Ayl 1 = UQXTUIXVD . . . XUy, O

Example 5.2.4. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be an SCG, where V = {S, 5, ", 5", A, B,
CA,B,C,a,b,c}, T ={a,b,c},and P contains the following rules:

(i) (S) — (aSA) (vii) (§.C) = (cS'.C")
(i) (S) — (bSB) (viii) (5',8") = (e.5")
(iii) (S) = (¢SC) (ix) (8”.A) = (5".a)
(iv) () — (§'S") x) (§.B") > (8".b)
W) (5'.4) > (@S’ A) (xi) (87,C) = (5",c)
vi) (S'.B) = (bS'.B') (xii) ($” — e)

Consider {=. Then, the derivation of G is as follows.

First, G generates any string w € T™ to the left of S and its reversal in capital
letters to the right of S with linear rules. Then, it replaces S with §’S”. Next, while
nondeterministically rewriting nonterminal symbols to the right of §” to their prime
versions, it generates the sequence of terminals in the same order to the left of S,
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which we denote w'. Since all the symbols to the right of S” must be rewritten, the
sequence of symbols generated to the left of S’ must have the same composition
of symbols. Otherwise, no terminal string can be generated, so the derivation is
blocked. Thereafter, S’ is erased, and S” is rewritten to S””. Finally, the prime
versions of symbols to the right of §” are rewritten to the terminal string denoted
w”. Consequently,

L(G,1=) = {xeT* | x=ww'w w=reversal(w”),

w' is any permutation of w}
For instance, the string abccabcba is generated by G in the following way:

S 1=aSA |=abSBA =>abcSCBA =abcS'S" CBA | =abccS'S" C'BA
1=abccaS'S"C'BA’ |=abccabS'S"C'B'A’ | =abccabS"' C'B'A’
1=abccabS" cB'A" \=abccabS" cbA’ | =abccabS" cba 1=>abccabcba O

Next, we prove that SCGs working under ;= characterize RE.
Theorem 5.2.5 (See [FMO03b]). JSC,— = RE.

Proof. As obvious, any SCG G can be turned to a Turing machine M so M accepts
L(G,1=). Thus, JSC,= < RE. Therefore, we only need to prove RE C JSC, .

Let L € RE. Express L = h(L;NL,), where h, L1, and L, have the same meaning
as in Theorem 2.3.18. Since L, is context-free, so is reversal(L,) (see page 419 in
[Wo087]). Thus, there are context-free grammars G; and G, that generate L; and
reversal(L,), respectively. More precisely, let G; = (V;, T, P;, S;) fori = 1,2. Let
T ={ai,...,a,3and 0, 1, $, S ¢ V| U V, be the new symbols. Without any loss of
generality, assume that V; N V, = @. Define the new morphisms

@ c:a;— 10'1; aAV) f:a; = h(aj)c(ay);

I C:ViuT—>Vviuxu{o1}*, (V)r:X2U{0,1,$} - %,
A—A, AeV, %a!—)a,aEE,
{aH.f(a),aeT; A e A¢ X,

Al C: V,UT — V, U {0, 1}%, (VD 7 : X U{0,1,$} — {0, 1},
A A, AeV,, {ab—>a,a€{0,1},
{ch(a),aeT; A e, A ¢{0,1}.

Finally, let G = (V, X,P,S) be SCG, with V = V; U V, U {S,0,1,$} and P
containing the rules

1) (S) — ($5:11118,9);

2) (A) — (Ci(w)), forall A - w € P;, where i = 1,2;

3) $,a,a,%) — (5,%,%,¢), fora=0,1;

@ $) — (o).

Claim 5.2.6. L(G,1=) = L.
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Proof. Basic Idea. First, the starting rule (1) is applied. The starting nonterminals
S and S, are inserted into the current sentential form. Then, by using the rules (2)
G simulates derivations of both G| and G, and generates the sentential form w =
$wi1111w,8.

Suppose S 1= *w, where alph(w) N (N} U N;) = @. Recall, N; and N, denote
the nonterminal alphabets of G| and G», respectively. If 7 (w;) = reversal(w,), then
t(w;) = h(v), where v € L; N L, and h(v) € L. In other words, w represents a
successful derivation of both G| and G,, where both grammars have generated the
same sentence v; therefore G must generate the sentence /(v).

The rules (3) serve to check, whether the simulated grammars have generated the
identical words. Binary codings of the generated words are erased while checking
the equality. Always the leftmost and the rightmost symbols are erased, otherwise
some symbol is skipped. If the codings do not match, some 0 or 1 cannot be erased
and no terminal string can be generated.

Finally, the symbols $ are erased with the rule (4). If G; and G, generated the
same sentence and both codings were successfully erased, G has generated the
terminal sentence h(v) € L. O

Claim 5.2.6 implies RE C JSC, .. Thus, Theorem 5.2.5 holds. O

Jumping Derivation Mode 2

Definition 5.2.7. LetG = (V, T, P, S) be an SCG. Let u = upAu; ... Au, € V*
and (A1,A,,...,A,) = (X1,X2,...,x,) € P, forn > 1. Then,

UpA1U1AruUy . . . Ayl 2=>VpX1V1X207 . . . XUy

where ugu; ... u, = vguy ...V, upzy = v and 2ou, = V,, 21,22 € V*. O

Informally, by using (A1,Az,...,4,) — (X1.%2,...,X,) € P G obtains v =
VX1 V1 X202 . . . X, U, from u = ugAu1Azus . . . Ayu, in o= as follows:

(1) Ay, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;
(2) x; through x, are inserted in between ug and u,,.

Notice, the mutual order of inserted right-hand-side strings must be always
preserved.

Example 5.2.8. Consider SCG defined in Example 5.2.4 and ,=>. Context-free
rules act in the same way as in ;= unlike context-sensitive rules. Let us focus on
the differences.

First, G generates the sentential form wS’'S”w, where w € T* and w is the
reversal of w in capital letters, with context-free derivations. Then, the nonterminals
to the right of §” are rewritten to their prime versions and possibly randomly shifted
closer to ', which may arbitrarily change their order. Additionally, the sequence of
terminals in the same order is generated to the left of S’, which we denote w'. §’
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may be also shifted, however, in such case it appears to the right of S” and future
application of the rule (viii) is excluded and no terminal string can be generated.
Since all the symbols to the right of S’ must be rewritten, the sequence generated to
the left of §” must have the same composition of symbols. Next, S’ is erased and S” is
rewritten to $” at once, which ensures their mutual order is preserved. If any prime
symbol occurs to the left of S, it cannot be erased and the derivation is blocked.
Finally, the prime versions of symbols to the right of S are rewritten to the terminal
string denoted w”, which also enables random disordering. Consequently,

L(G,2=) = {x € T* | x = ww'w",w/,w" are any permutations of w}
For example, the string abcacbbac is generated by G in the following way:
S »=>aSA »=>abSBA ,=>abcSCBA ,=>abcS'S" CBA »=abcaS'S"A’CB

sy=>abcacS'S"A'C'B y=>abcacbS'S"B'A'C’ y=abcacbS""B'A'C’

»=>abcachS"'B'A’c y=>abcacbS"'bA’ ¢ ,=>abcachS" bac ,=>abcacbbac O

Theorem 5.2.9. JSC,—. = RE.

Proof. Clearly JSC,= < RE, so we only need to prove RE C JSC,,.

Let G = (V, X, P,S) be the SCG constructed in the proof of Theorem 5.2.5.
First, we modify G to a new SCG G’ so L(G, =) = L(G',=). Then, we prove
L(G,,=) = LG, 1=).

Construction. Set
N = {|—5-|s |_st |7X7X7X7Xs Y? Y? Y? Y}

where V N N = @. Define the new morphisms

@ C,:VyUT, n b:xU{0,1,$} UN — {0, 1},
A A, A€V, A—>A, Ae{01},
ar> [f(@)l |, a€T; Ar>¢g, A¢{0,1}.

M C,:V,UT, aw) ¢r: X U{0,1,$3UN — {0,1,$} UN,
A A A€V, A A, A€{$}UN,
atr>|[c@)], a€T; A1 (A), A¢{$}UN.

Let G = (V/, X, P, S) be SCG, with V/ = V U N and P’ containing

(1) (§) = (1X$S:[11 || 11]8:8YT);

) (A) = (Ci(w)) forA - w € P;, where i = 1,2;
3 1.x.)— X D.(.Y. D — (LY. D:

@ XD - UXDALY.D— (LY. D:

(3) 5,0,X,Y,0,%) — (¢,$,X,Y,8,¢);
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6) ($.X,7,%) — (s, X8,87, ¢);
M (,X.8$,1,1.8.Y, D) — (s,6,6 X8,%Y, 6,8, ¢);
®) X, 1,1,,,1,1,Y) > (e,6,6,X,Y,¢8,¢8,¢);
) () = (&), (X) = (¢), (V) — (o).
Notice that X and Y hold the current state of computation and force the context-
sensitive rules to be used in the following order:

(a) after applying the rule (3), only the rule (4) may be applied;
(b) after applying the rule (4), only the rule (5) or (6) may be applied;
(c) after applying the rule (5), only the rule (4) may be applied;
(d) after applying the rule (6), only the rule (7) may be applied;
(e) after applying the rule (7), only the rule (8) may be applied;
(f) after applying the rule (8), only the rule (3) may be applied.

Claim 5.2.10. L(G', =) = L(G, 1=).

Proof. The context-free rules (1) and (2) of G’ correspond one to one to the rules (1)
and (2) of G, only the codings of terminals contain additional symbols. Thus, for
every derivation in G

S1=*Sv1111v$ = v

where v is generated by using the rules (1) and (2) and alph(v) N (N; U N,) = 4,
there is

S1="1X$wi11 || 11w 8Y[=w

in G’ generated by the rules (1) and (2), where b(w;) = ' (vy), b(wp) = v,. This also
holds vice versa. Since such a sentential form represents a successful derivations of
both G| and G,, without any loss of generality, we can consider it in every successful
derivation of either G, or G’. Additionally, in G

vi=*v, v e X*
if and only if 7 (v1) = reversal(v,). Note, v’ = #(v). Therefore, we have to prove

wi=*w,w e X*

if and only if # (w;) = reversal(w,). Then, v’ = w'.

Claim 5.2.11. In G, for

Si=* 1X$wi[11 || 11 Tw$Y[= w, alph(w) N (N; UN,) = @
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where w is generated by using the rules (1) and (2),
wi="w

where w' € X* if and only if #(w;) = reversal(wy).

For the sake of readability, in the next proof we omit all symbols from X in
wi—that is, we consider only nonterminal symbols, which are to be erased.

Proof. If. Suppose w; = reversal(w,), then w ;=* &. From the construction of G,
wi = ([1071] ([10217 |)...([10"1] |), where i; € {1,...,|X|}, 1 <j < n,
n > 0. Consider two cases—(I) » = 0 and (Il) n > 1.

I If n = 0, w =]X$[11 || 11]$YT. Then, by using the rules (3) and (4), the

rules (7) and (8), and four times the rules (9), we obtain

IXST11 || 1118YT 1= XS$]11 || 11]$YT 1=
JX$I11 ]| 11[$Y] = X$]11 || 11|$Y] 1=
JX$)11 || 11[$Y (=>X$11 || 11$Y =
$XY$ 1=XYS$ 1=Y$ =8 1=

and the claim holds.
D) Letn > 1,

w =1XS$[10° 17 [ ([10™17 D¥[11 [] 117(| [100 17)% | 107 178Y [
=1X$710717 | u | [10/1]$Y[

where k > 0, m,m’ € {1,....k}, /', im.j . jw € {1,...,|2|}. Sequentially
using both rules (3) and (4) and the rule (7) we obtain the derivation

1X$110717 [ | [107118YT 1= |X$J10717 | u | [1071]$Y] 1=
1X$]10717 || [1071|$Y| 1= |X$J1071] | w | [1071[$Y] 1=
IX$J10717 [ u | [1071[$Y| 1=X$10717 | u | [1071$Y

Next, we prove

w = X$10°17 | ([10717 D*[11 |] 117(] [100 1% | [1071$Y 1 =*¢

by induction on k > 0.

Basis. Let k = 0. Then,

w = X$10717 | [11 ] 117 | [10718Y
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By using a rule (8) and twice a rule (3) G’ performs

X$10717 | [11 ] 117 | [1071$Y 1=$071X[11 || 117Y[0/$
1 =$07 |X]11 || 117Y[0/$ 1 =$07 | X]11 || 11[Y|0$

Since i’ = j/, both sequences of 0s are simultaneously erased by repeatedly
using both rules (4) and the rule (5). Observe that

$O7 X |11 || 11| Y[0'$ ;=*$|X|11 || 11|Y[$

Finally, by applying the rules (4), (6), (7), (8), and (9), we finish the derivation
as

$IX|11 || 11[Y|$ 1=>|XS$]11 || 11[$Y] 1=
XS$11 || 118Y | =$XY$ | =*¢

and the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose there exists k > 0 such that

w = X$10717 | ([10717 [)'[11 || 117(] [10017)" | [1071$Y 1 =*¢
where m,m’ € {1,....1}, /' ip,/  juw €{1,...,| 2|}, forall0 < [ < k.
Induction Step. Consider any

w' = X$10"17 | (1017 DFIT1L || 117() T10 1) | 110718y
where m,m’ € {1,....k+ 1}, i jw €{1,...,|X|}. Since k +1> 1

w =X$10717 | [1071] | w | [10°1] | [10/1$Y
w = (1017 PTIL ] 117(| 100 1)

By using the rule (8) and both rules (3) G’ performs

X$10717 | 11017 | | [101] | [10718Y | =
$071XT10717 | w | [10717Y[O/$ 1=
$07 |X]10717 | w | [10717Y[0$ 1=
$07 |X]10717 | w | [10711Y|0'$

Since i’ = ', the prefix of Os and the suffix of Os are simultaneously erased by
repeatedly using the rules (4) and the rule (5).

$07 |X|107 17 | u | [1071|Y|0/$ 1=* $]X]107 1] | u | [10'1|Y|$
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Finally, G’ uses the rule (6) and the rule (7)

$1X[10717 | u | [10711Y[$ 1= |X$]107 1] | u | [1071$Y] 1=
X$10717 | u | [10718Y = w”

where
w’ = X$10717 | ([10™17 DA[11 || 117() [10 1) | 107 1$Y
By the induction hypothesis, w”| = *¢, which completes the proof.

Only If. Suppose that w; # reversal(w,), then there is no w’ satisfying w =*w’
andw' = e.

From the construction of G/, there is no rule shifting the left $ to the left and no
rule shifting the right $ to the right. Since the rule (5) is the only one erasing Os and
these Os must occur between two $s, if there is any 0, which is not between the two
$s, it is unable to be erased. Moreover, an application of the rule (5) moves the left
$ on the previous position of erased left 0; if it is not the leftmost, the derivation is
blocked. It is symmetric on the right. A similar situation is regarding 1s, X, and Y.
Thus, for the sentential form w, if 0 or 1 is the rightmost or the leftmost symbol of
w, no terminal string can be generated.

Since w; # reversal(w,), the codings of terminal strings generated by G, and
G, are different. Then, there is a and o/, where w; = vau, wo = u'a’ reversal(v),
and a # d'. For always the outermost O or 1 is erased, otherwise the derivation is
blocked, suppose the derivation correctly erases both strings v, so a and @’ are the
outermost symbols. The derivation can continue in the following two ways.

(D Suppose the outermost Os are erased before the outermost 1s. Then, the rule (5)
is used, which requires X and Y between the previous positions of 0s. However,
there is 1, a or @/, which is not between X and Y.

(IT) Suppose the outermost 1s are erased before the outermost Os. Then, the rule (8)
is used, which requires X and Y in the current sentential form. The symbols
X and Y are produced by the rule (7), which requires X and $ between two
symbols | and Y and $ between two symbols |. Suppose w' is the current
sentential form. Since w or reversal(w,) is of the form

.. J10°17 [ [10M1] | 10217 | ...

where ip,i1,i» € {l,...,|X]}, there is 0 as the leftmost or rightmost symbol
of w and X$ and $Y occurs between |s and [s, respectively. However, this 0
is obviously not between the two $ and remains permanently in the sentential
form.

We showed that G’ can generate the terminal string from the sentential form w if
and only if # (w;) = reversal(w,), so the claim holds. O
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We proved that for any w € X¥*, S |=*w in G if and only if § ;=*w in G/, and
Claim 5.2.10 holds. O

Let us turn to ,=.
Claim 5.2.12. L(G',»,=) = L(G',1=).

Proof. In ,=>, applications of context-free rules progress in the same way as in
1=. While using context-sensitive rules inserted right-hand-side strings can be
nondeterministically scattered between the previous positions of the leftmost and
rightmost affected nonterminals, only their order is preserved. We show, we can
control this by the construction of G’.

Recall the observations made at the beginning of the proof of Claim 5.2.10. Since
the behaviour of context-free rules remains unchanged in terms of ,=>, these still
hold true. It remains to prove that Claim 5.2.11 also holds in ;=

In a special case, ,= behave exactly as =, hence definitely £L(G', =) C
L(G', ,=). We prove

wé LG, =)= wé LG, =)

Therefore, to complete the proof of Claim 5.2.12, we establish the following claim.

Claim 5.2.13. In G, for
S1="1XSwi11 || 117w2$Y[= w,alph(w) N (N; UN,) = @

where w is generated only by using the rules (1) and (2), and ¥ (w;) # reversal(w,),
there is no w’, where

wi=*w,w e X*

For the sake of readability, in the next proof we omit all symbols from ¥ in
w;—we consider only nonterminal symbols, which are to be erased.

Proof. Suppose any w, where
S1=%w =1X$wi[11 || 117w, $Y[

in G’ and w is generated by using the rules (1) and (2), alph(w) N (N; UN>) = @,
and w; # reversal(wy;).

From the construction of G/, there is no rule shifting the left $ to the left and no
rule shifting the right $ to the right. Neither = can do this. Since the rule (5) is the
only one erasing Os and these Os must be between two $s, if there is any 0, which is
not between the two $s, it cannot be erased. A similar situation is regarding 1s, X,
and Y. Thus, for the sentential form w, if O or 1 is the outermost symbol of w, no
terminal string can be generated.

Consider two cases (I) w; = ¢ or w, = ¢ and (II) w; # € and w, # &.
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(I Suppose the condition does not apply. Without any loss of generality, suppose
wy = &. Since wy # reversal(w,), w, # €. Then,

w =1X$[11 || 117(] [10"1)* | [10”11$Y[

where k > 0,m € {1, ...k}, im, i’ €{L,...,| 2|}

First, the rules (3) and (9) are the only applicable, however, application of the
rule (9) would block the derivation, so we do not consider it. While rewriting X,
the leftmost | is rewritten. Unless the leftmost [ is chosen, it becomes unpaired
and, thus, cannot be erased. It is symmetric with Y. After the application of the
rules (3), the rules (4) becomes applicable. The positions of the symbols $ must
be preserved for future usage of the rule (7). Then, the only way of continuing
a successful derivation is

1X$[11 ] 117(| [10™1F | [10717$Y[ 2=
1X$I11 (] 117(] T10m17)% | [10717$Y T 2=
1X$I11 || 117(| T10m17)% | [1071($Y] 2=
JX$J11 || 117(| T10™ 17X | [1071|$Y | 2=
1X$]11 || 117(| [10™ 1)k | [1071|$Y|

Notice that if neighboring nonterminals are rewritten, ;= do not shift any
symbol.

Next, the rule (7) is the only applicable possibly shifting X, ¥, and $s
anywhere into the current sentential form. However, if any shift is performed,
there is a symbol 1 as the outer most symbol, which is obviously unable to be
erased.

Thus,

1X$]11 (] 117(] T10™17)% | T1071($Y =
X$11 || 117(| [107 1% | [1071$Y = w'

Next, consider two cases depending on k.

(I.i) Suppose k = 0. Then,
w = X$11 | 117 [10”1$Y

Since i/ > 0, the rule (5) must be used. It requires presence of X
and Y in the current sentential form. These can be obtained only by
application of the rule (8) and both rules from (3) and (4). However,
it must rewrite two pairs of ],[, but there is only one remaining.
Therefore, there are i’ symbols 0, which cannot be erased, and no
terminal string can be generated.
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(Lii) Suppose k > 0. Then, w' is of the form
X$11 || 117 | [u] | [10718Y

The rule (8) is the only applicable. It rewrites X to X, ¥ to ¥ and put
them potentially anywhere into the current sentential form. However,
the rules (3), which are the only containing X and Y on the left-hand
side, require X and Y situated between ] and [.

X$11 || 117 | [u] | [1071$Y ,=> $11 || 117X [u]YT0O"$

Without any loss of generality, we omit other possibilities of erasing
the symbols | or 1, because the derivation would be blocked in the
same way. Since there is no 0 to the left of X, the future application of
the rule (5) is excluded and the rightmost sequence of Os is obviously
skipped and cannot be erased any more.

(IT) Suppose the condition applies. Then,

w=1XS$[10°1] | ([107 1] DETLIL || 117(] [100 1) | [10711$Y[
= 1X$[10'17 | [u] | [10711$Y]

where k, k' > 0,m e {1,....k},m' € {1,... . k'} im0, 7.7 €{1,....| 2|}

First, the situation is completely the same as in (I), the only possibly non-
blocking derivation consists of application of both rules (3) and (4) followed by
application of the rule (7). No left-hand-side string may be shifted during the
application of these rules or the derivation is blocked.

1XS[10'1T | [u] | [107118Y[ 2= JXS$]10°1] | [u] | [107118Y[ 2=
IX$J10'1T | [u] | [1071[8Y| 2= JXS]10°1] | [u] | [1071($Y] 2=
IX$J10'17 | [u] | [1071[$Y] 2= X$10°1] | [u] | [1071$Y

Next, the rule (8) is the only applicable rule, which erases four symbols 1, two |,
rewrites X to X and Y to Y, and inserts them possibly anywhere into the current
sentential form. However, X must be inserted between | and [, otherwise the
rule (3) is not applicable and X remains permanently in the sentential form.
Unless the leftmost pair of | and [ is chosen, there are skipped symbols 1
remaining to the left of X. The rules (6) and (7) ensures the derivation is
blocked, if X is shifted to the right. Additionally, the only way to erase 1s is
the rule (8), but these 1s must be to the right of X. Thus, the skipped symbols 1
cannot be erased. Therefore, the pair of | and [ is the leftmost or the derivation
is blocked. Moreover, the two erased 1s are also the leftmost or they cannot be
erased in the future and the same holds for the left erased symbol |. A similar
situation is regarding Y. Then,
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X$10°17 | [u] | [1071$Y 2= $OT1X[u]¥YTO'$

and by using the rules (3) and repeatedly the rules (4) and (5) both outer most
sequences of Os can be erased, if i = i’. Additionally, the rules (4) ensure, X
and Y are never shifted. If there is any O skipped, it cannot be erased and the
derivation is blocked.

$OIXTulYT0'$ ,=* $O'|X|ulY|0"$ =™ $|X|ulY|$

Finally, by the rules (6) and (7) both terminal codings can be completely erased
and X, Y, and two $ are the outermost symbols, if no symbol is skipped.

$|X|ulY|$ 2= |X$|ul$Y| .= XSu$Y

Since wy # wp, wi = vau and wo = u'd’reversall(v), where a # d’ are the
outermost non-identical terminal codings. Derivation can always erase vs, as it
was described, or be blocked before. Without any loss of generality, we have to
consider two cases.

(ILi) Suppose au = €. Then, u'a’ # ¢ and the situation is the same as in (I),
no terminal string can be generated and the derivation is blocked.

(ILii) Suppose au # ¢, u'a’ # e. If the derivation is not blocked before, it
may generate the sentential form

$01X[u]YT0"$

where 10'1 = a, 101 = . Then, i # i’ and while simultaneously
erasing the sequences of Os of both codings, one is erased before the
second one. The rule (5) becomes inapplicable and there is no way not
to skip the remaining part of the second sequence of Os. The derivation

is blocked.
We covered all possibilities and showed, there is no way to generate terminal string
¢ L(G',1=), and the claim holds. O
Since S |=*w, w € X* if and only if S ;= *w, Claim 5.2.12 holds. O

We proved that L(G', ,=)=L(G',1=), L(G', 1=)=L(G, =), and L(G, =)

= L, then L(G',,=) = L, so the proof of Theorem 5.2.9 is completed. O

Jumping Derivation Mode 3

De

finition 5.2.14. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be an SCG. Let u = upAuy ...Au, € V*

and (A1,Az,...,4,) = (x1,x2,...,Xx,) € P,forn > 1. Then,
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UpA1u1Aruy . . . Ayl 3=>V9X1V1X207 . . . XUy

where ugu; ... u, = VU ...V, up = voz1 and u, = 2V,, 21,22 € V*. O

Informally, G obtains v = Vx| VX203 . . . X, U, from u = upAu1Aru; . .. Au, by
(A1,Az,. .. ,A,) = (x1,%2,. .. ,X,) € P in terms of 3= as follows:

(1) A1, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;
(2) x; and x,, are inserted into ug and u,, respectively;
(3) x, through x,—; are inserted in between the newly inserted x; and x,,.

Example 5.2.15. LetG = (V, T, P, S), where V = {S, A, $, a, b}, T = {a, b}, be
an SCG with P containing the following rules:

i () = (A4%) iv) (A) — (¢)
(i) (A) — (aAb) v $) — (e
(i) (A,$) = (A, 9)

Consider G uses 3=>. Notice that context-free rules are not influenced by 3=.
After applying starting rule (i), G generates a"b", where n > 0, by using the
rule (ii) or finishes the derivation with rules (iv) and (v). However, at any time
during the derivation the rule (iii) can be applied. It inserts or erases nothing, but
it potentially shifts A to the left. Notice, the symbol $ is always the rightmost and,
thus, cannot be shifted. Then,
L(G,3=) = {x eT* |x=corx=uvwb", uw =d",n >0,

and v is defined recursively as x}
For example, the string aaaababbabbb is generated by G in the following way:

S 3=A$ 3=aAbS 3= aaAbb$ 3= aaaAbbb$ 3= aaAabbb$
s=aaaAbabbb$ ;= aaaaAbbabbb$ ;= aaaAabbabbb$
s=>aaaaAbabbabbb$ ;= aaaababbabbb$ ;= aaaababbabbb O

Theorem 5.2.16. JSC,—. = RE.

Proof. Clearly JSC,— < RE, so we only need to prove RE C JSC, .

Let G = (V,X,P,S) be the SCG constructed in the proof of Theorem 5.2.5.
Next, we modify G to a new SCG G’ satisfying L(G, =) = L(G’,1=). Finally,
we prove L(G',3=) = L(G', 1=).

Construction. Let G’ = (V, X, P', S) be SCG with P’ containing

(1) (S) = (511188115);
2) (A) = (Ci(w)) forA - w € P;, wherei = 1,2;



290 5 Jumping Grammars and Discontinuous Computation

3) (@, $.%$,a) > (8,5,¢,9), fora=0,1;
@) ($) — (o).

We establish the proof of Theorem 5.2.16 by demonstrating the following two
claims.

Claim 5.2.17. L(G'.1=) = L(G, =>).

Proof. G’ is closely related to G, only the rules (1) and (3) are slightly modified.
As a result the correspondence of the sentences generated by the simulated Gy,
G», respectively, is not checked in the direction from the outermost to the central
symbols but from the central to the outermost symbols. Again, if the current two
symbols do not match, they cannot be erased both and the derivation blocks. O

Claim 5.2.18. L(G',3=) = L(G', =).

Proof. Without any loss of generality, we can suppose the rules (1) and (2) are used
only before the first usage of the rule (3). The context-free rules work unchanged
with 3=. Then, for every derivation

S 1=>*W = w11$$11w,

generated only by the rules (1) and (2), where alph(w) N (N; UN,) = 0, there is the
identical derivation

S3=%w
and vice versa. Since
wi=*w,w e X*
if and only if #(w;) = reversal(w;), we can complete the proof of the previous

claim by the following one.

Claim 5.2.19. Let the sentential form w be generated only by the rules (1) and (2).
Without any loss of generality, suppose alph(w) N (N; U N,) = @. Consider

S 3=>*W = w11$$11w,

Then, w 3=*w/, where w' € X* if and only if ¢ (w;) = reversal(w,).

For better readability, in the next proof we omit all symbols of w; from Y—we
consider only nonterminal symbols, which are to be erased.

Basic Idea. The rules (3) are the only with Os and 1s on their left-hand sides. These
symbols are simultaneously erasing to the left and to the right of $s checking the
equality. While proceeding from the center to the edges, when there is any symbol
skipped, which is remaining between $s, there is no way, how to erase it, and no
terminal string can be generated.
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Consider 3=. Even when the symbols are erasing one after another from the
center to the left and right, 3= can potentially shift the left $ to the left and the
right $ to the right skipping some symbols. Also in this case the symbols between
$s cannot be erased anymore.

Proof. If. Recall
w=10"110"1...10™111$$1110™1...10"™110™1
Suppose the check works properly not skipping any symbol. Then,
wi=*w =$$
and twice applying the rule (4) the derivation finishes. O
Proof. Only If. If wy # reversal(w,), though the check works properly,
wi="w = wix$$x'n)
and x,x" € {0, 1}, x # x'. Continuing the check with application of the rules (3) will
definitely skip x or x’. Consequently, no terminal string can be generated.

We showed that G’ can generate the terminal string from the sentential form w if
and only if ' (w;) = reversal(w,), and the claim holds. O

Since S |=*w, w € X* if and only if S 3= *w, Claim 5.2.18 holds. O

We proved that £(G,1=) = L, L(G,1=) = L(G, =), L(G,3=) =
L(G', =); therefore, L(G',3=) = L holds. Thus, the proof of Theorem 5.2.16
is completed. O

Jumping Derivation Mode 4
Definition 5.2.20. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be an SCG. Let uAv € V* and (A) —
(x) € P. Then, uAv 4= uxv. Let u = upAu; ... Ayu, € V* and (A1,A,,...,4,) —

(x1,X2,. .. ,Xy) € P, forn > 2. Then,

upA1u Aoy . . Uit AUA i1 Ui 1 - U1 Aty 4=

UoUIX1ULXD -« o Ui—1 Xj— 1 Ujy Xilljp Xi+ 1 Ui Xj4-2Ui4-1 -« XpUUp—1Up

where Ui = UjUj,Uis. O
Informally, v = wouixiuaxs ... Ui—1Xi—1 Wiy Xilkiy Xig 1 Uiz Xig2 Ui 1 - - - XplUp—1Up
is obtained from u = upAjuiArus. .. Ui 1AiuAir1ix1 .. Uy—1Anlt, in G by

(A1,Az,...,A,) = (x1,x2,. .. ,%,) € Pin 4= as follows:
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(1) Ay, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;

(2) acentral u; is nondeterministically chosen, for some i € {0,...,n};
(3) x; and x;4+; are inserted into u;;

(4) x;is inserted between u; and u;y 1, for all j < i;

(5) xy is inserted between u;—, and u;—y, forall k > i + 1.

Example 5.2.21. Let G = (V, T, P, §), where V. = {S, A, B, C, $, a, b, ¢, d},
T = {a, b, c, d}, be an SCG with P containing the following rules:

@ (S) = (AB$$BA) (iv) (A,B,B,A) = (A,C,C,A)
(i) (A) — (aAb) V) 8,.C.C.8) = (s,6,6)
(iii) (B) — (c¢Bd) (vi) (A) = (¢)

Consider G uses 4=>. Then, every context-sensitive rule is applied in the
following way. First, all affected nonterminals are erased. Next, some position of
the current sentential form called center is nondeterministically chosen. Finally, the
corresponding right-hand sides of the selected rule are inserted each at the original
place of the neighboring erased nonterminal closer to the center. The central right-
hand-side strings are randomly put closer to the chosen central position. In this
example, we show how to control the choice.

First the rule (i) rewrites S to AB$$BA. Then, G uses the rules (i) and (iii)
generating a sentential form

a" Ab™ ¢ Bd™$$c Bd™ a" Ab™

where n; > 0, fori € {1,2, 3, 4}. If the rule (vi) is used, derivation is blocked. Next,

G uses the context-sensitive rule (iv), which may act in several different ways. In
any case, it inserts two Cs into the current sentential form and the only possibility
to erase them is the rule (v). However, thereby we force the rule (iv) to choose
the center for interchanging nonterminals between Bs and moreover to insert Cs
between the two symbols $. Finally, G continues by using the rule (ii) and eventually
finishes twice using the rule (vi). Consequently,

L(G,4=) = {x eT* | x=d"b"MmabBd" a5 b d™d" b,

n;>0,i€{1,2,3,4,5,6}}
Then, the string aabbcabdccddab is generated by G in the following way:

S 4=ABS$$BA 1= aAbBS$$BA 1= aaAbbB$$BA 1= aaAbbcBd$$BA
4=>aaAbbcBd$$cBdA 4= aaAbbcBd$$ccBddA 4= aaAbbcBd$$ccBddaAb
4+=>aabbcAd$CCS$ccAddab 4= aabbcAdccAddab 4= aabbcaAbdccAddab
s=>aabbcabdccAddab 4= aabbcabdccddab O
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Theorem 5.2.22. JSC,— = RE.

Proof. As obvious, JSC,— C RE, so we only prove RE C JSC,-,.
Let G = (V, X, P,S) be the SCG constructed in the proof of Theorem 5.2.5.
Next, we modify G to a new SCG G’ so L(G,1=) = L(G, 4=).

Construction. Introduce five new symbols—D,E,F,|, and T. Set N = {D,E,F,|,T}.
Let G = (V/, X, P, S) be SCG, with V/ = V U N and P’ containing the rules

(1) (S) = (F$S111|E|1185,8F);

2) (A) = (Ci(w)) forA > w € P;, wherei = 1,2;
(3) (F) — (FF);

@) ($,a,a,%) — (¢,D,D,¢), fora =0,1;

5) (F,D,|,|,D,F) —> ($.¢, T, T,¢&,9%);

6) (T.E. T) — (e |El].&);

(D) ($) = (&), (E) = (&), () = (o).

Claim 5.2.23. L(G,1=) = L(G, 4=).

Proof. The behaviour of context-free rules remains unchanged under 4=>. Since the
rules of G’ simulating the derivations of G| and G, are identical to the ones of G
simulating both grammars, for every derivation of G

51:>*$W11111W2$ =w

where w is generated only by using the rules (1) and(2) and alph(w) N (N, UN,) = 0,
there is

S 4=" FSwiL1|E|1 1w $##F = w/
in G', generated by the corresponding rules (1) and (2), and vice versa. Without
any loss of generality, we can consider such a sentential form in every successful
derivation. Additionally, in G
wi=*v,ve X"
if and only if 7 (w;) = reversal(w,); then v = #(w). Therefore, we have to prove
wa=*v 0 e B

if and only if 7 (w;) = reversal(w,). Then, obviously v = v and we can complete
the proof by the following claim.

Claim 5.2.24. In G, for

S 4= w = F'$w11|E| 11w $##F?, alph(w) N (N; UN;) = 0
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where w is generated only by using the rules (1) and (2),
wa="w

where w' € X* if and only if 7 (w;) = reversal(w,), for some ij, i, > 0.

The new rule (3) potentially arbitrarily multiplies the number of F's to the left
and right. Then, F's from both sequences are simultaneously erasing by using the
rule (5). Thus, without any loss of generality, suppose i; = i, equal the number of
future usages of the rule (5).

For the sake of readability, in the next proof, in w;, we omit all symbols from
Y —we consider only nonterminal symbols, which are to be erased.

Proof. If. Suppose w; = reversal(w,), then w 4=* &. We prove this by the induction
on the length of wy,w,, where |w| = |w,| = k.

Basis. Let k = 0. Then, w = FF$11|E|11$FF. Except the rules (7), the rule (4) is
the only applicable. The center for interchanging the right-hand-side strings must be
chosen between the two rewritten 1s and additionally inserted Ds must remain on
the different sides of the central string |E|. Moreover, if any 1 stays outside the two
Ds, it cannot be erased, so

FF$11|E|11$FF 4= FFDI|E|IDFF

Next, the rule (5) rewrites Ds back to $s, erases F's, and changes |s to Ts. The center
must be chosen between the two |s and inserted T's may not be shifted, otherwise
they appear on the same side of E and the rule (6) is inapplicable. It secures the
former usage of the rule (4) was as expected, so

FFDI|E|1DFF4=F$1TETIS$F
By the rule (6) the symbols T may be rewritten back to |s. No left-hand-side string
may be shifted during the application of the rule and the choice of the central
position has no influence, because the neighboring symbols are rewritten. It secures
the former usage of the rule (5) was as expected; therefore,

F$ITETI$F,=F$1|E|1$F

Then, the same sequence of rules with the same restrictions can be used again to
erase remaining 1s and the check is finished by the rules (7) as

FS$1|E|1$F,=FD|E|DF,=$TET$:=$|E|$4=*¢

and the basis holds.
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Induction Hypothesis. Suppose there exists k > 0 such that the claim holds for all
0 <m < k, where

w = F1$wi 11|E|11wy$F2, |wi| = |wa| = m
Induction Step. Consider G’ generating w with
w = F1$w  11|E|11w,$F™

where |wi| = |w2| = k+ 1, w; = reversal(w,) = aw/, and a € {0, 1}. Except the
rules (7), the rule (4) is the only applicable. The center for interchanging of the right-
hand-side strings must be chosen between the two rewritten Os or 1s and additionally
inserted Ds must remain on the different sides of the central string |E|. Moreover,
the outermost Os or 1s must be rewritten and Ds may not be shifted between the new
outermost ones, otherwise they cannot be erased.

F'$wi11|E|11w,$F24=F"Dw/ 11|E|11w,DF"

Next, the rule (5) rewrites Ds back to $s, erases F's, and changes |s to Ts. The center
must be chosen between the two |s and inserted T's may not be shifted, otherwise
they appear on the same side of E and the rule (6) is inapplicable. It secures the
former usage of the rule (4) was as expected.

F' D, 11|E|11w,DF2,=F1$w| 11 TET 1 1w,$F"2

By the rule (6) the symbols T may be rewritten back to |s. No left-hand-side string
may be shifted during the application of the rule and the position of the chosen
center has no influence, because the neighboring symbols are rewritten. It secures
the former usage of the rule (5) was as expected.

Fisw 1 TET LIW)$F2,= Fi$w| 11|E[1Iw)$F2 = w/
By the induction hypothesis, w's=*¢, which completes the proof.

Only If. Suppose w; # reversal(w,); there is no w', where w ,=*w’ and w' = ¢.
Since wy # reversal(wy), wi = vau, w, = u'a’ reversal(v), and a # a’. Suppose
both vs are correctly erased and no symbol is skipped producing the sentential form

F'$aul 1|E|11u'a’ $F™

Next, the rule (4) can be applied to erase outermost Os or 1s. However, then, there is
0 or 1 outside inserted Ds and, thus, unable to be erased, which completes the proof.

We showed that G’ can generate the terminal string from the sentential form w if
and only if 7 (w;) = reversal(w,), and the claim holds. O
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We proved that for some w € X*, § 1=*w in G if and only if § 4=*w in G,
and the claim holds. O

Since L(G, 1=)=L(G’, 4= )=L, the proof of Theorem 5.2.22 is completed. O

Jumping Derivation Mode 5

Definition 5.2.25. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be an SCG. Let uAv € V* and (A) —
(x) € P. Then, uAv s=uxv. Let u = upAqu; ... Ayu, € V* and (A1,A,,...,A,) —
(x1,X2,. .. ,xy) € P, forn > 2. Then,

UpA 1Ay .. U A WA . Ay 5=

UQ X1U0X2UT o o X Uj— 1 UiUi4-1 X} - o U XpUp,

where uy = uo,uo,, Uy = Up, Un,.- O

Informally, G obtains wug,X1Uo,X2U] . . . Xim | Uim 1 Uilkip1Xi . . . Up, Xnlhy, from
u0A1u1A2 e ui_lAi_lu,-AiuiH .. .Anu,, by (Al,Az,. .. ,An) ad (xl,)Cz,. .. ,Xn) e P
in 5= as follows:

(1) A1, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;

(2) a central u; is nondeterministically chosen, for some i € {0,...,n};
(3) x; and x,, are inserted into ug and u,, respectively;

(4) x;is inserted between u;_» and u;—1, forall 1 <j < i;

(5) xy is inserted between u; and ug41, foralli + 1 < k < n.

Example 5.2.26. Let G = (V, T, P, S), where V = {S,A, B, $,a, b}, T = {a, b},
be an SCG with P containing the following rules:

(i) (S) — (3449) (iv) (B.$,8,B) = (A,&,¢,A)
(i) (A) = (aAb) V) (A) — (¢)
(i) (A,A) — (B,B)

Recall Example 5.2.21. 4= interchanges the positions of nonterminals influ-
enced by context-sensitive rules in the direction from the outer ones to the central
ones. Opposed to 4=, 5= interchanges nonterminals in the direction from a
nondeterministically chosen center. In the present example, we show one possibility
to control the choice.

Consider G uses s=>. First the rule (i) rewrites S to $AAS$. Then, G uses the
rule (ii) generating the sentential form

$a"AD"a"AD"$
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where m,n > 0. If the rule (v) is used, derivation is blocked, because there is no
way to erase the symbols $. Next, G uses the context-sensitive rule (iii), which
nondeterministically chooses a center and nondeterministically shifts Bs from the
previous positions of As in the direction from this center. However, for the future
application of the rule (iv) the chosen center must lie between As and moreover Bs
must be inserted as the leftmost and the rightmost symbols of the current sentential
form. The subsequent usage of the rule (iv) preserves As as the leftmost and the
rightmost symbols independently of the effect of s5=>. Finally, G continues by using
the rule (ii) and eventually finishes twice using the rule (v). If the rule (iii) is used
again, there is no possibility to erase inserted Bs. Consequently,

L(G,5=) = {x eT* | x = db*a'b'd™b"a"b" kI, m,n > 0}
Then, the string aabbabaaabbb is generated by G in the following way:

S 5=>3AAS 5= $aAbAS 5= $aaAbbAS = SaaAbbaAb$
5=>BS$aabbab$B ;= AaabbabA ;= AaabbabaAb s=AaabbabaaAbb
s=>AaabbabaaaAbbb ;=>aabbabaaaAbbb ;= aabbabaaabbb O

Theorem 5.2.27. JSC.— = RE.

Proof. As obvious, JSC,— C RE, so we only prove RE C JSC,-,.
Let G = (V, X, P,S) be the SCG constructed in the proof of Theorem 5.2.5.
Next, we modify G to anew SCG G’ so L(G,1=) = L(G, 5=).

Construction. Introduce four new symbols—D,E.F, and o. Set N = {D,E,F,o}. Let
G = (V,X,P,S)be SCG, with V' = VU N and P’ containing the rules

(1) (S) = ($5111118:$ 0 E o F);

2) (A) = (Ci(w)) forA - w € P;, wherei = 1,2;
(3) (F) = (FF);

4 $.a,a,$,E.F) — (¢,6,%.%,¢,D), fora =0, 1;
(5) (o,D,0) — (g,0FEo0,¢);

6) (8) = (e), (E) — (&), (0) — (¢).

Claim 5.2.28. L(G, =) = L(G, 5=>).

Proof. Context-free rules are not influenced by s=-. The rule (3) must generate
precisely as many F's as the number of applications of the rule (4). Context-sensitive
rules of G’ correspond to context-sensitive rules of G, except the special rule (5).
We show, the construction of G’ forces context-sensitive rules to work exactly in the
same way as the rules of G do.

Every application of the rule (4) must be followed by the application of the
rule (5) to rewrite D back to E, which requires the symbol D between two os. It
ensures the previous usage of context-sensitive rule selected the center to the right
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of the rightmost affected nonterminal and all right-hand-side strings changed their
positions with the more left ones. The leftmost right-hand-side string is then shifted
randomly to the left, but it is always €. 5= has no influence on the rule (5).

From the construction of G, it works exactly in the same way as G does. O
L(G,1=) = L(G,5=) and L(G, =) = L; therefore L(G',5=) = L. Thus,
the proof of Theorem 5.2.27 is completed. O

Jumping Derivation Mode 6

Definition 5.2.29. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be an SCG. Let uAv € V* and (A) —
(x) € P. Then, uAv ¢=uxv. Let u = upAqu; ... Ayu, € V* and (A1,A;,...,A,) —
(x1,X2,. .. ,xy) € P, forn > 2. Then,

upA1uAsy . . Uit AiUiAip 1 Uit - U1 Aty 6=

UQUI X1 URXD « o Ui | Xj— | Ui 2 Uit | -+« - XnUp—1Up ]

Informally, G obtains wuou X UsX3 ... Ui Xi—| UiXig2Uit] - . . XnUp—1U, from
u0A1u1A2u2 e u,-_lA,-u,-A,-Hu,-H . un_lA,,un by using (Al,Az,. .. ,An) — (xl,
X2,...,X,) € Pin g= as follows:

(1) A1, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;

(2) a central u; is nondeterministically chosen, for some i € {0,...,n};
(3) x;is inserted between u; and u; 1, forall j < i;

(4) x; is inserted between u;—» and u;—;, forall k > i + 1.

Example 5.2.30. LetG = (V, T, P, S), where V = {S, A, B, a, b}, T = {a, b}, be
an SCG with P containing the following rules:

(i) (S) = (ABBA) (i) (A.B,B.A) — (AB,B,B, BA)
(i) (A) — (aAb) (iv) (A,B,B,A) — (¢,B,B,¢)

Consider G uses ¢=. ¢= interchanges nonterminals similarly as 4= does in
Example 5.2.21, however, the central nonterminals are removed. This property
can be used to eliminate nondeterminism of choosing of the center, which we
demonstrate next.

The rules (i) and (ii) are context-free, not affected by ¢=>. First the starting rule (i)
rewrites S to ABBA. Then, G uses the rule (ii) generating the sentential form

a"Ab"BBa"Ab"
where m,n > 0. Next, G uses the context-sensitive rule (iii) or (iv). Notice, there

is no rule erasing Bs, thus in both cases the center of interchanging of nonterminals
must be chosen between the two Bs. Otherwise, in both cases there is exactly one
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A remaining, thus the only applicable rule is the rule (ii), which is context-free and
not erasing. Therefore, G uses the rule (iii) generating the sentential form

a"b"ABBAa"b"

and continues by using the rule (ii) or it uses the rule (iv) and finishes the derivation.
Subsequently, the language G generates is

L(G,6=) = {x €T | x=d"b"a™b™...a"™*b"™ k,n; > 0,1 <i< Zk}
Then, the string aabbabaabbab is generated by G in the following way:

S ¢=ABBA ¢=aAbBBA ¢=aaAbbBBA ¢=aaAbbBBaAb
¢=aabbABBAab ¢=aabbaAbBBAab ¢=aabbaAbBBaAbab
¢=aabbaAbBBaaAbbab ¢=>aabbabaabbab O

Theorem 5.2.31. JSC,— = RE.

Proof. Clearly, JSC,= < RE. Next, we prove RE C JSC, .
Let G = (V, X, P,S) be the SCG constructed in the proof of Theorem 5.2.5.
Next, we modify G to anew SCG G’ so L(G,1=) = L(G, s=).

Construction. Introduce two new symbols—E and F. Let G’ = (V/, X, P’,S) be
SCG, with V' = V U {E, F} and P’ containing the rules

(1) (S) > (F$5,11118,9);

2) (A) = (Ci(w)) forA - w € P;, wherei = 1,2;
(3) (F) — (FF);

4 (F,$,a,a,%) > (E,E,&,$,9%),fora=0,1;

(5 $) — (o).

Claim 5.2.32. L(G,1=) = L(G,6=).

Proof. Context-free rules are not influenced by ¢=. Context-sensitive rules of G’
closely correspond to context-sensitive rules of G. The new symbols are used to
force modified rules to act in the same way as sample ones do. The symbols F
are first multiplied and then consumed by context-sensitive rules, so their number
must equal the number of usages of these rules. The new symbols E are essential. £
never appears on the left-hand side of any rule, thus whenever it is inserted into the
sentential form, no terminal string can be generated. Therefore, the center is always
chosen between two Es, which are basically never inserted, and other right-hand-
side strings are then inserted deterministically.

G’ with ¢=> works in the same way as G with ;= does. ]

L(G,1=) = L(G,¢=), hence L(G',¢=) = L. Thus, the proof of Theo-
rem 5.2.31 is completed. O
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Jumping Derivation Mode 7

Definition 5.2.33. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be an SCG. Let (A) — (x) € P and
uAv € V*. Then, uAv 7= uxv. Letu = upAu; ...Au, € V¥ and (A1,A,,...,A,) —
(x1,X2,. .. ,xy) € P, forn > 2. Then,

upA1uAs .. Ui AjtiAi Uit .. Aty 7=

UQXQUT - o XjUi—  UiUi 41 Xid] - - - Up O

Informally, by using the rule (A;,Az,...,A,) — (x1,%2,...,%,) € P, G obtains
UupXoUy .. Xihi—1UiUj4+1Xi41 . . . Uy from u0A1M1A2 . Lt,'_lA,'uiA,'+1M,'+1 .. .Anu,, in
7=> as follows:

(1) Ay, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;

(2) acentral u; is nondeterministically chosen, for some i € {0...,n};
(3) x;is inserted between u;—» and u;—, forall 1 <j < i;

(4) x is inserted between uy and w41, foralli+ 1 <k < n.

Example 5.2.34. LetG = (V, T, P, S), where V = {S,A,B,C, $,a,b,c}, T = {a,
b, c}, be an SCG with P containing the following rules:

(i) (S) = (ABCS) (V) (A,B,C) = (A,B,C)
(i) (A) = (aAa) (vi) (A,B) = (A,B)
(i) (B) = (bBb) (vii) (A,8) = (¢,¢)

(i) (€) = (cCo)

Consider G uses 7=. 7= interchanges nonterminals in the direction from the
nondeterministically chosen center and erases the outermost nonterminals. In this
example, we show that we may force the center to lie outside the part of a sentential
form between the affected nonterminals.

The derivation starts by using the starting rule (i) and continues by using the
rules (ii) through (iv) generating the sentential form

a"Ad"b"Bb" ' C'$

where m,n,l > 0. Next, G uses the context-sensitive rule (v) choosing the center
to the left of A erasing C. If a different central position is chosen, the symbol A is
erased while B or C cannot be erased in the future and the derivation is blocked.
There is the same situation, if one of the rules (vi) or (vii) is used instead. Notice,
no rule erases B or C. Then, the derivation continues by using the rules (ii) and (iii)
and eventually the rule (vi) rewriting B to A and erasing B. Otherwise, A is erased
and the symbol $ cannot be erased any more. G continues by using the rule (ii) and
finally finishes the derivation with the rule (vii). Subsequently,

L(G,7=) = {x eT" |x= A aPm P p

mi, my, ms,ny,ny, 1 > 0}
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Then, the string aabaabccbaabcc is generated by G in the following way:

S 7=ABC$ 7=aAaBC$ 7= aAabBbC$ 7=>aAabBbcCc$
1=aAabBbccCcc$ 7=>aabAbccBec$ 7=>aabaAabccBec$ 7=
aabaAabccbBbec$

7=>aabaabccbAbcc$ 7= aabaabcecbaAabec$ 7= aabaabcecbaabec O

Theorem 5.2.35. JSC,— = RE.

Proof. Clearly, JSC,— € RE. We prove RE C JSC, .
Let G = (V,X,P,S) be the SCG constructed in the proof of Theorem 5.2.5.
Next, we modify G to a new SCG G’ so L(G, =) = L(G,7=).

Construction. Introduce four new symbols—E,F,H, and |. Set N = {E,F,H,|}. Let
G = (V',X,P,S) be SCG, with V' = V U N and P’ containing the rules

(1) ($) — (FHS,11$|$1155);

2) (A) —» (Ci(w)) forA - w € P;,wherei = 1,2;

(3) (F) — (FF);

@) (a,%,%$,0) > (s,E,E,¢),fora= 0,1,

() (F.H.E,|.E) — (H,$.].$,¢);

©) ($) = (¢), (H) = (&), () = (o).

Claim 5.2.36. L(G,1=) = L(G,7=).

Proof. The behaviour of context-free rules remains unchanged under 7= . Since the

rules of G’ simulating the derivations of G;, G, respectively, are identical to the
ones of G simulating both grammars, for every derivation of G

Slﬁ*$W11111W2$:W

where w is generated only by using the rules (1) and (2) and alph(w)N(N;UN;) = @,
there is

S 7:>* FHwq1 1$|$1 1wy, = w
in G’, generated by the corresponding rules (1) and (2), and vice versa. Without

any loss of generality, we can consider such a sentential form in every successful
derivation. Additionally, in G

wi= v,ve X"
if and only if 7 (w;) = reversal(w,); then v = #(w). Therefore, we have to prove

W= 00 e X
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if and only if 7 (w;) = reversal(w,). Then, obviously v = v and we can complete

the proof by the following claim.
Claim 5.2.37. In G, for some i > 1,

S =% w= FiHW1$|$W2E

where w is generated only by using the rules (1) through (3) and alph(w) N (N; U
N,) = 0. Then,

wao=w
where w' € X* if and only if ' (w;) = reversal(w,).

The new rule (3) may potentially arbitrarily multiply the number of Fs to the
left. Then, F's are erasing by using the rule (5). Thus, without any loss of generality,
suppose i equals the number of the future usages of the rule (5).

For the sake of readability, in the next proof we omit all symbols in w; from
Y —we consider only nonterminal symbols, which are to be erased.

Proof. If. Suppose w; = reversal(w,), then w 7=* &. We prove this by the induction

on the length of wy, wy, where |w;| = |wz| = k. Then, obviously i = k. By the
construction of G’, the least k equals 2, but we prove the claim for all k£ > 0.

Basis. Let k = 0. Then,
w= HS$|$
By the rules (6)
HS$|$ =% ¢

and the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose there exists k > 0 such that the claim holds for all
m, where

w = F"Hw $|$ws, [w1| = w2 =m,0 <m <k

Induction Step. Consider G’ generates w, where
w = F*Y U Hw $($wo, [wi| = [wa| = k+ 1

Since w; = reversal(w) and |wi| = |[wa2| = k+ 1, wi = wia, wo = aw).
The symbols a can be erased by application of the rules (4) and (5) under several
conditions. First, when the rule (4) is applied, the center for interchanging right-
hand-side strings must be chosen between the two $s, otherwise both Es appear on
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the same side of the symbol | and the rule (5) is not applicable. Next, no 0 or 1 may
be skipped, while proceeding in the direction from the center to the edges. Finally,
when the rule (5) is applied, a center must be chosen to the left of F, otherwise H is
erased and the future application of this rule is excluded.

F*Y HW, a$|$aw), 7= F*YHw|D|Dw), 7= FFHW, $|$w), = w/

By the induction hypothesis, w'7=*¢, which completes the proof.

Only If. Suppose wy # reversal(wy), then, there is no w’, where w 7= * w' and
w =e.

Since wy # reversal(w,), wi = uav, wy = reversal(v)a’'u’, and a # a’. Suppose
both vs are correctly erased and no symbol is skipped producing the sentential form

F'Hua$|$a'v’

Next the rule (4) can be applied to erase innermost Os or 1s. However, since a # @/,
even if the center is chosen properly between the two $s, there is 0 or 1 between
inserted E's and, thus, unable to be erased, which completes the proof.

We showed that G’ can generate the terminal string from the sentential form w if
and only if ' (w;) = reversal(w,), and the claim holds. O

We proved S |=*w, w € X* in G if and only if S ;=*w in G’, hence

L(G,1=) = L(G',7=) and the claim holds. O
Since L(G, 1=) = L(G',7=) and L(G, ;=) = L, the proof of Theorem 5.2.35
is completed. O

Jumping Derivation Mode 8

Definition 5.2.38. LetG = (V, T, P, S) be an SCG. Let u = upAu; ... Au, € V*
and (A1,Az,...,4,) = (x1,x2,...,Xx,) € P,forn > 1. Then,

UoA U Aruy . . . Aty 3= VX1 V1 X202 .. . X, Uy

where uozi = Vo, 2Up = U, |uoltr...uji—1| = |vovi... V|, g1 un| <

[VjVjig1... 04|, 0 <j<mn,andzi,z0 € V*. O
Informally, G obtains voxjvix2V7...x,0, from upAiu1Asrus . ..Auu, by using
(A1,Az,. .. ,A,) = (x1,%2,. .. ,X,) € P in g=> as follows:

(1) Ay, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;
(2) x; and x, are inserted into u; and u,—, respectively;
(3) x; is inserted into u;—ju;, for all 1 < i < n, to the right of x;—; and to the left of

Xi+1-
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Example 5.2.39. LetG = (V, T, P, S),where V ={S,S5,A,B,C,a,b,c}, T = {a,
b, c}, be an SCG with P containing the following rules:

i) () — (A9) @iv) ($) > (B)
i (S —> (S (v) (B) — (BB)
(iii) (S) = (bScC) (vi) (A.B.C) = (a.e.¢€)

Consider G uses g=. g= acts in a similar way as = does. When a rule is to
be applied, there is a nondeterministically chosen center in between the affected
nonterminals and rule right-hand-side strings can be shifted in the direction to this
center, but not farther than the neighboring affected nonterminal was.

The rules (i) through (v) are context-free. Without any loss of generality, we
suppose these rules are used only before the first application of the rule (vi)
producing the string

A"b"B(cC)"

The derivation finishes with the sequence of applications of the rule (vi). For As,
Bs, and Cs are being rewritten together, m = n = . Moreover, inserted a is always
between the rewritten A and B. Subsequently,

L(G,s=) = {x eT" |x=wd",we {a,b}y* #,(w) = #W) =n,n > 1}

For example, the string baabbaccc is generated by G in the following way:

S s=AS §=>AAS 3 =>AAAS §=>AAAS §=>AAAbScC 3=>AAAbLScCcC
s=>AAAbbbScCcCcC §=AAAbbbBcCcCcC 3=>AAAbbbBBcCcCcC
s=>AAAbbbBBBcCcCcC s=AAbbbaBBccCcC g=>AbabbaBcccC g=

baabbaccc O

Theorem 5.2.40. JSC,— = RE.

Proof. Prove this theorem by analogy with the proof of Theorem 5.2.9. O

Jumping Derivation Mode 9

Definition 5.2.41. LetG = (V, T, P, S) be an SCG. Let u = upAu; ... Au, € V*
and (A1,Az,...,4,) = (x1,x2,...,Xx,) € P,forn > 1. Then,

UoA1U1Aruy . . . Aty 9= VX1 V1 X202 . . . XU,y

where ug = vozi, Up = ZoVUn, |uolr...uji—1] = |vovi... V|, g1 us| <
|vjvj+1...vn|,0<j<n,andzl,226V*. O
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Informally, G obtains vox;v X207 ... x,0, from upA u1Azu; . ..A,u, by using
(A1,Az,...,A,) = (x1,x2,. .. ,%,) € Pin 9= as follows:

(1) Ay, Ay, ..., A, are deleted;

(2) x; and x, are inserted into uo and u,, respectively;
(3) x; is inserted into u;—ju;, for all 1 < i < n, to the right of x;—; and to the left of

Xi+1-

Example 5.2.42. Let G = (V, T, P, S), where V. = {S, S, A, B, C, $, a, b, ¢},
T = {a, b, c}, be an SCG with P containing the following rules:

@ () = (aSa) (v) (C) — (cBCS)
() (S) = (4 i) (€)= (e)
(i) (A) — ($4) (vii) ($,B.$) = (&,b,¢)

(iv) 4) — (O

Consider G uses 9=. 9= acts similarly to 3= with respect to the direction of
shift of the rule right-hand sides, but with limitation as in g=>. When a rule is to
be applied, there is a nondeterministically chosen center in between the affected
nonterminals and rule right-hand-side strings can be shifted in the direction from
this center, but not farther than the neighboring affected nonterminal was.

The rules (i) through (vi) are context-free. Without any loss of generality, we can
suppose these rules are used only before the first application of the rule (vii), which
produce the sentential form

am$n (CB)l$lam
The derivation finishes with the sequence of applications of the rule (vii). The
symbols $ and Bs are being rewritten together, thus n = [ must hold. Additionally,
9=> ensures, b is always inserted between the rewritten $s. Subsequently,
L(G,9=) = {x e T* | x = d"wa", w € {b, c}*, #,(w) = #.(w),m > 0}

For example, the string aabcbcaa is generated by G in the following way:

S 9=aSa y=>aaSaa y=>aaAaa y=>aa$Aaa y=>aa$$Aaa
o= aa$$Caa 9= aa$$cBCaa y=>aa$$cBcBC$$aa
o= aa$$cBcB$Saa 9= aa$bccBSaa = aabcbcaa O

Theorem 5.2.43. JSC,— = RE.
Proof. Prove this theorem by analogy with the proof of Theorem 5.2.16. O
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Open Problem Areas

Finally, let us suggest some open problem areas concerning the subject of this
section.

Open Problem 5.2.44. Return to derivation modes (1) through (9) in Sect. 5.2.2.
Introduce and study further modes. For instance, in a more general way, discuss
a jumping derivation mode, in which the only restriction is to preserve a mutual
order of the inserted right-hand-side strings, which can be nondeterministically
spread across the whole sentential form regardless of the positions of the rewritten
nonterminals. In a more restrictive way, study a jumping derivation mode over
words satisfying some prescribed requirements, such as a membership in a regular
language.

Open Problem 5.2.45. Consider propagating versions of jumping scattered con-
text grammars. In other words, rule out erasing rules in them. Reconsider the
investigation of the present section in its terms.

Open Problem 5.2.46. The present section has often demonstrated that some
jumping derivation modes work just like ordinary derivation modes in scattered con-
text grammars. State general combinatorial properties that guarantee this behaviour.

Open Problem 5.2.47. Establish normal forms of scattered context grammars
working in jumping ways.



Chapter 6
Algebra, Grammars, and Computation

In terms of algebra, the context-free and EOL grammatical derivations are tradition-
ally defined over the free monoids generated by total alphabets of these grammars
under the operation of concatenation. The present chapter, however, introduces and
investigates these derivations over different algebraic structures in order to increase
the generative power of these grammars. (see [Med90a, Med95b, MKO02]).

Specifically, in this chapter, we define the context-free and EOL derivations over
free groups, which represent a fundamental algebraic structure in mathematics. By
this natural modification of the grammatical derivations, we significantly increase
the generative power of context-free and EOL grammars. As a matter of fact, we
show that they characterize the family of recursively enumerable languages under
this alternative definition. In addition, this characterization is very economical
because it is based upon the context-free grammars with no more than eight
nonterminals and the EOL grammars with no more than six nonterminals.

From a broader perspective, the results achieved in this chapter demonstrate
that algebraically alternative definitions of some fundamental concepts, such as
derivations, in grammatically based models may result into a significant increase
of their generative power. As a result, the study of these alternative grammatical
concepts definitely represents an important investigation area in the formal language
theory today.

6.1 Sequential and Parallel Generation over Free Groups:
Conceptualization

The classical theory of formal languages defines grammatical derivations over the
free monoids generated by total alphabets of these grammars under the operation
of concatenation. The present section, however, defines derivations over different
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algebraic structures. Specifically, it introduces sequential derivations made by
context-free grammars and, in addition, parallel derivations made by EOL grammars
over free groups.

6.1.1 Definitions

Let us recall basic notions concerning languages (see Sect. 2.1) and phrase-structure
grammars in Kuroda normal form (see Definition 3.1.1). Next, this section mentions
only the new notions used in this chapter.

For an alphabet, V, V* represents the set of all strings over V, and is, thus, a
free monoid generated by V under the operation of concatenation. Furthermore, V°
represents the free group generated by V under the operation of concatenation. The
unit of V° is denoted by ¢. For every string, w € V°, there is the inverse string of w,
denoted by w, with the property that ww = ww = ¢.

The inverse string of w = aja,...a,, wherea; € V,i = 1,2,...,n,n > 0,
is defined as w = a,a,— . ..a;. The string is said to be reduced, if it contains no
pairs of the form xx or xx, where x,x € V°. Let w = uxyv € V° be a string, where
x,y,u,v € V° and x = y. To express that x and y are mutually inverse and can
be distracted, we underline xy in uxyv. As well as for any string w € V*, for any
reduced string w € V°, |w| denotes the length of w.

For example, if V = {a,b, c,a,b, c}, then the inverse string of bcaa € V° is
aacb € V°.Because aa = aa = ¢, bb = bb = ¢ and cc = cc = ¢, it is obvious that
bcaaaach = aacbbcaa = ¢.

Definition 6.1.1. A context-free grammar (see Sect. 2.3.1) over a free group (a
CFG?® for short) is a quadruple, G = (V, T, P, S), where V, S, and T have the same
meaning as for classical context-free grammar and P is a finite set of rules of the
form A — x, where A €e V—-Tandx € V. IfA — x € P, u = uAuy and
v = uyxup, where u, v € V°, then u directly derives v over V° by using A — xin G,
symbolically written as u °= v [A — x] in G or, simply, u°=> v. Let °=" denotes
the n—fold product of °=>, where n > 0. Beyond, let °=" and ° =* denote the
transitive closure of °=> and the transitive-reflexive closure of °=>, respectively. The
language generated by G over V°, L(G)°, is defined as L(G)° = {y e T* : S°=*y
in G}. O

Definition 6.1.2. An EOL grammar (see Sect. 2.3.4) over a free group (an EOL°
grammar for short) is a quadruple, G = (V, T, P, w), where V and T have the same
meaning as for classical EOL grammars, P is a finite set of rules of the form X — x,
where X € V,x € V°, and w € V° is the axiom. If A, — x;,...,A, = x, €
P,u=A;...A,and v = xj...x,, where u,v € V°, then u directly derives v
over V° by using A; — x; in G fori = 1,2,...,n, symbolically written as u° =
v[A] = x1,...,A, = x;] or, simply, u°= v in G. Let ° =" denotes the n—fold
product of °=>, where n > 0. Furthermore, let °=* and °=* denote the transitive
closure of °= and the transitive-reflexive closure of °=>, respectively. The language
generated by G over V°, L(G)®, is defined as L(G)° = {y € T* : w°=" y in EOL
grammar G}. O
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The families of languages generated by context-free grammars over free groups
and languages generated by EOL grammars over free groups are denoted by CF°
and EOL®, respectively.

6.2 Results: Computational Completeness

In the present section, we show that by the modification of the grammatical
derivations described in the previous section, we significantly increase the gener-
ative power of context-free and EOL grammars. In fact, we demonstrate that they
characterize the family of recursively enumerable languages under this alternative
definition.

Lemma 6.2.1. For every phrase-structure grammar, H = (V, T, P, S), there exists
an equivalent phrase-structure grammar, G = (Vg, T, Pg, S), so that each rule in
P¢ has one of these forms:

(i) AB — CD, where A # C;
(ii) A — BC, where A # B;
(iii) A — x,
where Vo = N6 UT, A,B,C,D € Ng, andx € T U {¢&}.

Proof. Let H = (V,T,P,S) be a grammar, N = V — T. Without any loss of
generality, assume that H satisfies the Kuroda normal form. Define the grammar
G = (Vg T,Pg,S), Vs = NgUT, where Ng and Pg are constructed as follows:

I. set N¢ = N and add P’s rules that satisfy (i) through (iii) to Pg;
II. for every AB — AD € P,add AB — A'D', A’'D' — AD to Pg and A’, D’ to
Ng, where A’ and D’ are two new nonterminals;
III. forevery A — AB € P,add A — A'B’, A’'B’ — AB to Pg and A’, B’ to Ng,
where A’ and B’ are two new nonterminals.

A formal proof that H and G are equivalent is left for the reader. O
Theorem 6.2.2. CF° = RE.

Proof. Construction. Consider that G = (V, T, P, S) is a phrase-structure grammar,
N = V — T. Without any loss of generality, assume that G satisfies the properties
described in Lemma 6.2.1.

We construct the CF° grammar, I’ = (Vp,T,Pr,Sr), where N = Vp —
T = {0,0,1,1,2,2,87,Sr}. Define the injections, g : N — {0,1}" and
h : N — {0,1}*, such that h(A) = g(A)reversal(g(A)), where A € N and
n = [log,(card(N))]. Note that the inverses of 0,1,2 € Np are 0,1,2 € N,
respectively. Furthermore, if h(A) = ay...ana,...a1, a; € {0,1} for i =
1,2,...,n,n> 0,then h(A) = a;...aya,...a,. The set of rules, P, is constructed
as follows:
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I. add S — h(S)2to Pr;

II. for every AB — CD € P, add 2 — h(B)2h(A)22h(C)2h(D)2 to Pr;
III. forevery A — BC € P, add 2 — h(A)22h(B)2h(C)2 to Pr;
IV. forevery A — x € P,add 2 — h(A)x to P,

where A, B, C,D € N and x € T U {&}. The construction of I" is completed.

Basic Idea. In essence, I" codes G’s nonterminals in a binary way. I" simulates G’s
application of a context-free rule of the form A — BC (see III.) so it rewrites 2 that
follows h(A) to h(A)22h(B)2h(C)2; as a result, a substring #(A)h(A) is produced.
This proper form is eliminated by a group reduction; any improper form—that is,
any form different from /#(A)h(A)—cannot be eliminated in this way, so a terminal
string is not generated at this point. I" simulates the application of a rule of the
form A — x from IV. analogously. In a similar way, I" simulates the application
of AB — CD (see I1.). In that case, however, it rewrites 2 that follows h(A)2k(B)
to a string that starts with the inverse binary code of two nonterminals, /#(B)2h(A),
rather than a single nonterminal.

Proof. First, we prove L(G) C L(I")°. By induction, we demonstrate Claims 6.2.3
and 6.2.4. Without any loss of generality, assume that every w € L(G) can be
generated by derivation of the form § =* w' =* w, where w € N* is generated
from S using only rules of the form AB — CD, A — BC, and A — ¢, while w is
obtained from w' using only rules of type A — a, where A,B,C,D € Nanda € T.

Claim 6.2.3. If S = y1y5...y, in G, then S; ° =1 h(y))2h(y2)2 ... h(y,)2 in
I', where y,...,ym € Nym > 0.

Proof. Basis. Leti = 0. Then, § =° Sin G. By construction, S — h(S)2 € Pr,
soSr =! h(S)2in I'.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the implication of Claim 6.2.3 holds for all 0 <
i <[, where [ is a non-negative integer.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form § =/*! B, where B € N*.
Express this derivation as S =/ « = B, where @« € N*. Express o =
V1y2 ... Yk Where yi,...,yx € N, k > 0. By the induction hypothesis, Sy ° =1
h(y1)2h(y2)2 ... h(yx)2 = ar in I". Note that in the proof of this claim, we express
the prefix and suffix of the current sentential formasu = p;...p,andv =g, ... g,
respectively, where p;,qx € N, forj = 1,...,r, k = 1,...,5, r,s > 0. The
following cases 1. through 3. cover all possibilities how G can make o = S.

1. Let AB — CD € P, where A,B,C,D € N. Then, « = uABv = uCDv = B in
G.ByIl.,2 — h(B)2h(A)22h(C)2h(D)2 € Pr and oy = h(p1)2...
... h(p)2h(A)2h(B)2h(q1)2 ... h(gs)2°= h(p1)2...
... h(py)2h(A)2h(B)h(B)2h(A)22h(C)2h(D)2h(q1)2 . .. h(gs)2 =
= h(p1)2...h(p,)2h(C)2h(D)2h(q))2 ... h(gs)2 = Br in I". Thus S =T! B in
Gand Sp°="2 BrinI.
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2. Let A — BC € P, where A,B,C € N. Then, « = uAv = uBCv = B in G.
By IIL, 2 — h(A)22h(B)2h(C)2 € Pr and af = h(py)2...
. h(pr)2h(A)2h(q1)2 ... h(gs)2°= h(p1)2...
.. h(p,)2h(A)h(A)22h(B)2h(C)2h(q1)2 . . . h(gs)2 = h(p1)2 ...
... h(p,)2h(B)2h(C)2h(q1)2 ... h(g,)2 = Br in I'. Clearly, S ='T! B in G and
Sr =2 Brin I as well.

3. Let A - ¢ € P, where A € N. Then, « = uAv = uv = B in G. By IV,
2 — h(A) € Prandar = h(p1)2
.. h(p)2h(A)2h(g1)2 ... h(g)2°= h(p1)2...
... h(p,)2h(A)h(A)22h(q1)2 ... h(gs)2 = h(p1)2...
...h(p)2h(q1)2 ... h(gs)2 = Br in I". Clearly, S ="' Bin G and S °='T2
,31* inl.

The induction step is completed, so Claim 6.2.3 holds. O
Now, we establish Claim 6.2.4.

Claim 6.2.4. If y;...yy =* win G using only rules of the form A — a € P, then
hyD)2...h(y)2°=* win I', where A,y; € N,fori =1,2,...,k,k > 0,a € T,
andw e T*.

Without any loss of generality, assume that w is produced by the leftmost
derivations.

Proof. Basis. Letk = 0. Then, ¢ =° ¢in G. Clearly, e °=" gin I'.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the implication of Claim 6.2.4 holds for every
0 < k <, where [/ is a non-negative integer.

Induction Step. Consider any sentential form y;y;...yy;4+1, where y; € N, for
i=1,2,...,1+ 1. Express the derivation from Claim 6.2.4 as y;y, ...y Vi+1 =!
Wyi+1 = wa, wherew € T*, a € T.

Lety;+1 — a € P, where yjy1 € N and a € T. Then, wy;4+; = wa in G. By IV,
2 — h(yi+1)a € Pr, so wh(yi+1)2° = wh(yi+1)h(yi+1)a = wa in I'. Clearly,
h(y1)2h(y2)2 ... h(y)2h(y14+1)2 °=* ywain I

The induction step is completed, so Claim 6.2.4 holds. O

By Claims 6.2.3 and 6.2.4, L(G) € L(I")°.

Next, we prove L(I")° € L(G). Again, assume that every w € L(I")° can be
generated by a derivation of the form S, °=* w'°=* w, where w' is generated
from S using only rules of form Sy — h(S)2, 2 — h(B)2h(A)22h(C)2h(D)2,
2 — h(A)22h(B)2h(C)2, and 2 — h(A), while w is obtained from w' using only
rules of type 2 — h(A)a, where A,B,C,D € N and a € T. Note that w' is of the
form h(y()2 ... h(ym)2, wherey; € N, forj = 1,...,m, m > 0. By induction on any
i > 0, we first establish Claim 6.2.5.

Claim 6.2.5. If Sp° = h(S)2° = h(y1)2h(y2)2...h(y,)2 in ', then § =’
Y1y2...Ymin G, wherey; € N,forj=1,2,...,m.
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Proof. Basis. Leti = 0. Then,m = 1, h(y;) = h(S) and S °= h(S5)2°=° h(S)2
in I". In G, y; =Sand S =°S.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that Claim 6.2.5 holds for all 0 < i <[, where [ is a
non-negative integer.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form S °=> h(S)2°='T! B. More
precisely, express this derivation as Sy °=> h(S)2°=' «°= B, where o, B € V}.
To be accurate, a and B are of the form h(y;)2...h(y)2, where y; € N, for j =
l,....k, k>0.

Assume that @ = h(y1)2h(y2)2. .. h(yx)2, where y; € N, forj=1,...,k, k> 0.
By the induction hypothesis, S =/ y;y; ... y:. There are the following possibilities
how I" can make the derivation & °= B. Note that in what follows, u,v € V}. and
they are of the same form as « and §; in the case of G, ug, vg € N*.

1. Let2 — h(A) € Pr, where A € N. Then,
a = uh(X)2h(Y)2v = uh(X)h(A)h(Y)2v = B

where X,Y € N. Express the substrings h(X), h(A), and h(Y) as h(X) =
X1 ...Xan...Xl, h(A) = A1 .. .AnAn...Al, and h(Y) = Yl YnYn e Yl,
respectively, where X;, A;, Y; € Ny, fori = 1,2, ...n. Recall that

n = [log,(card(N))]

and more precisely, X;, A;, ¥; € {0, 1}. In 1.a. through 1.d, given next, we cover
all possible cases concerning X, Y, and A.

l.a Consider that X # A and A # Y. Let X; = A; and A; = Y, for
everyi = 1,2,...,randj = 1,2...,5, where 0 < r < n,0 <5 <
n. Then, B = uX;...X,X,...X1A1 ... A A, .. A Y. Y, Y,... Y120
is reduced to B = uX;... X, X, ... Xop1A 1. AWA, . Agr 1 Ysgr ...
... Y,Y, ... Y120, Since the reduced sentential form contains the substring
of inverses, A,+1...A,A, . ..As+1, and, moreover,

|X1...Xan...Xr+1Ar+1 ...AnAn...AX+1YX+1 ...YnYn...Y1| 75 2n

and P contains no rule rewriting Os and 1s, there is no way of removing
them. Thus, we are not able to produce a valid terminal string.

1.b Now, consider that X = A and A # Y. Then, B is reduced to § =
uYy...Y,Y,...Y12v = uh(Y)2v. Observe that h(X) is removed. By IV,
A — ¢ € P.Since A = X, then ag = ugXYvg = ugYvg = Bg in G.
Clearly, S ="' B in G and Claim 6.2.5 holds.

1.c Next, consider that X #% A and A = Y. Then, B is reduced to =
uXy ... XX, ... X;2v = uh(X)2v. Observe that, in this case, h(Y) is
removed. By IV, A — ¢ € P. Since A = Y, then ¢ = ucgXYvg =
ucXvg = PBg in G. Therefore, S =*! B in G and Claim 6.2.5 holds
too.
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1.d Finally, consider that X = A and A = Y. Then, 8 = uX;...X,X,...
X120 = uh(X)20 = uYy ... Y, Y, .. Y120 = uh(Y)2v. In that case,
h(X) or h(Y) is removed. By IV, A — ¢ € P.Since A = X = Y, then
ag = ugXYvg = ugXvg = ugYve = Pg and, thus, S =+ B in G.
You can see that Claim 6.2.5 holds as well.

2. Let2 — h(A)22h(B)2h(C)2 € Pr, where A, B, C € N. Then,
a = uh(X)2h(Y)2v = uh(X)h(A)22h(B)2h(C)2h(Y)2v = B

where X, Y € N. By Lemma 6.2.1, A # B. In 2.a. and 2.b, given next, we cover
all possible cases concerning X and A.

2.a Consider that X # A. Observe that the situation is analogical to 1.a, so the
derivation of a terminal string is blocked.

2.b Now, consider that X = A. In that case, the situation is analogical to 1.b.
The resulting sentential form is f = uh(B)2h(C)2h(Y)2v. By llI., A —
BC € P,s0 ag = ugXYvg = ugAYvg = ugBCYv, = Bg. Obviously,
S =1 B in G and Claim 6.2.5 holds.

3. Let 2 — h(B)2h(A)22h(C)2h(D)2 € P, where A,B,C,D € N. Then, ¢ =
uh(X)2h(Y)2h(Z)2v° = uh(X)2h(Y)h(B)2h(A)22h(C)2h(D)2h(Z)2v = B. By
Lemma 6.2.1,A # C. In 3.a. through 3.c, given next, we cover all possible cases
concerning X, Y, A, and B.

3.a Consider that Y = B and X # A. Then, the subsequence 2i(Y)h(B)2 is
erased and the resulting, still non-completely-reduced, sentential form is
B = uh(X)h(A)h(C)2h(D)2h(Z)2v, so the situation is analogical to 1.a.
and the derivation of a valid terminal string is blocked.

3.b Now, consider that Y # B. Then, the resulting non-completely-reduced
sentential form is B = wh(X)2h(Y)h(B)2h(A)h(C)2h(D)2h(Z)2v.
Express the subsequences h(X), A(Y), h(B), h(A), and h(C) as h(X) =
Xi.. XXy .. X0, h(Y)=Y,1...Y,Y,..Y1,h(B) =B, ...B,B, ...
...Bl, h(A) = A1 .. .AnAn...Al, and h(C) = Cl ...C,,Cn...Cl,
respectively, where B;, C;, X;, Y; € {0,1}, fori = 1,2, ...n. Recall that
by Lemma 6.2.1, A # C. Assume that ¥; = B;, foreveryi = 1,2,...,r
and A; = Cj, foreveryj =1,2,...,s,where0 <r <nand0 < s < n.
Then, B is reduced to uX;...X,X,...X.2Y;... V.Y, ... Y, 1Bry1...
.. .Ban e Blel .. .AnAn .. .A5+1CS+1 e CnCn e C12h(D)2h(z)2v
Observe that the possible equality or unequality of X and A is not
important in this case. Since the reduced sentential form contains the
substring B,y ...B,B,...B12A...AA, ... A;+1 and moreover, the
constant length 2n of encoded nonterminals is violated, there is no way
of deriving a valid terminal string, so the derivation is blocked.

3.c Finally, consider that Y = B and X = A. Then, f is reduced to 8 =
uh(C)2h(D)2h(Z)2v. This is the correct sentential form. By II., AB —
CD € P, SO g = ngYZvG = ugABZvG = uGCDZUG = ,BG. Indeed,
S =1 Bs in G and Claim 6.2.5 holds.
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The induction step is completed, so Claim 6.2.5 holds. O
Now, we establish Claim 6.2.6.

Claim 6.2.6. If h(y1)2...h(y)2° =% win I" using only rules of the form 2 —
h(A)a, then y;...yx = win G, where A, y; € N, fori = 1,2,...k, k > 0,
a € T, and w € T*. Without any loss of generality, assume that the terminal string
is produced by the leftmost derivations.

Proof. Basis. Let k = 0. Then, ¢ °=° g in I'. Clearly, ¢ =° ¢ in G.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the implication of Claim 6.2.6 holds for every
0 < k <[, where [/ is a non-negative integer.

Induction Step. Consider any sentential form of the form

h(y)2h(y2)2 ... h(y)2h(y1+1)2

where y; € N fori = 1,2,.../ + 1. Express the derivation from Claim 6.2.6 as
h(y1)2h(y2)2 ... (1) 2h(yi+1)2 o=k wh(yi+1)2°= wa, wherew € T*,a € T.

Let 2 — h(yi+1)a € Pr, where y;41 € N and a € T. Then, wh(y;4+1)2° =
wh(yi+1)h(yi+1)a = wain I'. By IV,, yj41 — a € P, so wy;+1 = wa in G. Clearly,
VIY2 - ViVi+1 =1 qin G too.

The induction step is completed, so Claim 6.2.6 holds. O

By Claims 6.2.5 and 6.2.6, L(I")° € L(G).
All together, Claims 6.2.3, 6.2.4, 6.2.5, and 6.2.6 imply L(G) = L(I")°, so
CF° = RE. O

Theorem 6.2.7. EOL° = RE.

Proof. Consider a phrase-structure grammar, G = (V,T,P,S), satisfying the
properties described in Lemma 6.2.1. Define the injections, g : N — {0, 1}" and
h: N — {0,1}?", such that h(A) = g(A)reversal(g(A)), where A € N and n =
[log,(card(N))]. If h(A) = ai...azay...a1, a; € {0,1}, where i = 1,2,...,n,
n>0,then h(A) = a;...ana,...a;.

We construct the EOL® grammar, I = (Vp,T,Pr,wy), where Vp — T =
{0,0,1,1, 2,2} and wy = h(S)2 as follows:

I. add0 - 0,1 > 1,and2 — 2to Pr;

II. forevery AB — CD € P, add 2 — h(B)2h(A)22h(C)2h(D)2 to Pr;
III. forevery A — BC € P, add 2 — h(A)22h(B)2h(C)2 to Pr;
IV. forevery A — x € P,add 2 — h(A)xto P,

where A,B,C,D € Nandx € T U {¢}.
A formal verification of this construction is analogical to the proof of Theo-
rem 6.2.7, so it is left to the reader. O

Corollary 6.2.8. CF° = EOL".
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6.2.1 Conclusion

As the main result of this chapter, we have demonstrated that the context-free and
EOL grammars defined over free groups define the entire family of recursively
enumerable languages. It is noteworthy, however, that the proofs of Theorems 6.2.2
and 6.2.7 are based on a proof technique that can be also used to achieve some well
known results of the formal language theory in an alternative way.

Specifically, consider the characterization of recursively enumerable languages
by phrase-structure grammars (defined standardly over free monoids) with only two
contextrules—AB — ¢ and CD — ¢ (see Theorem 3.1.11). By an easy modification
of the proof technique mentioned above, we can achieve this result in a completely
new, alternative way. We leave the details of this modification to the reader because
it is simple and, as already noted, out of the main topic of the present chapter.



Part 111
Modern Automata

To a large extent, in terms of automata, this four-chapter part parallels what Part 1T
covers in terms of grammars. Indeed, Chap. 7 gives the fundamentals of automata
that formalize regulated computation. Similarly to grammars discussed in Chap. 5,
Chap. 8 discusses automata that formalize a discontinuous way of computation
so they jump across the words they work on discontinuously. Chapter 9 discusses
language models for computation based upon new data structures. More specifically,
it studies deep pushdown automata, underlined by stacks that can be modified deeper
than on their top. Finally, Chap. 10 studies automata that work over free groups, so
it parallels Chap. 6, which studies the same topic in grammatical terms.



Chapter 7
Regulated Automata and Computation

Just like there exist regulated grammars, which formalize regulated computation
(see Chap. 3), there also exist their automata-based counterparts for this purpose.
Basically, in a very natural and simple way, these automata regulate the selection
of rules according to which their sequences of moves are made. These regulated
automata represent the principle subject of the present chapter, which covers their
most essential types.

The chapter is divided into three sections. Section 7.1 discusses self-regulating
versions of finite and pushdown automata. Section 7.2 studies these automata with
control languages by which they regulate their computation. Section 7.3 investigates
self-reproducing pushdown transducers.

7.1 Self-Regulating Automata

This chapter studies finite and pushdown automata that regulate the selection of a
rule according to which the current move is made by a rule according to which a
previous move was made, hence their name—self-regulating automata. To give a
more precise insight into self-regulating automata, consider a finite automaton M
with a finite binary relation R over the set of rules in M. Furthermore, suppose that
M makes a sequence of moves p that leads to the acceptance of a string, so p can be
expressed as a concatenation of n + 1 consecutive subsequences, p = pop1 -+ Pn,
where |pr| = |pj|, 0 < k,j < n, in which 7/ denotes the rule according to which the
ith move in p; is made, for all 0 < j < nand 1 < i < |p;| (as usual, |p;| denotes

the length of ;). If for all 0 < j < n, (., /") € R, then M represents an n-turn
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first-move self-regulating finite automaton with respect to R. If for all 0 < j < n and
alll <i<|pil, (rf, r{+l) € R, then M represents an n-turn all-move self-regulating
finite automaton with respect to R.

Section 7.1 is divided into two sections. In Sect. 7.1.1, based on the number of
turns, we establish two infinite hierarchies of language families that lie between
the families of regular and context-sensitive languages. First, we demonstrate that
n-turn first-move self-regulating finite automata give rise to an infinite hierarchy
of language families coinciding with the hierarchy resulting from (n + 1)-parallel
right-linear grammars (see [RW73, RW75, Woo73, Woo75]). Recall that n-parallel
right-linear grammars generate a proper language subfamily of the language family
generated by (n 4 1)-parallel right-linear grammars (see Theorem 5 in [RW75]). As
a result, n-turn first-move self-regulating finite automata accept a proper language
subfamily of the language family accepted by (n+ 1)-turn first-move self-regulating
finite automata, for all n > 0. Similarly, we prove that n-turn all-move self-
regulating finite automata give rise to an infinite hierarchy of language families
coinciding with the hierarchy resulting from (n + 1)-right-linear simple matrix
grammars (see [DP89, Iba70, Woo75]). As n-right-linear simple matrix grammars
generate a proper subfamily of the language family generated by (n + 1)-right-
linear simple matrix grammars (see Theorem 1.5.4 in [DP89]), n-turn all-move
self-regulating finite automata accept a proper language subfamily of the language
family accepted by (n + 1)-turn all-move self-regulating finite automata. Further-
more, since the families of right-linear simple matrix languages coincide with the
language families accepted by multi-tape non-writing automata (see [FR68]) and by
finite-turn checking automata (see [Sir71]), all-move self-regulating finite automata
characterize these families, too. Finally, we summarize the results about both infinite
hierarchies.

In Sect. 7.1.2, by analogy with self-regulating finite automata, we introduce
and discuss self-regulating pushdown automata. Regarding self-regulating all-move
pushdown automata, we prove that they do not give rise to any infinite hierarchy
analogical to the achieved hierarchies resulting from the self-regulating finite
automata. Indeed, zero-turn all-move self-regulating pushdown automata define the
family of context-free languages while one-turn all-move self-regulating pushdown
automata define the family of recursively enumerable languages. On the other hand,
as far as self-regulating first-move pushdown automata are concerned, the question
whether they define an infinite hierarchy is open.

7.1.1 Self-Regulating Finite Automata

First, the present section defines n-turn first-move self-regulating finite automata and
n-turn all-move self-regulating finite automata. Then, it determines the accepting
power of these automata.
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Definitions and Examples

In this section, we define and illustrate n-turn first-move self-regulating finite
automata and n-turn all-move self-regulating finite automata. Recall the formaliza-
tion of rule labels from Definition 2.4.3 because we make use of it in this section
frequently.

Definition 7.1.1. A self-regulating finite automaton (an SFA for short) is a septuple
M = (Qs 2787q07q[7F5R)

where

1. (Q, X,8,qo, F) is a finite automaton,
2. q; € Qs a turn state, and
3. R C ¥ x ¥ is a finite relation on the alphabet of rule labels. O

In this chapter, we consider two ways of self-regulation—first-move and all-
move. According to these two types of self-regulation, two types of n-turn self-
regulating finite automata are defined.

Definition 7.1.2. Letn > 0 and M = (Q, X, 6, qo, ¢:, F, R) be a self-regulating
finite automaton. M is said to be an n-turn first-move self-regulating finite automaton
(an n-first-SFA for short) if every w € L(M) is accepted by M in the following way

qow Fiy f (1]

such that
ﬂ=r(1)"'rl(<)ri"'r/1"'/f""7z
where k > 1, r,? is the first rule of the form gx — ¢, for some g € Q, x € X'*, and
GRAREE

forallj=0,1,...,n. O
The family of languages accepted by n-first-SFAs is denoted by FSFA,,.
Example 7.1.3. Consider a 1-first-SFA

M = ({s.1.f}.{a.b}. 8.5, 1. {f}.{(1,3)})

with § containing rules (see Fig. 7.1)

l:sa — s
2:sa —> t
3:th > f
4:fb — f
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Fig. 7.1 1-turn first-move self-regulating finite automaton M

With aabb, M makes
saabb by sabb [1] bpy thb [2] Far fb [3] Far f [4]

In brief, saabb 3}, f [1234]. Observe that L(M) = {a"b" | n > 1}, which belongs
to CF — REG. O

Definition 7.1.4. Letn > 0 and M = (Q, X, 6, qo, ¢:, F, R) be a self-regulating
finite automaton. M is said to be an n-turn all-move self-regulating finite automa-
ton (an n-all-SFA for short) if every w € L(M) is accepted by M in the
following way

qow Fi f (1]

such that

_ .0 0.1 1 n n
H_rln--rkrlnnnrk---rl---rk

where k > 1, r,? is the first rule of the form gx — ¢, for some g € Q, x € X'*, and
CRAREY
foralli=1,2,...,kandj=0,1,...,n—1. O

The family of languages accepted by n-all-SFAs is denoted by ASFA,,.
Example 7.1.5. Consider a 1-all-SFA

M = ({s..f}.{a. b} 8.5, 0. {f}.{(1.4).(2.5).(3.6)})
with § containing the following rules (see Fig. 7.2)

l:sa — s
2:sb — s
3is >t
4:ta —t
5:th —t
6:t —>f



7.1 Self-Regulating Automata 323

a,b a,b

Fig. 7.2 1-turn all-move self-regulating finite automaton M

With abab, M makes
sabab =y sbab [1] by sab [2] Fap tab [3] Fa th [4] Fa t[5] B f[6]

In brief, sabab k3, f[123456]. Observe that L(M) = {ww | w € {a,b}*}, which
belongs to CS — CF. O

Accepting Power

In this section, we discuss the accepting power of n-first-SFAs and n-all-SFAs.

n-Turn First-Move Self-Regulating Finite Automata

We prove that the family of languages accepted by n-first-SFAs coincides with the
family of languages generated by so-called (n + 1)-parallel right-linear grammars
(see [RW73, RW75, Woo73, Woo75]). First, however, we define these grammars
formally.

Definition 7.1.6. For n > 1, an n-parallel right-linear grammar (see [RW73,
RW75, Woo073, Woo75]) (an n-PRLG for short) is an (n + 3)-tuple
G=(Ni,...,N,,T,S,P)

where N;, | < i < n, are pairwise disjoint nonterminal alphabets, T is a terminal
alphabet, S & N is an initial symbol, where N = Ny U --- U N,,, and P is a finite set
of rules that contains these three kinds of rules

1.S—=> XX, X;eN,1<i<n

2.X - wY, X,YeN,;forsomei,l1 <i<nweT*

3.X > w, XeN,weT*.

Forx,y € (NUT U {S})*,

X =Gy
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if and only if

1. eitherx = Sand S — y € P,
2. orx =y X1y Xu, ¥ = Y1X1 -+ - YnXn, Where y; € T*, x; e T*"NUT*, X; € N;,
andX; > x; € P, 1 <i<n.

Letx,y € (NUT U {S})* and £ > 0. Then, x :>é y if and only if there exists a
sequence

Xo =G X1 =G =G Xt

where xo = x, x; = y. As usual, x :>é' y if and only if there exists £ > 0 such that
x =%y andx =% yifandonlyif x = yorx =7 y.
The language of G is defined as

LG ={weT"|S=/w}
A language K C T* is an n-parallel right-linear language (n-PRLL for short) if
there is an n-PRLG G such that K = L(G). O
The family of n-PRLLs is denoted by PRL,,.
Definition 7.1.7. Let G = (Ny,...,N,, T, S, P) be an n-PRLG, for some n > 1,
and 1 < i < n. By the ith component of G, we understand the 1-PRLG

G=(N.T,S.P)

where P’ contains rules of the following forms:

1. = X; if$— X;---X,€P,X; €N
2.X > wY if X >wYePandX,Y e N;;
3. X—>w if X —>wePand X € N,. O

To prove that the family of languages accepted by n-first-SFAs coincides with
the family of languages generated by (n + 1)-PRLGs, we need the following normal
form of PRLGs.

Lemma 7.1.8. For every n-PRLG G = (Ny,...,N,, T,S, P), there is an equivalent
n-PRLG G’ = (Ny,...,N!,T,S, P') that satisfies:

(i) if S — X\ ---X, € P, then X; does not occur on the right-hand side of any rule,
fori=1,2,...,n;
(ii) if S—>a, S — B € P and a # B, then alph(«) N alph(B) = @.

Proof. If G does not satisfy the conditions from the lemma, then we construct a new
n-PRLG

G = (Nj.....N,.T.5.P)
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Fig. 7.3 A derivation of w in G and the corresponding acceptance of w in M

where P’ contains all rules of the formX — f € P, X # S,and N; C N](, 1<j=<n
For each rule S — X;---X, € P, we add new nonterminals ¥; ¢ N]’ into N]/ , and
rules include § — Y;---Y, and ¥; — X; in P, 1 <j < n.Clearly, ‘

S=6X1--X, ifandonly if S=¢ Y- Y, =2¢ X1---X,

Thus, L(G) = L(G). O
Lemma 7.1.9. Let G be an n-PRLG. Then, there is an (n— 1)-first-SFA M such that
L(G) = L(M).

Proof. Informally, M is divided into n parts (see Fig. 7.3). The ith part represents
a finite automaton accepting the language of the ith component of G, and R also
connects the ith part to the (i 4+ 1)st part as depicted in Fig. 7.3.

Formally, without loss of generality, we assume G = (Ny,...,N,,T,S, P) to be
in the form from Lemma 7.1.8. We construct an (n — 1)-first-SFA

M = (Q, Ta Sa qo0, qtvF’R)

where

0 =190, g} UN,N =Ny U---UN,,{q0,q1, ..., qu} "N =0, F = {q,}
8§ ={¢i—=>Xi+1 |S—=X1---X,€eP,0<i<n}U
{Xw—->Y|X—>wYeP}U
{Xw—>gqgi | X—>weP,weT* XeN;,icl{l,...,n}}
qr = q1
=3
R ={(¢i = Xi+1.9i+1 > Xit2) [ S > X1 - X, € P,0<i<n-—-2}
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Next, we prove that L(G) = L(M). To prove that L(G) C L(M), consider any
derivation of w in G and construct an acceptance of w in M depicted in Fig. 7.3.
This figure clearly demonstrates the fundamental idea behind this part of the proof;
its complete and rigorous version is left to the reader. Thus, M accepts every w € T*
such that § =¢ w.

To prove that L(M) € L(G), consider any w € L(M) and any acceptance of w
in M. Observe that the acceptance is of the form depicted on the right-hand side
of Fig. 7.3. It means that the number of steps M made from g;—; to g; is the same
as from ¢; to g;+; since the only rule in the relation with g;—; — Xi is the rule
qi —> X‘i“. Moreover, M can never come back to a state corresponding to a previous
component. (By a component of M, we mean the finite automaton

M; = (Q, 2,5,%—1,{%})
for 1 <i < n.) Next, construct a derivation of w in G. By Lemma 7.1.8, we have
card ({X | (g; > X{'. qis1 > X) €R}) =1

forall0 <i <n—1.Thus,S — X/X?---X] € P. Moreover, ifX;k; — X;+1’ we
applyX]? — )?;:X;H € P,and if X\xi — q;, weapply X, — xi € P, 1 <i <n,
1<j<k

Hence, Lemma 7.1.9 holds. O
Lemma 7.1.10. Let M be an n-first-SFA. Then, there is an (n + 1)-PRLG G such
that L(G) = L(M).

Proof. LetM = (Q, X, 6, qo, q:, F, R). Consider
G = (No,....Ny, 2,5, P)

where

Ni = (02" x @ x {i} x Q) U (Q x {i} x Q)

I =max({|w||gw —>p€bd}),0<i<n

P = {S - [q0x0, 4" 0,qlgx1,q", 1, i 1[gi, %2, 4. 2, @in ]+ [ @iy Xns G 1, G5, |
r0:qoxo = q°, i g1 — ¢ i qixa = @2 Tl iy X —> ¢ €6,
(Vo,rl),(rl,"z)’--'a("n—lﬁ’n) ER’ qin EF} u
{lpx.q.i,r] = x[g.i,r]} U
lg.i.ql > e|lqeQ}U
{lg.i.p] = wlg'.i.p] | gw — ¢’ € &}

Next, we prove that L(G) = L(M). To prove that L(G) < L(M), observe that
we make n + 1 copies of M and go through them similarly to Fig. 7.3. Consider a
derivation of w in G. Then, in a greater detail, this derivation is of the form
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S =6 [q0x5, 40,0, qlgixs: 41, 1, g ) - -+ i X0, 41 1, qi,)
=¢ %1}, 0. g/lxlgi. 1. gi] - XL} n. qi,]
=6 x0x7[49. 0, qlxixi[gb. 1. g1 ] - XX [gh. n. qi,] (7.1)

=6 X% -+ [q, O, qt]x(‘)Xi coxplgins Logi) - xox -5 g, 1 i,
=G XgX] XXX X e XG x
and
PO qoXg = 415 14Xy = s T2 i X = G Tl Qi X > G €8
(ro,r1), (r1,12), ..., (ru—1,72) €R
andg;, € F.

Thus, the sequence of rules used in the acceptance of w in M is

= (‘]Oxo - ql)(qlxl - q(z)) (quk - qr)
(tho - ql)(qlxl - ‘Z;) e (quk - qi,)
(@00 = aD(@x7 = 43) -+ (g% = 4ip) (7.2)

(@i X0 = dD(G1X] = G5) - (X = qi,)-

Next, we prove that L(M) C L(G). Informally, the acceptance is divided into n+1
parts of the same length. Grammar G generates the ith part by the ith component and
records the state from which the next component starts.

Let 1 be a sequence of rules used in an acceptance of

_,0.0 011 1
W__xo_xl..._xkxoxl...xk...xg_x’il..._xz

in M of the form (7.2). Then, the derivation of the form (7.1) is the corresponding
derivation of w in G since [qj’ i,p] — x}[g§+l, i,p] € Pand [q,i,q] — e, for all
0<iz<nl=<j<k

Hence, Lemma 7.1.10 holds. O

The first main result of this chapter follows next.
Theorem 7.1.11. For alln > 0, FSFA, = PRL,, 4.
Proof. This proof follows from Lemmas 7.1.9 and 7.1.10. O
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Corollary 7.1.12. The following statements hold true.

(i) REG = FSFA, C FSFA; C FSFA, C --- C CS
(ii) FSFA, C CF
(iii) FSFA, € CF

(iv) CF & FSFA, for anyn > 0.

(v) For all n > 0, FSFA, is closed under union, finite substitution, homomor-
phism, intersection with a regular language, and right quotient with a regular
language.

(vi) Foralln > 1, FSFA, is not closed under intersection and complement.

Proof. Recall the following statements that are proved in [RW75].

« REG =PRL,; CPRL, CPRL; C.---CCS

e PRL, C CF

e CFZPRL,,n>1.

e Forall n > 1, PRL, is closed under union, finite substitution, homomorphism,
intersection with a regular language, and right quotient with a regular language.

e Forall n > 2, PRL, is not closed under intersection and complement.

These statements and Theorem 7.1.11 imply statements (i), (ii), (iv), (v), and (vi) in
Corollary 7.1.12. Moreover, observe that

{a"b"c®™ | n = 0} € FSFA, — CF

which proves (iii). |
Theorem 7.1.13. Foralln > 1, FSFA, is not closed under inverse homomorphism.

Proof. Forn = 1, let L = {a*b* | k > 1}, and let the homomorphism % :
{a,b,c}* — {a,b}* be defined as h(a) = a, h(b) = b, and h(c) = ¢. Then,
L € FSFA,, but
L'=n"(L)Nnc*a*d* = {c*a*b" | k > 1} ¢ FSFA,
Assume that L' is in FSFA . Then, by Theorem 7.1.11, there is a 2-PRLG
G = (N,N2,T.,S.P)
such that L(G) = L. Let
k > card(P) - max ({|w| | X - wY € P})
Consider a derivation of c*a*b* € L’'. The second component can generate only

finitely many as; otherwise, it derives {d*b" | k < n}, which is not regular.
Analogously, the first component generates only finitely many bs. Therefore, the
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first component generates any number of as, and the second component generates
any number of bs. Moreover, there is a derivation of the form X ={} X, for some
X € Ny, and m > 1, used in the derivation in the second component. In the first
component, there is a derivation A :>ZG a’A, for some A € Ny, and s,/ > 1. Then,
we can modify the derivation of c*a*b* so that in the first component, we repeat
the cycle A :>1G a’*A (m + 1)-times, and in the second component, we repeat the
cycle X =7 X (I 4+ 1)-times. The derivations of both components have the same
length—the added cycles are of length ml/, and the rest is of the same length as in
the derivation of c*a*b*. Therefore, we have derived c*a"b*, where r > k, which is
not in L'—a contradiction.

For n > 1, the proof is analogous and left to the reader. O

Corollary 7.1.14. For all n > 1, FSFA, is not closed under concatenation.
Therefore, it is not closed under Kleene closure either.

Proof. Forn = 1,let L; = {c}* and L, = {a*b* | k > 1}. Then,
LiL, = {dd'b" | k> 1,j >0}

Analogously, prove this corollary forn > 1. O

n-Turn All-Move Self-Regulating Finite Automata

We next turn our attention to n-all-SFAs. We prove that the family of languages
accepted by n-all-SFAs coincides with the family of languages generated by so-
called n-right-linear simple matrix grammars (see [DP89, Iba70, Woo75]). First,
however, we define these grammars formally.

Definition 7.1.15. Forn > 1, an n-right-linear simple matrix grammar (see [DP89,
Iba70, Wo075]), an n-RLSMG for short, is an (n + 3)-tuple
G=(Ny,...,N,,T.S.P)

where N;, 1| < i < n, are pairwise disjoint nonterminal alphabets, T is a terminal
alphabet, S & N is an initial symbol, where N = Ny U --- U N,,, and P is a finite set
of matrix rules. A matrix rule can be in one of the following three forms

1_(S—)X]"'Xn)7 XleNl’lflfn;
2. (X = wiYy, o, Xy = woYa), wieT* X, Y,eN,1 <i<m
3.Xy > wy, -, Xy > wy), X, eN,w,€T*, 1 <i<n.

Let m be a matrix. Then, m[i] denotes the ith rule of m. For x,y € (N U T U {S})*,

X =Gy
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if and only if

1. eitherx = Sand (S —y) € P,
2. orx =y X1y Xu, ¥ = Y1X1 -+ - YnXn, Where y; € T*, x; e T*"NUT*, X; € N,
1 <i<n,and (X; = x1,--+, X, = x,) € P.

We define x = y and x =, y as in Definition 7.1.6.
The language of G is defined as

LG) ={weT"|S=¢w)

A language K € T* is an n-right linear simple matrix language (an n-RLSML for
short) if there is an n-RLSMG G such that K = L(G). O

The family of n-RLSMLs is denoted by RLSM,,. Furthermore, the ith component
of an n-RLSMG is defined analogously to the ith component of an n-PRLG (see
Definition 7.1.7).

To prove that the family of languages accepted by n-all-SFAs coincides with the
family of languages generated by n-RLSMGs, the following lemma is needed.

Lemma 7.1.16. For every n-RLSMG, G = (Ny,...,N,,T,S,P), there is an
equivalent n-RLSMG G’ that satisfies (i) through (iii), given next.

(i) If (S — X, ---X,), then X; does not occur on the right-hand side of any rule,
1<i<n
(ii) If (S — ), (S — B) € Pand o # B, then alph(o) N alph(B) = 0.
(iii) For any two matrices mi,mp € P, if mi[i] = my[i], for some 1 < i < n, then
nmp = my.
Proof. The first two conditions can be proved analogously to Lemma 7.1.8. Suppose
that there are matrices m and m’ such that m[i] = n/[i], for some 1 < i < n. Let

m =X = x,....X;, = x,)
m' =Yy = yi..... Y% = ya)

Replace these matrices with matrices

ny =(X1—>Xi,...,Xn—>X:l)

my =X > x1,....X, > x,)
my =X —->Y,....Y,—>Y))
my =Y = yi,.... Y, = y)

where X/, Y/ are new nonterminals for all i. These new matrices satisfy condi-
tion (iii). Repeat this replacement until the resulting grammar satisfies the properties

of G’ given in this lemma. a

Lemma 7.1.17. Let G be an n-RLSMG. There is an (n — 1)-all-SFA M such that
L(G) = L(M).
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that G = (Ny,...,N,,T,S,P) is in
the form described in Lemma 7.1.16. We construct an (n — 1)-all-SFA

M = (Q, Ta Sa qo0, qtvF’R)

where

Q = {q05---sqn}UNsN:Nl U"'UNnv{QO7qls---sqn}ﬂN:ﬂ

F = {qu}

§ ={¢i—=>Xi+1 |S—=X---X,) eP,0<i<n}U
{Xiwi—>Yi|(X1 —>W1Y1,...,Xn—>WnYn)€P, 1 fifn}U

{Xiwi—>qi|(X1—)Wl,...,Xn—>Wn)€P, WiGT*,lfifn}
q: = q1
=35

R = {(gi = Xi+1.gi+1 —> Xiv2) |
(S—Xi--X) €P,0<i<n—2}U
{Xiw; — Y, Xipiwiger — Yig) |
(X] —>W1Y1,...,Xn—>WnYn) eP, 1 §i<n}U
{Xiwi = qi, Xix1iwir1 = qit1) |
Xy > w,.... X, > wy) eP,weT* 1 <i<n}

Next, we prove that L(G) = L(M). A proof of L(G) € L(M) can be made by
analogy with the proof of the same inclusion of Lemma 7.1.9, which is left to the
reader.

To prove that L(M) € L(G), consider w € L(M) and an acceptance of w in M.
Asin Lemma 7.1.9, the derivation looks like the one depicted on the right-hand side
of Fig. 7.3. Next, we describe how G generates w. By Lemma 7.1.16, there is matrix

(S— X|X?---X!)eP
Moreover, if X]‘x]’ — X;+1’ 1 <i<n,then
i i i+1 i+1yitl
X; = X . X > 5T X) €R
forl <i<n,1 <j<k Weapply
1 n n
X = X1 X > X)) € P

If Xjxt — g;, 1 <i<n,then

(X,’( — xj;,X,’;H — x};'H) €R
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for 1 <i < n, and we apply
X} = xj,.... X > x)eP

Thus, w € L(G).
Hence, Lemma 7.1.17 holds. |

Lemma 7.1.18. Let M be an n-all-SFA. There is an (n + 1)-RLSMG G such that
L(G) = L(M).

Proof. LetM = (Q, X, 6, qo, q:, F, R). Consider
G = (No,....Ny, 2,5, P)

where

Ni = (QZ' x O x{i} x Q) U (Q x {i} x Q)

I =max({|w| |gw —>p€d}),0<i<n
P = {(S - [CIOXO, qovos ‘Ir][CIrxhql, I, qil] [qin—lxnv qn,n’ qiu]) |
ro:qoxo = %, riigixy —> g el i Xn —> ¢ €8

(ro,71), ..., (ra—1,1) € R, q;, € F} U
{([pox0, 40, 0, ro] = x0[q0,0, 70, . . ., [PuXus G, 11, Fn] = XulGn, 1, 1))} U
{((90,0,q0] = &, ..., [gn,n,qs) > €) i € Q, 0 <i<n}U
{([90. 0, po] = wolgp. 0, pol. - - .. [gn, 1, pu] = walgy, 1. pal) |
rj:quj—>qj’-€8, 0<j<mn, (rir+1) €ER, 0=<i<n}

Next, we prove that L(G) = L(M). To prove that L(G) C L(M), consider a
derivation of w in G. Then, the derivation is of the form (7.1) and there are rules

ro:qoxg — q(l), i q,x(l) — q%, e TG Xy = g €S

such that (ro,71), ..., (ra—1.72) € R. Moreover, (r]’.,r]l.H) € R, where r]l.:qjl.xg N
q]l.+l € 8, and (7, 7ty € R, where rl:gixt — ¢, € 6,0 <1 <n, 1 <j <k,
gi, denotes g, and g;, € F. Thus, M accepts w with the sequence of rules p of the
form (7.2).

To prove that L(M) C L(G), let i be a sequence of rules used in an acceptance
of

w =x8x?---x2x(l)x}---x,i---xﬁx’l‘---x”k

in M of the form (7.2). Then, the derivation is of the form (7.1) because

(g}, 0,91 = x][g}41,0. 4. . ... 4} n. 4;,] = ] lg}41.n.95,) € P

forallq;ZGQ, 1<i<n,1<j<kand(g,0.9]—e,....lq,.nq] > €) €P.
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Hence, Lemma 7.1.18 holds. O
Next, we establish another important result of this chapter.
Theorem 7.1.19. Foralln > 0, ASFA,, = RLSM, 4.
Proof. This proof follows from Lemmas 7.1.17 and 7.1.18. O
Corollary 7.1.20. The following statements hold true.

(i) REG = ASFA;, C ASFA; C ASFA, C ---C CS
(ii) ASFA; € CF
(iii) CF € ASFA,, for everyn > 0.
(iv) Foralln > 0, ASFA,, is closed under union, concatenation, finite substitution,
homomorphism, intersection with a regular language, and right quotient with
a regular language.
(v) Foralln > 1, ASFA, is not closed under intersection, complement, and Kleene
closure.

Proof. Recall the following statements that are proved in [Woo75].

¢« REG = RLSM,; C RLSM, C RLSM;3; C --- C CS

e For all n > 1, RLSM,, is closed under union, finite substitution, homomor-
phism, intersection with a regular language, and right quotient with a regular
language.

¢ For all n > 2, RLSM,, is not closed under intersection and complement.

Furthermore, recall these statements proved in [Sir69] and [Sir71].

e Forall n > 1, RLSM,, is closed under concatenation.
e For all n > 2, RLSM,, is not closed under Kleene closure.

These statements and Theorem 7.1.19 imply statements (i), (iv), and (v) of
Corollary 7.1.20. Moreover, observe that
{ww | w € {a,b}*} € ASFA| — CF
(see Example 7.1.5), which proves (ii). Finally, let
L= {wew® | w € {a,b}*}
By Theorem 1.5.2 in [DP89], L ¢ RLSM,, for any n > 1. Thus, (iii) follows from
Theorem 7.1.19. O

Theorem 7.1.21, given next, follows from Theorem 7.1.19 and from Corol-
lary 3.3.3 in [Sir71]. However, Corollary 3.3.3 in [Sir71] is not proved effectively.
We next prove Theorem 7.1.21 effectively.

Theorem 7.1.21. ASFA,, is closed under inverse homomorphism, for all n > 0.
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Proof. Forn = 1,1et M = (Q, X, 8, qo.q;, F,R) be a 1-all-SFA, and let h : A* —
X* be a homomorphism. Next, we construct a 1-all-SFA

M = (0. 4,8 dy 4. (g} R)
accepting h~ ! (L(M)) as follows. Set
k = max ({|w| | gw —p € 8}) + max ({|h(a)| |ae A})
and

0 ={q0} U{lx.q.y] | x.y € Z* |xl. |y| <k, q € 0}

Initially, set 8" and R’ to @. Then, extend §’ and R’ by performing (1) through (5),
given next.

(1) Fory € I*, |y| <k, add
(90 = [e.90.¥].q; = [y. g1 €]) to R'.
) ForA € 0, q # g, add
([x,q,yla — [xh(a),q,y],A —> A)to R'.
(3) ForA € Q’, add
(A — A, [x,q,¢la — [xh(a),q,¢]) toR'.
(4) For (gx — p,g'x — p') €R, q # q;, add
(rw. q.y] = w.p.yl. ¥'w'.¢'.e] > [W.p'.e]) o R'.
(5) For gy € F, add
(b g1 3] = g} [e. 47, €] = qp) OR'.

In essence, M’ simulates M in the following way. In a state of the form [x, ¢, y], the
three components have the following meaning

e x = h(a, ---a,), where a; - - - a, is the input string that M’ has already read;

e g is the current state of M;

* yis the suffix remaining as the first component of the state that M’ enters during
a turn; y is thus obtained when M’ reads the last symbol right before the turn
occurs in M; M reads y after the turn.

More precisely, h(w) = wi;yw,, where w is an input string, w; is accepted by M
before making the turn—that is, from ¢go to ¢,, and yw, is accepted by M after
making the turn—that is, from ¢, to g € F. A rigorous version of this proof is
left to the reader.

For n > 1, the proof is analogous and left to the reader. O

Language Families Accepted by n-First-SFAs and n-All-SFAs

Next, we compare the family of languages accepted by n-first-SFAs with the family
of languages accepted by n-all-SFAs.
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Theorem 7.1.22. Foralln > 1, FSFA, C ASFA,.

Proof. In [RW75] and [Woo75], it is proved that for all » > 1, PRL, C RLSM,,.
The proof of Theorem 7.1.22 thus follows from Theorems 7.1.11 and 7.1.19. O

Theorem 7.1.23. FSFA, € ASFA,_;,n > 1.

Proof. Recall that FSFA, = PRL,;; (see Theorem 7.1.11) and ASFA,_; =
RLSM,, (see Theorem 7.1.19). It is easy to see that

L= {did5---ds, | k> 1} € PRL,1,
However, Lemma 1.5.6 in [DP89] implies that
L ¢ RLSM,,

Hence, the theorem holds. O
Lemma 7.1.24. For each regular language L, {w" | w € L} € ASFA,_;.

Proof. Let L = L(M), where M is a finite automaton. Make n copies of M. Rename
their states so all the sets of states are pairwise disjoint. In this way, also rename
the states in the rules of each of these n automata; however, keep the labels of the
rules unchanged. For each rule label r, include (r, r) into R. As a result, we obtain
an n-all-SFA that accepts {w" | w € L}. A rigorous version of this proof is left to
the reader. O

Theorem 7.1.25. ASFA, — FSFA # 0, for all n > 1, where FSFA =
US>, FSFA,,.

Proof. By induction on n > 1, we prove that
L= {(cw)”'H | we {a,b}*} ¢ FSFA
From Lemma 7.1.24, it follows that L € ASFA,,.
Basis. For n = 1, let G be an m-PRLG generating L, for some positive integer
m. Consider a sufficiently large string cwjcw, € L such that wy = wy, = a™'b™,
np > n; > 1. Then, there is a derivation of the form
S @12; X1A1X040 - - XpmAm
=& XVIAYA2 X YmAm (7.3)

in G, where cycle (7.3) generates more than one a in w;. The derivation continues
as

xlylAl . 'xmymAm :>rG
XIVZ1B1 X YmZmBm =5 xiy1z001By -+ - X YmZntmBon (7.4)

(cycle (7.4) generates no as) =y; cwicwy
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Next, modify the left derivation, the derivation in components generating cwy, SO
that the a-generating cycle (7.3) is repeated (I + 1)-times. Similarly, modify the
right derivation, the derivation in the other components, so that the no-a-generating
cycle (7.4) is repeated (k + 1)-times. Thus, the modified left derivation is of length

pHk(+1D)+r+l+s=p+k+r+itk+1)+s

which is the length of the modified right derivation. Moreover, the modified left
derivation generates more as in w; than the right derivation in w,—a contradiction.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that the theorem holds for all £ < n, for some n > 1.

Induction Step. Consider n 4 1 and let
{(CW)"+1 | w e {a, b}*} € FSFA,

for some [ > 1. As FSFA| is closed under the right quotient with a regular language,
and language {cw | w € {a, b}*} is regular, we obtain

{(cw)" | w € {a,b}*} € FSFA, C FSFA

which is a contradiction. O

7.1.2 Self-Regulating Pushdown Automata

The present section consists of two subsections. Section Definitions defines n-turn
first-move self-regulating pushdown automata and n-turn all-move self-regulating
pushdown automata. Section Accepting Power determines the accepting power of n-
turn all-move self-regulating pushdown automata.

Definitions

Before defining self-regulating pushdown automata, recall the formalization of rule
labels from Definition 2.4.10 because this formalization is often used throughout
this section.

Definition 7.1.26. A self-regulating pushdown automaton (an SPDA for short) M
is a 9-tuple

M = (Q, E,F,S,qO,qr,Zo,F,R)
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where

1. (Q,X,I,8, q0,Zy, F) is a pushdown automaton entering a final state and
emptying its pushdown,

2. q; € Qis a turn state, and

3. R C ¥ x V is a finite relation, where ¥ is an alphabet of rule labels. O

Definition 7.1.27. Let n > 0 and
M= (0.%X.T.8.90.9:.Zo, F.R)
be a self-regulating pushdown automaton. M is said to be an n-turn first-move self-

regulating pushdown automaton, n-first-SPDA, if every w € L(M) is accepted by M
in the following way

Zogow = f [14]
such that

_ .0 0.1 1
H_rl...rkrl...rk...r’f...rllz

where k > 1, r,? is the first rule of the form Zgx — ygq,, forsome Z € I', g € Q,
xe X* yerl* and

. er

forall 0 <j < n. O
The family of languages accepted by n-first-SPDAs is denoted by FSPDA,,.
Definition 7.1.28. Let n > 0 and

M = (Q’ 27 FsSqusql‘sZOstR)
be a self-regulating pushdown automaton. M is said to be an n-turn all-move self-

regulating pushdown automaton (an n-all-SPDA for short) if every w € L(M) is
accepted by M in the following way

Zogow b f [

such that
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where k > 1, r,? is the first rule of the form Zgx — ygq,, forsome Z € I', g € Q,
xe X* yerl* and

ol er
foralll <i<k 0<j<n. O

The family of languages accepted by n-all-SPDAs is denoted by ASPDA,,.

Accepting Power

In this section, we investigate the accepting power of self-regulating pushdown
automata.

As every n-first-SPDA and every n-all-SPDA without any turn state represents,
in effect, an ordinary pushdown automaton, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1.29. FSPDA, = ASPDA, = CF O

However, if we consider 1-all-SPDAs, their power is that of phrase-structure
grammars.

Theorem 7.1.30. ASPDA; = RE

Proof. For any L € RE, L C A*, there are context-free languages L(G) and L(H)
and a homomorphism z : ¥* — A* such that

L = h(L(G) N L(H))

(see Theorem 2.3.18). Suppose that G = (Ng, X, P, S¢) and H = (Ny, X, Py, Sy)
are in the Greibach normal form (see Definition 3.1.21)—that is, all rules are of the
form A — aa, where A is a nonterminal, a is a terminal, and « is a (possibly empty)
string of nonterminals. Let us construct a 1-all-SPDA

M = ({CIOv q, qrvpsf}s Av 2u NG U]\7H U {Z}, 87 q0, 27 {f}vR)

where Z & ¥ U Ng U Ny, with R constructed by performing (1) through (4), stated
next.

(1) Add (Zgy — ZScq.Zq; — ZSyp) to R.

(2) Add (Aq — B,,---Byaq,Cp — D,,---Diap) to R if
A —aB;---B, € Pg and
C—aD,---D,, € Py.

(3) Add (agh(a) — gq,ap — p) toR.

4) Add (Zg — Zq;,Zp — f) to R.

Moreover, § contains only the rules from the definition of R.
Next, we prove that w € h(L(G) N L(H)) if and only if w € L(M).

Only If. Letw € h(L(G) N L(H)). There are a;, az, ...,a, € X such that

ajay---a, € L(G) N L(H)



7.1 Self-Regulating Automata 339

andw = h(ayay - - - a,), for some n > 0. There are leftmost derivations
S¢ :nG ayay---ay

and
Su :nH ayaz---ay

of length n in G and H, respectively, because in every derivation step exactly one
terminal element is derived. Thus, M accepts h(a;)h(az) - - - h(a,) as

Zgoh(ar)h(az) - - - h(a,)
Fu ZSgqh(ar)h(az) - - - h(ay)

Fu Zanqh(an)
Fu Zq

Fu Zq;

l_M ZSH[?

Fvm Za,p
v Zp
Fu f

In state g, by using its pushdown, M simulates a derivation of a; - - - @, in G but reads
h(ay)--- h(ay,) as the input. In p, M simulates a derivation of @ a;---a, in H but
reads no input. As a;ja; - - - a, can be derived in both G and H by making the same
number of steps, the automaton can successfully complete the acceptance of w.

If. Notice that in one step, M can read only h(a) € A*, for some a € X. Let
w € L(M), then w = h(a)h(ay) - - - h(ay), for some aj,as,...,a, € X. Consider
the following acceptance of w in M

Zgoh(ar)h(az) - - - h(an)
Fum ZSgqh(ar)h(az) - - - h(ay)

Fu Zanqh(an)
tFm Zq

Fm Zg;

l_M ZSHp

Fu Za,p
Fu Zp
Py f
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As stated above, in g, M simulates a derivation of a;a; - - - a, in G, and then in p, M
simulates a derivation of aja; - - -a, in H. It successfully completes the acceptance
of w only if aja;---a, can be derived in both G and H. Hence, the if part holds,
too. O

7.1.3 Open Problems

Although the fundamental results about self-regulating automata have been achieved
in this chapter, there still remain several open problems concerning them.

Open Problem 7.1.31. What is the language family accepted by n-turn first-move
self-regulating pushdown automata, when n > 1 (see Definition 7.1.27)? O

Open Problem 7.1.32. By analogy with the standard deterministic finite and
pushdown automata (see Sect. 2.4), introduce the deterministic versions of self-
regulating automata. What is their power? O

Open Problem 7.1.33. Discuss the closure properties of other language opera-
tions, such as the reversal. O

7.2 Regulated Acceptance with Control Languages

This section discusses automata in which the application of rules is regulated by
control languages by analogy with context-free grammars regulated by control
languages (see Sect. 3.3). Section 7.2.1 studies this topic in terms of finite
automata while Sect. 7.2.2 investigates pushdown automata regulated in this way.
More precisely, Sect. 7.2.1 discusses finite automata working under two kinds
of regulation—state-controlled regulation and transition-controlled regulation. It
establishes conditions under which any state-controlled finite automaton can be
turned to an equivalent transition-controlled finite automaton and vice versa. Then,
it proves that under either of the two regulations, finite automata controlled by
regular languages characterize the family of regular languages, and an analog-
ical result is then reformulated in terms of context-free languages. However,
Sect. 7.2.1 also demonstrates that finite automata controlled by languages generated
by propagating programmed grammars with appearance checking increase their
power significantly; in fact, they are computationally complete. Section 7.2.2 first
shows that pushdown automata regulated by regular languages are as powerful as
ordinary pushdown automata. Then, however, it proves that pushdown automata
regulated by linear languages characterize the family of recursively enumerable
languages; in fact, this characterization holds even in terms of one-turn pushdown
automata.
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7.2.1 Finite Automata Regulated by Control Languages

The present section studies finite automata regulated by control languages. In fact,
it studies two kinds of this regulation—state-controlled regulation and transition-
controlled regulation. To give an insight into these two types of regulation, consider
a finite automaton M controlled by a language C, and a sequence t € C that resulted
into the acceptance of an input word w. Working under the former regulation, M has
C defined over the set of states, and it accepts w by going through all the states
in 7 and ending up in a final state. Working under the latter regulation, M has C
defined over the set of transitions, and it accepts w by using all the transitions in t
and ending up in a final state.

First, we define these two types of controlled finite automata formally. After
that, we establish conditions under which it is possible to convert any state-
controlled finite automaton to an equivalent transition-controlled finite automaton
and vice versa (Theorem 7.2.5). Then, we prove that under both regulations,
finite automata controlled by regular languages characterize the family of regular
languages (Theorem 7.2.7 and Corollary 7.2.8). Finally, we show that finite
automata controlled by context-free languages characterize the family of context-
free languages (Theorem 7.2.10 and Corollary 7.2.11).

After that, we demonstrate a close relation of controlled finite automata
to programmed grammars with appearance checking (see Sect. 3.5). Recall
that programmed grammars with appearance checking are computationally
complete—that is, they are as powerful as phrase-structure grammars; the
language family generated by propagating programmed grammars with appearance
checking is properly included in the family of context-sensitive languages (see
Theorems 3.3.6, 3.4.5, and 3.5.4). This section proves that finite automata that
are controlled by languages generated by propagating programmed grammars
with appearance checking are computationally complete (Theorem 7.2.17
and Corollary 7.2.18). More precisely, state-controlled finite automata are
computationally complete with n 4 1 states, where n is the number of symbols
in the accepted language (Corollary 7.2.19). Transition-controlled finite automata
are computationally complete with a single state (Theorem 7.2.20).

Definitions

We begin by defining state-controlled and transition-controlled finite automata
formally.

Definition 7.2.1. Let M = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a finite automaton. Based on I, we
define a relation >y, over QX* x Q* as follows: if @ € Q* and pax by, gx, where
p.g€Q,x€ X* anda € X U {e}, then

(pax, a) >y (gx, ap)

Let >}, >y;, and DA‘; denote the nth power of >y, for some n > 0, the reflexive-
transitive closure of >, and the transitive closure of >y, respectively.
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Let C C Q* be a control language. The state-controlled language of M with
respect to C is denoted by , L(M, C) and defined as

»L(M,C) = {we X* | (sw.e) >y (f.a).f € F.a € C}

The pair (M, C) is called a state-controlled finite automaton. O

Before defining transition-controlled finite automata, recall the formalization of
rule labels from Definition 2.4.3.

Definition 7.2.2. LetM = (Q, X, ¥, R, s, F) be a finite automaton. Based on I,
we define a relation »j; over QX* x ¥* as follows: if 8 € ¥™* and pax by gx [r],
where r:pa — g € Rand x € X'*, then

(pax, ) »um (qx. pr)

Let »},, >j(,1, and >j,} denote the nth power of »;, for some n > 0, the reflexive-
transitive closure of »j;, and the transitive closure of B, respectively.

Let C C W™ be a control language. The transition-controlled language of M
with respect to C is denoted by ». L(M, C) and defined as

» LM, C) ={we X" | (sw,e) >y, (f.B).f €F,BeC}

The pair (M, C) is called a transition-controlled finite automaton. O

For any family of languages .2, SCFA(.Z) and TCFA (.¥) denote the language
families defined by state-controlled finite automata controlled by languages from .#
and transition-controlled finite automata controlled by languages from .Z, respec-
tively.

Conversions

First, we show that under certain circumstances, it is possible to convert any state-
controlled finite automaton to an equivalent transition-controlled finite automaton
and vice versa. These conversions will be helpful to prove that SCFA(Y) =
TCFA(Y) = 7, where .Z satisfies the required conditions, we only have to prove
that either SCFA(.Y) = # or TCFA(Z) = /.

Lemma 7.2.3. Let .£ be a language family that is closed under finite e-free
substitution. Then, SCFA(Z) C TCFA(Y).

Proof. Let £ be a language family that is closed under finite e-free substitution,
M = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a finite automaton, and C € £ be a control language.
Without any loss of generality, assume that C € Q*. We next construct a finite
automaton M’ and a language C’ € £ such that ,L(M, C) = ». L(M’, C’). Define



7.2 Regulated Acceptance with Control Languages 343

M = (0, X, ¥R sF)
where

Y ={{p,a,q) | pa— q €R}
R = {{p.a.q):pa— q|pa— q <R}

Define the finite s-free substitution 7= from Q* to ¥™* as

n(p) = {{p.a.q) | pa > q € R}

Let C' = 7 (C). Since & is closed under finite e-free substitution, C’ € .£. Observe
that (sw, ) >, (f,«), where w € X*, f € F, @ € C, and n > 0, if and only if
(sw.&) »4, (f, B), where B € m(a). Hence, . L(M, C) = p. L(M’, C'), so the lemma
holds. O

Lemma 7.2.4. Let .Z be a language family that contains all finite languages and
is closed under concatenation. Then, TCFA(Z) C SCFA(Y).

Proof. Let £ be a language family that contains all finite languages and is closed
under concatenation, M = (Q, X, ¥, R, s, F) be a finite automaton, and C € ¥
be a control language. Without any loss of generality, assume that C C ¥*. We
next construct a finite automaton M’ and a language C’ € % such that . L(M, C) =
»L(M’, C"). Define

M/ — (Q/, E,R/,S/,F/)
where

O =vUu{s.l} (9.L¢Ww)

R ={'—>r|rsa—qgeR}U
{ra >t|ripa—q,t:qgb >meR}U
{ra > L |rpa—q€R,qecF}

F ={r|rpa—qge€R,peF}U{l}

Finally, if s € F, then add s" to F'. Set C' = {5/, &}C. Since .Z is closed under
concatenation and contains all finite languages, C' € .Z. Next, we prove that
»L(M,C) = L(M’,C’). First, notice that s € F if and only if s € F. Hence,
by the definition of C’, it is sufficient to consider nonempty sequences of moves
of both M and M’. Indeed, (s,) »9 (s,¢) with s € F and ¢ € C if and only if
(s'.e) Y, (s',¢) with s’ € F and ¢ € C'. Observe that

(sw, &) By (P1wi, 1) B (P22, 1112) Bopp == Bopg (Wi, T1F2 -+ < 1)
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ri: podir — pi
. piax —> p2

Tt Pn—1an — Pn

wherew € X* p, e Qfori =1,2,...,n,p, € F,w; € X*fori =1,2,...,n,
ai€ ¥ U{e}fori=1,2,...n,and n > 1 if and only if

'w, &) by (riw, ') by (w1, 1) Bar -+ Dagr (Fpp 1 Wi, S P17 -+ 1)

s —r
rnay — n
ra; — r3

Fndp —> n+1
with r,41 € F’ (recall that p,, € F). Hence, . L(M, C) = ,L(M’, C") and the lemma
holds. O

Theorem 7.2.5. Let £ be a language family that is closed under finite e-free
substitution, contains all finite languages, and is closed under concatenation. Then,
SCFA(Z) = TCFA(?).

Proof. This theorem follows directly from Lemmas 7.2.3 and 7.2.4. O

Regular-Controlled Finite Automata

Initially, we consider finite automata controlled by regular control languages.
Lemma 7.2.6. SCFA(REG) € REG

Proof. Let M = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a finite automaton and C C Q* be a regular
control language. Since C is regular, there is a complete finite automaton H = (Q,
0, R, s, F ) such that L(H) = C. We next construct a finite automaton M’ such that
L(M") = ,L(M, L(H)). Define

M = (Q.Z.R s F)
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where

O =1{pa)lpecQqeld A
R = {{p,r}a— (q,t) |pa—>q € R, rp —>tER}
s = {s,5) R
F'={{p.q)|peF.qeF}

Observe that a move in M’ by (p, rya — (g, ) € R’ simultaneously simulates a move
inMbypa — g€ RandamoveinHbyrp -t € R. Based on this observation, it is
rather easy to see that M’ accepts an input string w € X* if and only if M reads w and
enters a final state after going through a sequence of states from L(H). Therefore,
L(M'") = .L(M, L(H)). A rigorous proof of the identity L(M') = ,L(M,L(H)) is
left to the reader. O

The following theorem shows that finite automata controlled by regular lan-
guages are of little or no interest because they are as powerful as ordinary finite
automata.

Theorem 7.2.7. SCFA(REG) = REG

Proof. The inclusion REG C SCFA(REG) is obvious. The converse inclusion
follows from Lemma 7.2.6. O

Combining Theorems 7.2.5 and 7.2.7, we obtain the following corollary (recall
that REG satisfies all the conditions from Theorem 7.2.5).

Corollary 7.2.8. TCFA(REG) = REG O

Context-Free-Controlled Finite Automata

Next, we consider finite automata controlled by context-free control languages.
Lemma 7.2.9. SCFA(CF) € CF

Proof. LetM = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a finite automaton and C € Q* be a context-free
control language. Since C is context-free, there is a pushdown automaton H = (Q,
o, I, f?, s, Z, F ) such that L(H) = C. Without any loss of generality, we assume
that bpa — wq € R implies that ¢ # ¢ (see Lemma 5.2.1 in [Wo087]). We next
construct a pushdown automaton M’ such that L(M’) = ,L(M, L(H)). Define

M = (0,2, I'R.s.ZF)
where

O =1{pa)lpecQqeld A
R = {b{p,r)a— w(q,t) | pa - q € R, bpr — wt € R}
s = {s,5) R
F'={{p.q) | peF.qeF}
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By a similar reasoning as in Lemma 7.2.6, we can prove that L(M") = ,L(M, L(H)).
A rigorous proof of the identity L(M’) = , L(M, L(H)) is left to the reader. O

The following theorem says that even though finite automata controlled by
context-free languages are more powerful than finite automata, they cannot accept
any non-context-free language.

Theorem 7.2.10. SCFA(CF) = CF

Proof. The inclusion CF € SCFA(CF) is obvious. The converse inclusion follows
from Lemma 7.2.9. O

Combining Theorems 7.2.5 and 7.2.10, we obtain the following corollary (recall
that CF satisfies all the conditions from Theorem 7.2.5).

Corollary 7.2.11. TCFA(CF) = CF O

Program-Controlled Finite Automata

In this section, we show that there is a language family, strictly included in
the family of context-sensitive languages, which significantly increases the power
of finite automata. Indeed, finite automata controlled by languages generated by
propagating programmed grammars with appearance checking have the same power
as phrase-structure grammars. This result is of some interest because P, * C CS (see
Theorem 3.5.4).

More specifically, we show how to algorithmically convert any programmed
grammar with appearance checking G to a finite automaton M and a propagating
programmed grammar with appearance checking G’ such that ,L(M,L(G")) =
L(G). First, we give an insight into the algorithm. Then, we describe it formally
and after that, we verify its correctness.

Let T = alph(L(G)) and let s ¢ T be a new symbol. From G, we construct the
propagating programmed grammar with appearance checking G’ such that w € L(G)
if and only if sws® € L(G'), where k > 1. Then, the set of states of M will be TU {s},
where s is the starting and also the only final state. For every a, b € T, we introduce
aa — bto M. For every a € T, we introduce s — a and aa — s. Finally, we add
s — s. An example of such a finite automaton when 7 = {a, b, ¢} can be seen in
Fig. 7.4. The key idea is that when M is in a state a € T, in the next move, it has to
read a. Hence, with sws* € L(G’), M moves from s to a state in 7, then reads every
symbol in w, ends up in s, and uses k times the rule s — s.

G’ works in the following way. Every intermediate sentential form is of the
form xvZ, where x is a string of symbols that are not erased in the rest of the
derivation, v is a string of nonterminals that are erased in the rest of the derivation,
and Z is a nonterminal. When simulating a rule of G, G’ non-deterministically
selects symbols that are erased, appends them using Z to the end of the currently
generated string, and replaces an occurrence of the left-hand side of the original
rule with the not-to-be-erased symbols from the right-hand side. To differentiate the
symbols in x and v, v contains barred versions of the nonterminals. If G’ makes an
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Fig. 7.4 Example of a finite automaton constructed by Algorithm 7.2.12

improper non-deterministic selection—that is, the selection does not correspond to
a derivation in G—then G’ is not able to generate a terminal string as explained in
the notes following the algorithm.

Next, we describe the algorithm formally.

Algorithm 7.2.12.

Input: A programmed grammar with appearance checking G = (N, T, ¥, P, S).

Output: A finite automaton M = (Q, T, R, s, F) and a propagating programmed
grammar with appearance checking G' = (N', Q, ¥/, P, §’) such that , L(M,
L(G")) = L(G).

Note: Without any loss of generality, we assume that s, S, Z,#¢ (QUNUT) and
Lo, Lo, Ly & .

Method: SetV = NUT and N = {A | A € N}. Define the function v from N*
to N* U {£,} as t(¢) = £, and T(A1A,---A,) = AjAs---A,,, where A; € N

fori =1,2,...,m, for some m > 1. Initially, set
Q0 =TU{s}
R ={s—>stU{s—>alaeT}U{aa—>b|lacT,beTU{s}}
F ={s}

N =NUNU{S.Z}

V' = {E()vé()’ Ev}

P ={y:S" — sSZ,{r| (r:S = x,0,,p,) € P,x € V*},0)} U
{(ly:S" — sSZ.{r | (r:S = x,0,,p,) € P,x € V*}, @)} U
{(ls:Z — s5,{L;},0)}
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Repeat 1 through 3, given next, until none of the sets ¥’ and P’ can be extended
in this way.

1. If (rnA— yoYiy1Yo2y2-+Yyym, 0r, pr) € P, wherey; € V*,Y; € N, fori =
0,1,...,mandj=1,2,...,m, for somem > 1
then

(1.1) add £ = (V, yo, Y1y1, Yoy, ..., mem) to ¥';

(1.2) add ¢’ to W', where £’ is a new unique label;

(1.3) add (£:A — yoy1 -+ Ym. €'}, 0) to P';

(1.4) add (¢':Z — yZ,0,,@), where y = t(Y1Y,---Y,,) to P'.

2. If (rA—y,0,,p,) € P,wherey € N*
then

(2.1) addr to_lII’ , where r is a new unique label;
(2.2) add (r:A — y,0,,0) to P/, where y = 7(y).

3. If (mA—y,0,p,) € P, wherey e V*,
then

(3.1) add r to ¥’, where 7 is a new unique label,
(3.2) add ¥ to ¥’, where 7’ is a new unique label;
(3.3) add (7:A — #y,@,{r'}) to P';

(3.4) add (¥:A — #y,0,p,) to P

Finally, for every t € W, let ¥/ denote the set of rule labels introduced in
steps (1.1), (2.1), and (3.1) from a rule labeled with ¢.
Replace every ({: Z — yZ, 0,, @) from (1.4) satisfying o, # @ with

(Z — yZ,0] U {L},0) where 0] = | J,e, ¥/
Replace every (7:A — ¥, 0,, @) from (2.2) satisfying o, # @ with
(A — 3,0/ U {L}, 0) where 0 = Useo, ¥/
Replace every (¥:A — #y, @, p,) from (3.4) satisfying p, # @ with
(#:A — #y,0, p. U {L,}) where p/. = Usep, % ]

Before proving that this algorithm is correct, we make some informal comments
concerning the purpose of the rules of G’. The rules introduced in 1 are used to
simulate an application of a rule where some of the symbols on its right-hand
side are erased in the rest of the derivation while some others are not erased. The
rules introduced in 2 are used to simulate an application of a rule which erases a
nonterminal by making one or more derivation steps. The rules introduced in 3 are
used to simulate an application of a rule in the appearance checking mode. Observe
that when simulating (r:A — y,0,,p,) € P in the appearance checking mode,
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we have to check the absence of both A and A. If some of these two nonterminals
appear in the current configuration, the derivation is blocked because rules from 3
have empty success fields. Finally, notice that the final part of the algorithm ensures
that after a rule r € P is applied, £, or any of the rules introduced in (1.3), (2.2),
or (3.3) from rules in o; or p, can be applied.

Reconsider 1. Notice that the algorithm works correctly although it makes no
predetermination of nonterminals from which € can be derived. Indeed, if the output
grammar improperly selects a nonterminal that is not erased throughout the rest of
the derivation, then this occurrence of the nonterminal never disappears so a terminal
string cannot be generated under this improper selection.

We next prove that Algorithm 7.2.12 is correct.

Lemma 7.2.13. Algorithm 7.2.12 converts any programmed grammar with appear-
ance checking G = (N, T, ¥, P, S) to a finite automaton M = (Q, T, R, s, F) and a
propagating programmed grammar with appearance checking G' = (N', Q, ¥/, P/,
S’) such that »L(M, L(G')) = L(G).

Proof. Clearly, the algorithm always halts. Consider the construction of G’. Observe
that every string in L(G’) is of the form sws, where k > 1. From the construction
of M, it is easy to see that w € . L(M, L(G')) for w € T* if and only if sws* € L(G)
for some k > 1. Therefore, to prove that . L(M, L(G")) = L(G), it is sufficient to
prove that w € L(G) for w € T* if and only if sws* € L(G’) for some k > 1.

We establish this equivalence by proving two claims. First, we prove that w €
L(G) for w € T+ if and only if sws* € L(G’) for some k > 1. Then, we show that
¢ € L(G) if and only if ¢ € L(G').

In what follows, we denote a string w which is to be erased as *w; otherwise, to
denote that w is not to be erased we write %v.

The next claim shows how G’ simulates G.

Claim 7.2.14. 1f (S,t1) =2 (%X %1 X% - Ky %n, 12) =% (z,13), where z €
T, i, th, 13 € W,x; € V*fori = 0,1,....h, X; € Nforj = 1.2,....h,
for some # > 0 and m > 0, then (§',4y) =7, (sxox1x2---x,vZ,1,), where
v € perm(t(X1Xz---X,)§), £ € {s}*, and 7, can be {; or any rule constructed
from ¢, in (1.3), (2.2), or (3.3).

Proof. This claim is established by induction on m > 0.

Basis. Let m = 0. Then, for (S, #) :>% (S.11) = (z.12), there is (5, 4y) =¢
(sSZ, 1)), where f| can be £, or any rule constructed from 7, in (1.3), (2.2), or (3.3).
Hence, the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that there exists n > 0 such that the claim holds for
all derivations of length m, where 0 < m < n.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

(S, 1) =5 (W) =& (2, 1)
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where w € Vt andz € TT. Since n + 1 > 1, this derivation can be expressed as
(S.11) =5 (%X M X% - Kion, 1) =6 (W, 13) =5 (2.14)

where x; € V* fori = 0,1,....,h,X; € Vforj=1,2,...,h, for some h > 0. By
the induction hypothesis,

(8", 4o) =% (sxoxixz -+ x4VZ, 1)

where v € perm(t (XX --- X3)€), £ € {s}*, and 7, can be £, or any rule constructed
from t, in (1.3), (2.2), or (3.3).

Let x = %X %X, - - X%, Next, we consider all possible forms of the
derivation (x, ;) =¢ (w, t3), covered by the following three cases—(i) through (iii).

(i) Application of a rule that rewrites a symbol in some x;. Let x; = x;Ax] and
(t:A — yoYinmYayz---YuYm, 01, pr,) € P for some j € {0,1,...,h} and
m > 0, where y; € V* fori = 0,1,...,m,Y; € Nfori = 1,...,m, and
13 € 0y, so that

(%o™X1 %1 X%y -+ - 8)9%6;654&3(;/ Xy, h) =6
(HoX1%1 X% - - - X0 V1 %1 Yo B« - Y H -+ - X Ton, 13)

By 1 and by the final step of the algorithm, P’ contains

(L:A — yoy1 -+ - ym. ('}, 0)
W:Z — yZ,0p¢,0), wherey = t(Y1Y2---Yy)

By the induction hypothesis, we assume that 7, = £. Then,

(sxgx1xg - - 'x;Ax;’ < xpvZ, L) =
(sx0x1X2 * - X[ Yoy 1Y2 ** Y]+ - X VZ, L) =
(501X * + = X[YOY1Y2 ** * Y]+ +* XpVYZ, 13)

with 7; € oy . By the final step of the algorithm, 7} can be £, or any rule con-
structed from 73 in (1.3), (2.2), or (3.3). As xox1x3 - - -xj’.yoylyz .- -ymxjf’ - XpUYZ
is of the required form, the induction step for (i) is completed.

(ii) Application of a rule that rewrites some X;. Let (t,: X; — y, 04, p,) € P for
somej € {1,2,...,h}, where y € N* and 13 € 0y, so that

(%C()&XlachSXQ%/CQ e gXﬂ)/cj te SXh%Ch, t2) =G
(%0171 X% « - -y -+ - Xy, 13)

By the induction hypothesis, v = vl}_(jvz for some v;,v, € N*. By 2 and by
the final step of the algorithm,
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(t: X; — 3,04, 0) € P where y = 7(y)
By the induction hypothesis, we assume that #;, = . Then,
(sxox1x7 - -xhvlfgvzz, h) =¢ (sxox1X2 -+ - XpU1YV2Z, 1)

with 7} € o3,. By the final step of the algorithm, #; can be {, or any rule that
was constructed from #3 in (1.3), (2.2), or (3.3). Since xox1x3 - - - X, v1y;V2Z is of
the required form, the induction step for (ii) is completed.

(iii) Application of a rule in the appearance checking mode. Let (t:A —
¥, 01, Pr,) € P, where A ¢ alph(x), y € V* and 13 € p,, so that

(x. 1) =¢ (x,13)

By the induction hypothesis, we assume that 7, was constructed from 7 in (3.3).
By 3 and by the final step of the algorithm, P’ contains

(7 A — #y,0,{¥})
(F:A — #y,9, pr)

Since A ¢ alph(x), A ¢ alph(xox;x; - - - x;,vZ). Then,

(sxox1x2 - XpVZ, 7) =
(sxox1x2 - xpVZ, 7)) = ¢
(sx0x1x2 - - - X5 VZ, 1)

where t’3 can be £; or any rule that was constructed from #; in (1.3), (2.2),
or (3.3). Since xpx;x; - - - x,vZ is of the required form, the induction step for (iii)
is completed.

Observe that cases (i) through (iii) cover all possible forms of (x, t,) =¢ (w, 13).
Thus, the claim holds. O

To simplify the second claim and its proof, we define a generalization of = ¢. In
this generalization, we use the property that whenever a rule introduced in (1.3)
or (3.3) is applied during a successful derivation, it has to be followed by its
corresponding rule from (1.4) or (3.4), respectively. Let V/ = N’ U T. Define the
binary relation = over V'* x ¥’ as

(x,r) = (w,1)
if and only if either

()C, V) = (Ws t)
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where r,t € ¥’ such that ¢ is not introduced in (1.4) and (3.4), or
) =g O0,r) =¢ w1

where r is a rule introduced in (1.3) or (3.3) and # is its corresponding second rule
introduced in (1.4) or (3.4), respectively. Define =7, for n > 0 and E)Z, in the
usual way.

The next claim shows how G simulates G’. Define the homomorphism ¢ from V'*
toV*ast(X) =X forX e V,((X) = XforX e N, and ((s) = ((S') = 1(Z) = &.

Claim 7.2.15. 1f (§'.Lo) =7, (sxu,t) =% (z.8), wherex € V', u € (NU
{S})*{Z, 8}, zZE€ Q+, t,g € ¢’ and m > 1, then (S, ) :>Z (xoX1x1X0x7 - - - Xpxp,, t/),
where x = xox1 -+ xp, X1 X2 - - - Xj, € perm(t(u)), h > 0, and ¢ is the rule from which
t was constructed or any rule in P if t was not constructed from any rule in P.

Proof. This claim is established by induction on m > 1.

Basis. Let m = 1. Then, for (§', £y) =7, (sSZ,1) =7, (z.g), where t,g € ¥ and
z € QT thereis (S, ¢) :>0G (S,7), where ¢ is the rule from which ¢ was constructed.
Hence, the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Suppose that there exists n > 1 such that the claim holds for
all derivations of length m, where 0 < m < n.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
(S, £o) 9'3’1 (swv,p) =% (2.8)

wheren > 1,w e V¥, v e WU{s))*{Z,e},z€ 0T, andp,g € ¥ Sincen+1 > 1,
this derivation can be expressed as

(8", Lo) =% (sxu,1) ¢ (swv,p) =7 (2.8)
where x € V¥, u € (N U {s})*{Z, ¢}, and t € ¥'. By the induction hypothesis,
(S.11) =§ (oX1x1Xox2 -+ - Xpxp, 1)
where x = xox; - - xp, X1 X5 -+ - X), € perm(t(u)), h > 0, and 7 is the rule from which
t was constructed or any rule in P if # was not constructed from any rule in P.

Next, we consider all possible forms of (sxu,7) =g (swv, p), covered by the
following four cases—(i) through (iv).

(i) Application of (£s:Z — s,{Ls},@). Lett = £, so
(swi'Z, Ls) =¢ (swu's, L)

where u = u'Z. Then, the induction step for (i) follows directly from the
induction hypothesis (recall that ¢ (Z) = ((s) = ¢).
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(i1) Application of two rules introduced in 1. Letx = xX’Ax” and (€: A — yoy1 +** Y,
'}, 0), W':Z — yZ,0p,@) € P’ be two rules introduced in 1 from (r:A —
yoYiyiYoys -+ Yyym, 0, pr) € P, wherey; € V*,Y; € N, fori = 0,1,...,m
andj=1,2,...,m,forsomem > 1,and y = 7(Y,Y2---Y,,). Then,

(sX'AX"uZ, ) = (sx'yoy1 - ymx"uyZ, p)

by applying £ and £’ (p € oy). By the induction hypothesis, ¥ = r and x; =
x/Ax! for some i € {0, 1,...,h}. Then,

(x0X1x1Xoxs - - XiX|Ax] - - - Xpxp, 1) =
()C()Xl)Cle)Cz . 'X,'X;y() Y1y1 Y2y2 s memxf/ . 'thh, l//)

Clearly, both configurations are of the required forms, so the induction step is
completed for (ii).

(ili) Application of a rule introduced in 2. Let u = u'Au” and (1A — 3,03, 0) € P’
be a rule introduced in 2 from (r:A — y,0,,p,) € P, where y € N* and
y = 7(y). Then,

(sxu'Au"Z,7) = ¢ (sxu'yu''Z, p)

where p € o7. By the induction hypothesis, ¥ = r and X; = A for some
ie{l,..., h}. Then,

(xoX1x1X0x0 « - Xixi - - - XpXp, ¥) =6
(xoX1x1Xoxy -+ yx; -+ - Xpxp, 1)

Clearly, both configurations are of the required forms, so the induction step is
completed for (iii).

(iv) Application of two rules introduced in 3. Let (7A — #y,0,{7"}), *:A —
#y,@, pr) € P’ be two rules introduced in 3 from (r:A — y, 0,, p,) € P, where
y € V*, such that {A, A} N alph(sxuZ) = @. Then,

(sxu, 7) =¢ (sxu,p)

by applying 7 and 7’ in the appearance checking mode (p € py). By the
induction hypothesis, ¥ = r and A ¢ alph(xoX1x1X2x7 - - - Xj,x1), SO

(0 X1x1X0x2 -+ - X, 1) =6 (%X1x1 X022 -+ - Xpxp, 1)

Clearly, both configurations are of the required forms, so the induction step is
completed for (iv).

Observe that cases (i) through (iv) cover all possible forms of (sxu,7) =¢
(swv, p). Thus, the claim holds. O
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Consider Claim 7.2.14 with 2 = 0. Then,
(S.11) =g (z.7)
implies that
(8", o) = (szst, )

where k > 1, 1,,r € ¥, and ¥ € ¥'. Consider Claim 7.2.15 with x € TT and
u € {s}*. Then,

(8", 4o) =% (sxu, 1)
implies that
(S.1) =¢ (x,7)

Hence, we have w € L(G) for w € T+ if and only if sws* € L(G’) for some k > 1.
It remains to be shown that ¢ € L(G) if and only if ¢ € L(G’). This can be proved
by analogy with proving Claims 7.2.14 and 7.2.15, where G’ uses ¢, instead of £
(see the initialization part of the algorithm). We leave this part of the proof to the
reader. Hence, . L(M, L(G’)) = L(G), and the lemma holds. |

Lemma 7.2.16. RE C SCFA(P_*

Proof. LetI € RE and T = alph(/). By Theorem 3.5.4, there is a programmed
grammar with appearance checking G = (V, T, ¥, P, S) such that L(G) = I.
LetM = (Q, T, R, s, F) and G = (V, Q, ¥/, P, §) be the finite automaton
and the propagating programmed grammar with appearance checking, respectively,
constructed by Algorithm 7.2.12 from G. By Lemma 7.2.13, ,L(M,L(G')) =
L(G) = I, so the lemma holds. O

Theorem 7.2.17. SCFA(P,°) = RE

Proof. The inclusion SCFA(P_?) C RE follows from Turing-Church thesis. The
converse inclusion RE € SCFA (P, ?) follows from Lemma 7.2.16. O

Combining Theorems 7.2.5 and 7.2.17, we obtain the following corollary (recall
that P ° satisfies all the conditions from Theorem 7.2.5, see [DP89]).

Corollary 7.2.18. TCFA(P,’) = RE O

Finally, we briefly investigate a reduction of the number of states in controlled
finite automata. First, observe that the finite automaton M = (Q, T, R, s, F)
from Algorithm 7.2.12 has card(T) + 1 states. Therefore, we obtain the following
corollary.

Corollary 7.2.19. LetI be a recursively enumerable language, and let T = alph([).
Then, there is a finite automaton M = (Q, T, R, s, F) such that card(Q) = card(T)+
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1, and a propagating programmed grammar with appearance checking G such that
»L(M,L(G)) = L O

In a comparison to Corollary 7.2.19, a more powerful result holds in terms
of transition-controlled finite automata. In this case, the number of states can be
decreased to a single state as stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 7.2.20. Let I be a recursively enumerable language. Then, there is a
finite automaton M = (Q, T, R, s, F) such that card(Q) = 1, and a propagating
programmed grammar with appearance checking G such that » L(M, L(G)) = I.

Proof. Reconsider Algorithm 7.2.12. We modify the construction of M = (Q, T,
R, s, F) in the following way. Let G = (N, T, ¥, P, S) be the input programmed
grammar with appearance checking. Construct the finite automaton

M = (Q,P.R.s.F)

where
0 = {s}
& ={s}UT
R ={ss—>s}U{asa—s|acT}
F = {s}

Observe that card(Q) = 1 and that this modified algorithm always halts. The
correctness of the modified algorithm—that is, the identity »L(M, L(G")) =
L(G), where G’ is the propagating programmed grammar constructed by Algo-
rithm 7.2.12—can be established by analogy with the proof of Lemma 7.2.13, so
we leave the proof to the reader. The rest of the proof of this theorem parallels the
proof of Lemma 7.2.16, so we omit it. O

We close this section by presenting three open problem areas that are related to
the achieved results.

Open Problem 7.2.21. In general, the state-controlled and transition-controlled
finite automata in Theorem 7.2.17 and Corollary 7.2.18 are non-deterministic. Do
these results hold in terms of deterministic versions of these automata?

Open Problem 7.2.22. By using control languages from CF, we characterize CF.
By using control languages from P, ?, we characterize RE. Is there a language

ac

family . such that CF C . C P, by which we can characterize CS?

Open Problem 7.2.23. Theorem 7.2.5 requires .Z to contain all finite languages
and to be closed under finite e-free substitution and concatenation. Does the same
result hold if there are fewer requirements placed on .Z’?
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7.2.2 Pushdown Automata Regulated by Control Languages

Section 7.2.2 consists of four subsections. First, we define pushdown automata that
regulate the application of their rules by control languages by analogy with context-
free grammars regulated in this way (see Sect. 3.3). Then, we demonstrate that this
regulation has no effect on the power of pushdown automata if the control languages
are regular. Considering this result, we point out that pushdown automata regulated
by regular languages are of little interest because their power coincides with the
power of ordinary pushdown automata. Next, however, we prove that pushdown
automata increase their power remarkably if they are regulated by linear languages;
indeed, they characterize the family of recursively enumerable languages. Finally,
we continue with the discussion of regulated pushdown automata, but we narrow
our attention to their special cases, such as one-turn pushdown automata.

Definitions

Without further ado, we next define pushdown automata regulated by control
languages. Recall the formalization of rule labels from Definition 2.4.10 because
this formalization is often used throughout the present section.

Definition 7.2.24. Let M = (Q, ¥, I', R, s, S, F) be a pushdown automaton, and
let ¥ be an alphabet of its rule labels. Let = be a control language over ¥; that is,
E C Y*. With &, M defines the following three types of accepted languages

e L(M, E, 1)—the language accepted by final state
e L(M, 2, 2)—the language accepted by empty pushdown
e L(M, E, 3)—the language accepted by final state and empty pushdown

defined as follows. Let y € I'*QX*. If y € '*F, y € Q, x € F, then yisa I-
final configuration, 2-final configuration, 3-final configuration, respectively. For i =
1,2, 3, we define L(M, &, i) as

LM, E.,i) ={w|we X*and Ssw -}, x [o]
for an i-final configuration y ando € & }

The pair (M, Z) is called a controlled pushdown automaton. O

For any family of languages .Z and i € {1, 2, 3}, define

RPDA(Z.i) = {L | L = L(M. E.i), where M is a pushdown
automaton and & € £}

‘We demonstrate that

CF = RPDA(REG, 1) = RPDA(REG, 2) = RPDA(REG, 3)
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and
RE = RPDA(LIN, 1) = RPDA(LIN, 2) = RPDA(LIN, 3)

Some of the following proofs involve several grammars and automata. To avoid
any confusion, these proofs sometimes specify a regular grammar G as G = (Ng,
TG, P, Sg) because this specification clearly expresses that Ng, T, Pg, and
S represent the components of G. Other grammars and automata are specified
analogously whenever any confusion may exist.

Regular-Controlled Pushdown Automata

This section proves that if the control languages are regular, then the regulation of
pushdown automata has no effect on their power. The proof of the following lemma
presents a transformation that converts any regular grammar G and any pushdown
automaton K to an ordinary pushdown automaton M such that L(M) = L(K,
L(G), 1).

Lemma 7.2.25. For every regular grammar G and every pushdown automaton K,
there exists a pushdown automaton M such that L(IM) = L(K, L(G), 1).

Proof. Let G = (Ng, Tg, Pg, Sg) be any regular grammar, and let K = (Qg, Xk,

Ik, Rk, sk, Sk, Fx) be any pushdown automaton. Next, we construct a pushdown

automaton M that simultaneously simulates G and K so that L(M) = L(K, L(G), 1).
Let f be a new symbol. Define M as

M = (Om. Zy. T Rus. sm. Sua- Fr)
where

Ou = {{(qB) | g € Qkx.B € Ng U {f}}

Xy =Xk

Iy =1T%

su = (sxSc)

Su = Sk

Fu ={{dqf) | q € Fk}

Ry = {C{qA)b — x(pB) | a: Cqb — xp € Rx,A — aB € Pg}

U {C{qA)b — x{(pf) | a:Cgb — xp € Rx,A — a € Pg}

Observe that a move in M according to C{gA)b — x(pB) € Ry simulates a
move in K according a: Cgqb — xp € Rg, where a is generated in G by using
A — aB € Pg. Based on this observation, it is rather easy to see that M accepts
an input string w if and only if K reads w and enters a final state after using a
complete string of L(G); therefore, L(M) = L(K, L(G), 1). A rigorous proof that
L(M) = L(K, L(G), 1) is left to the reader. O
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Theorem 7.2.26. Fori € {1,2,3}, CF = RPDA(REG,).

Proof. To prove that CF = RPDA(REG, 1), notice that RPDA(REG, 1) € CF
follows from Lemma 7.2.25. Clearly, CF € RPDA(REG, 1), so RPDA(REG,
1) = CF. By analogy with the demonstration of RPDA(REG, 1) = CF, we can
prove that CF = RPDA(REG, 2) and CF = RPDA(REG, 3). O

Let us point out that most fundamental regulated grammars use control mech-
anisms that can be expressed in terms of regular control languages (see Chap. 3)
to regular control languages. However, pushdown automata introduced by analogy
with these grammars are of little or no interest because they are as powerful as
ordinary pushdown automata (see Theorem 7.2.26 above).

Linear-Controlled Pushdown Automata

This section demonstrates that pushdown automata regulated by linear control lan-
guages are more powerful than ordinary pushdown automata. In fact, it proves that

RE = RPDA(LIN, 1) = RPDA(LIN, 2) = RPDA(LIN, 3)

Recall the normal form for left-extended queue grammars from Definition 3.1.25,
which is needed to prove the following.

Lemma 7.2.27. Let Q be a left-extended queue grammar that satisfies the normal
form of Definition 3.1.25. Then, there exist a linear grammar G and a pushdown
automaton M such that L(Q) = L(M, L(G), 3).

Proof. Let Q = (Vo, To, Wo, Fo, Rp, go) be a left-extended queue grammar
satisfying the normal form of Definition 3.1.25. Without any loss of generality,
assume that {@,9.,8,8, [, 1} N (Vo U Wp) = 0. Define the coding ¢ from V;,
to {({as), | a € Vp}* as {(a) = (as), (s is used as the start state of the pushdown
automaton M defined later in this proof).

Construct the linear grammar G = (Ng, Tg, Pg, Sg) in the following way.
Initially, set

Ne = {Sc. (). (. 1)} UL{f) [f € Fo}
T = E(Vo) U{(§),. (@), } UL§), | f € Fol
Pg = {Sc = (§s), () |f € Foy U{()) = (L. IN(@),}

Extend Ng, T, and Pg by performing (1) through (3), given next.
(1) Forevery (a,p,x,q) € Rg, wherep,g € Wp,a€ Z, andx € T*,

Ng = Ng
Ng = Ng U {{apxqk) | k= 0,....|x[} U{({p),{(q)}
Te = Tg U{{sym(x,k)), | k=1,...,[x]} U{{apxq),}
Pg = Pg U {{q) — (apxql|x|)(apxq),, (apxq0) — (p)}
U {{apxqgk) — (apxq(k — 1)) (sym(x.k)), | k=1,....|x[}
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(2) Forevery (a,p,x,q) € Rp withp,g € Wp,a € U,andx € Vé,

Ng = Ng
N = N U {(p.1).(g. 1)}
Pg = Pg U {{q, 1) — reversal(¢(x)) (p. 1) (a)}

(3) Forevery (a,p,x,q) € Ro with ap = qo, p.q € Wp, and x € V,

Ng = Ng
Ng = Ng U {{(q.1)}
Pg = Pg U {{q, 1) — reversal(x)($s), }

The construction of G is completed. Set ¥ = Ts. ¥ represents the alpha-
bet of rule labels corresponding to the rules of the pushdown automaton M,
defined as

M = (Qu. Zn. Tt Rug. s S A1})

Throughout the rest of this proof, s), is abbreviated to s. Initially, set

QM = {S, (ﬂ')s |_s-|}

EM = TQ

Iy ={Sm.§} UVp

Ry = {(§8s),: Sus — §s} UL(SF), : §(1) =11 f € Fu}

Extend Q) and Ry, by performing (A) through (D), given next.

(A) SetRy = Ry U {(bs), as — abs | a € I'y —{Su}.b € I'y}.

(B) SetRy = Ry U {($s),:as — al| a € Vo} U {{a),:al— || a € Vp}.
(C) SetRy =Ry U{(@),:al— a(!) |aeZ}.

(D) Forevery (a,p,x,q) € Rg, wherep,g € Wp,aeZ,x € TS, set

On = Ou U {{Tp)} U {(Tqu) | u € prefix(x)}
Ry = Ry U {(b),:a(fqy)b — a{fqyb) | b € Tg,y € T, yb € prefix(x)}
U {(apxq),:a{fgx) — (Ip)}

The construction of M is completed. Notice that several components of G and M
have this form: (x),. Intuitively, if y = ¥, then (x), € ¥; or Ty, respectively. If x
begins with {, then (x), € Qp. Otherwise, (x), € Ng.
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First, we only sketch the reason why L(Q) contains L(M, L(G), 3). According to
a string from L(G), M accepts every string w as

SSW « = Wiy Wy l—;} 8by -+ -bray---aypswy -+ Wyp— 1wy,
Far Sbp-+ bran---ai|wi -« Wp—1Wm
Fi §by b1 (Wi - Wi Wi
}—M §bm"'bl(ﬂq1>wl"'wm—lwm

Fetl 8By, - b1 (w1 ) wa - - W1 Wi
Fau §bm-b2(g2)wa o Wi 1w

bi{
b
Fhe2l 8By, - by (gaw2) w3 -+ W1 W
}—M §bm e b3 (ﬂq3>W3 Wi 1 Wi

Far §bm{Tgm) Wi
}_Jllv/;m‘ 86 (NgmWm)
Fu o §(Tgm+1)
Fu ]

where w = wy - - Wy 1 Wy, a1 -+ - ayby -+ by = X1 -+ X141, and Ry contains (ao, po,

x17p1)7 (a17p1’ x27 p2)7 AR (an, pna xn+1, ql)’ (bl’ q17 Wl’ qz)’ (bz’ q27 W2, q3)’ LR )
(B> Gms Wins @m+1)- According to these members of Ry, Q makes

#aopo = ¢ aotyox1pi [(a0, po, x1, p1)]
=0 apa1#y1xp2 [(a1,p1,x2,p2)]
=0 doaa#yrx3p3 [(a2, p2.x3,p3)]
=0 oAy * * * Ap— 1 #Yn—1 XnPn [(@n—1,Pn—1sXn, Pu)]
= aoa1ay -+ - aptynXnr1qi [(@n, pns Xnt1, q1)]
=0 ao---apbi#by - bywiqn (b1, g1, w1, q2)]

=0 Cl()"'dnblbz#b:;"'bmW1W26]3 [(b27 q2, W2, C]’&)]

:>Q ap - 'anbl e bm—l#bleWZ o Wm—19m [(bm—la dm—1sWm—1, qm)]
=0 Ao apby - byHWIW2 - WGt (D> Gis Wins Gm+1)]

Therefore, L(M, L(G), 3) € L(Q).
More formally, to demonstrate that L(Q) contains L(M, L(G), 3), consider any
h € L(G). G generates h as

SG =G (§S>W(Qm+l>
W |+1
=8 (85D, (@)t Budn W)
Wp— 1
:‘G th (§s>w(Qm—lﬁm—l(bm—ICIm—le—IQm>wtm(meImeQm—H)w
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S (85, (@1)o
S (89), (1, 1)(@),0
[g1) = (g1, 1)(@),]

=G (§5), ¢ (reversal(x,+1)) (P, 1) (an), (@), 0
[(g1.1) — reversal({ (xu+1)) (Pn: 1) {an), (@), ]

=G (§s)w§(reversal(xnxn+1)) (pn—l s 1)<an—l)w (an)u/ <@>w0
[{pn, 1) — reversal({ (x,)) (pn—1, 1) {an-1),]

=¢ (§s), ¢ (reversal(xa - - - X, X, +1)) (1, 1) {a1)y (@2)y - (an), (@) 0
[{p2, 1) — reversal({(x2)) (p1, 1){a1),]
=¢ (§s), ¢ (reversal(x « - - X, 2041)) ($5), (1), (@2), -+ (an), (@), 0
[{p1, 1) — reversal({(x1))($s),]
where
n,m>1
aeUfori=1,...,n
bpeZfork=1,...,m
xeV¥forli=1,...,n+1
pieWfori=1,...,n
qgqeWforl=1,...,m+ 1withg; ='!and g+ € F
and

fe = (sym(wi, 1)), -« - (sym(w, [we| — 1)), (sym(wi, [wel)),
fork=1,...,m;

o = ti{b1qiw1q2)y -+ * b1 AP—1 Q1 Win—1Gm) o It DG WinGm+1) .5

h = (§s), ¢ (reversal(x; - - - XX 41))($)y (1) (@2)y -+ - {an), (@) 0

We describe this derivation in a greater detail. Initiallyy, G makes S¢ =¢
(85)y (gm+1) according to S¢ — (§s),, (¢m+1). Then, G makes

(85)y (qm+1)
[wm|+1

:>|G | <§s)q/<qm)tm<bmq;nwmqm+l)w
Wi—1|+1
=6 : <§s)qz(qm—1>tm—l(bm—lqm—lWm—lqm>q/tm<meme‘1m+l)qx

=0 (§s), (@)o
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according to rules introduced in (1). Then, G makes

§8s)y (q1)0 =¢ (§5), (q1, 1){(@),0

according to (!) — (!, 1){@),, (recall that g; =!). After this step, G makes

(8s)y (g1, 1)(@),0
=¢ (§s), ¢ (reversal(x,+1)) (pn, 1) (an), (@), 0
=G <§s)w§(reversal(xnxn+l)) (pn—l s 1) (an—1>qx (an)q/ <@>q/0

40 (§s), ¢ (reversal(xs - - - X, X0 +1)) (1, 1) {a1)y (@2}, - - - {an),, (@) 0

according to rules introduced in (2). Finally, according to (p;, 1) — reversal(¢(x;))
(8$),,» which is introduced in (3), G makes

(§s), ¢ (reversal(xz - - - Xp X 1)) (1, 1) {an)y (@2)y -+ (@), (@), 0
=G (§s>qf§(reversal(-xl o '-xn-xn+l))($>q/(al>q/ (a2>q/ e (an>q/ (@>l110

Ifay---a,b; - by, differs from x| - - - x,, 41, then M does not accept according to 4.
Assume thata, ---aub; -+ -b,, = x1 -+ -x,41. At this point, according to 4, M makes
this sequence of moves

SsW - Wy Wy }—A",'] §by -+ bray---aypswy -+ - Wy Wy,
}—M §bm"'blan"'all_wl"'Wm—lwm
Fi §bmebilwie - Wi wi
}—M §bm"'b1(ﬂtZ1)W1"'Wm—1Wm

}_k}'l‘ §by - b1 (Jgiw1)wa - - Wi— 1wy,

Fa §bw--b2(g2)wa -+ - Win—1 Wi

"1'32‘ §bi -+ ba(fgaw2) w3 -+ Wi Wiy
(Mlgz)wsz - wy—1wp,

Fv S§by---b3

Far §Du{Ygm) Wi
l_k]vm | §bn (Ngmwm)
Fu o §(1gm+1)
P ]

In other words, according to h, M accepts wy - - - w,—1wy,,. Return to the generation
of & in G. By the construction of Pg, this generation implies that Ry con-
tains (ao, po. X1.p1), (@1,p1.%2,p2)s «..» (@j—1.Pj—1. % P})s -+ » (Qns Pns Xnt1,q1)5
(blv q1, Wi, q2)7 (b2v q2, w2, q3)’ R (bm7 qms Wm, qm+1)-
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Thus, in Q,

#aopo = aottyoxip [(ao, po, x1,p1)]
=0 aoa1#y1x2p> [(a1,p1,x2,p2)]
=0 apaiar#yrx3p3 (a2, p2, x3, p3)]
=0 aoa1ay -+ - Ay 1#Yp—1XpPn [(@n—1, D=1, X0 Dn)]
=0 aoa1ay -+ - Ay #yXn+1q1 [(a@n, Pus Xnt1.q1)]
=0 ao- - apb1#by - bywiq (b1, g1, w1, q2)]

=0 ao -+ apb1by#b3 - - byywiwaqs (b2, g2, w2, q3)]

=0 ao- - apby - by 1 #wiwa - W1 @ (b1, Gm—1, Wi—1, Gm)]
=0 Ao Apby - byHwiwy - WGt (D, Gy Wins Gt1)]

Therefore, wiw, ---wy,, € L(Q). Consequently, L(M, L(G), 3) € L(Q). A proof
that L(Q) € L(M, L(G), 3) is left to the reader. As L(Q) € L(M, L(G), 3) and L(M,
L(G), 3) € L(Q), L(Q) = L(M, L(G), 3). Therefore, Lemma 7.2.27 holds. O

Theorem 7.2.28. Fori € {1,2,3}, RE = RPDA(LIN, i).

Proof. Obviously, RPDA(LIN, 3) € RE. To prove that RE € RPDA(LIN, 3),
consider any recursively enumerable language L € RE. By Theorem 2.3.46,
L(Q) = L, for a left-extended queue grammar Q. Furthermore, by Theorem 3.1.26
and Lemma 7.2.27, L(Q) = L(M, L(G), 3), for a linear grammar G and a pushdown
automaton M. Thus, L = L(M, L(G), 3). Hence, RE € RPDA(LIN, 3). As
RPDA(LIN, 3) € RE and RE € RPDA(LIN, 3), RE = RPDA(LIN, 3).

By analogy with the demonstration of RE = RPDA(LIN, 3), we can prove that
RE = RPDA(LIN, i) fori = 1,2. O

One-Turn Linear-Controlled Pushdown Automata

In the present section, we continue with the discussion of regulated pushdown
automata, but we narrow our attention to their special cases—one-turn regulated
pushdown automata. To give an insight into one-turn pushdown automata, consider
two consecutive moves made by an ordinary pushdown automaton M. If during the
first move M does not shorten its pushdown and during the second move it does,
then M makes a furn during the second move. A pushdown automaton is one-turn if
it makes no more than one turn with its pushdown during any computation starting
from a start configuration. Recall that one-turn pushdown automata characterize
the family of linear languages (see [Har78]) while their unrestricted versions
characterize the family of context-free languages (see Theorem 2.4.12). As a result,
one-turn pushdown automata are less powerful than the pushdown automata.
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As the most surprising result, we demonstrate that linear-regulated versions of
one-turn pushdown automata characterize the family of recursively enumerable
languages. Thus, as opposed to the ordinary one-turn pushdown automata, one-turn
linear-regulated pushdown automata are as powerful as linear-regulated pushdown
automata that can make any number of turns.

In fact, this characterization holds even for some restricted versions of one-turn
regulated pushdown automata, including their atomic and reduced versions, which
are sketched next.

(I During a move, an atomic one-turn regulated pushdown automaton changes a
state and, in addition, performs exactly one of the following three actions:

* it pushes a symbol onto the pushdown;
* it pops a symbol from the pushdown;
* it reads an input symbol.

(II) A reduced one-turn regulated pushdown automaton has a limited number
of some components, such as the number of states, pushdown symbols, or
transition rules.

We establish the above-mentioned characterization in a formal way.

Definition 7.2.29. An atomic pushdown automaton is a pushdown automaton (see
Definition 2.4.13) M = (Q, X, I',R, s, S, F), where for every rule Apa — wq € R,
|Aaw| = 1. That is, each of the rules from R has one of the following forms.

(1) Ap — g (popping rule)
(2) p — wq (pushing rule)
(3) pa — q (reading rule) O

Definition 7.2.30. Let M = (Q, X, I,R,s,S,F) be a pushdown automaton. Let
x,xX,x" e I'*, y,v.,y' € X* q.4.q" € Q,and xqy by X'q'y by X'q"y". If
|x| < |¥| and |x| > |x”|, then X'q'y’ by x"¢"y" is a turn. If M makes no more than
one turn during any sequence of moves starting from a start configuration, then M
is said to be one-turn. O

One-turn pushdown automata represent an important restricted version of
automata, and the formal language theory has studied their properties in detail
(see Section 5.7 in [Har78] and Section 6.1 in [ABB97]).

Definition 7.2.31. Let M be a pushdown automaton. If M satisfies the conditions
from Definitions 7.2.29 and 7.2.30, it is said to be one-turn atomic pushdown
automaton. Additionally, if M is regulated (see Definition 7.2.24), it is a one-turn
atomic regulated pushdown automaton (OA-RPDA for short).

For any family of language .# and i € {1, 2, 3}, define

OA-RPDA(Z,i) = {L| L = L(M, E,i), where M is a one-turn
atomic pushdown automaton and 5 € . } O
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We next prove that one-turn atomic pushdown automata regulated by linear
languages characterize the family of recursively enumerable languages. In fact,
these automata need no more than one state and two pushdown symbols to achieve
this characterization.

Lemma 7.2.32. Let Q be a left-extended queue grammar satisfying the normal
form of Definition 3.1.25. Then, there is a linear grammar G and a one-turn atomic
pushdown automaton M = ({|}, 7, {0, 1}, H, |, 0, {|}) such that card(H) =
card(t) + 4 and L(Q) = L(M, L(G), 3).

Proof. Let Q = (V,t, W, F, R, g) be a queue grammar satisfying the normal form
of Definition 3.1.25. For some n > 1, introduce a homomorphism f from R to X,
where

X = {101 {1}" n {0, 1>
Extend f so it is defined from R* to X*. Define the substitution 4 from V* to X* as

h(a) = {f(r) | r = (a,p.x,q) € Rforsome p,q € W,x € V*}

Define the coding d from {0, 1}* to {2,3}* as d(0) = 2, d(1) = 3. Construct the
linear grammar

G=(N.T.P.S)
as follows. Initially, set

T ={0,1,2,3}Ut
N={S}Uldlqe WyU{g|qew
P={S—>f2|feFu{l->1}

Extend P by performing (1) through (3), given next.
(1) Foreveryr = (a,p,x,q) € R,p,gew,x € T*

P = PU{g— pd(f(r)x}
(2) Forevery (a,p,x,q) €R,
P=PU{g— ypb |y € reversal(h(x)), b € h(a)}
(3) Forevery (a,p,x,q) € R,ap=S,p,q € W,x € V¥,

P=PU{g—y|y € reversal(h(x))}
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Define the atomic pushdown automaton

M = ({1}, 7.{0, 1}, H, [, 0.{]})

where H contains the following transition rules

0: |— 0]
I: [~ 1]
2: 0] |
31— |
a: la— | foreverya €t

We next demonstrate that L(M, L(G), 3) = L(Q). Observe that M accepts every
String w = wj «+ - Wy, Wy, as

Ol_Wl"'Wm—le |—;,; OI_Qm"'l_?lc_ln"'L_llel"'Wm_lwm
"Eﬂmall OBm s 1_91 |_W1 e Wi—1 Wi
l—z‘;;l‘ OBm"'l_?ll_Wz"'Wm_lwm
l—l‘gl‘ Ol;m"'l;zl_WZ"'Wm—IWm

S o

'_1‘52‘ Ol_)m"'l;?)l_w?’...Wm_le

l_M Ol_)m |_Wm

Fart 0Bl
Forl ol
Fv L

according to a string of the form faa’f’ € L(G), where

B = reversal(f(r,,)) reversal(f (r,—1)) - - - reversal(f (r;))
a = reversal(f(z,)) reversal(f(¢,—1)) - - - reversal(f (1))

o = f(to)f(tr) - f(t)
B = d(f (rn)wid(f(r2))ws - - d(f (rm)) Wi

for some m,n > 1sothatfori=1,...,m,
t; = (bi, qi, Wi, qi+1) € R,b; € V—1,qi,qi1 € Q,b; = f(1,)

andforj=1,...,n+ 1,1, = (aj—1,pj-1,%;,pj), aj-1 € V—1,pj—1,p; € Q—F,
x; e (V—1)*,a; =f(rj)), gm+1 € F, appo = g. Thus, in Q,
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#aopy = aotyoxipr [(ao, po, x1,p1)]
=0 apar#y1xp2 [(ar,p1.x2,p2)]
=0 apaiaxtyx3p3 [(a2,p2.x3,p3)]
=0 Apa1az -+ Ay— 1 #y— 1 X, Py [(@n—1.Pn—1,Xn, Pn)]
=0 A1z Ay, Xn+1q1 [(@n, pn Xu+1, q1)]
=0 o ayb1#by -+ bywiq2 [(®B1, g1, w1, ¢2)]
=0 o Aub1by#bs -+ bywiwags [(B2, g2, w2, g3)]
=>Q ap:-- anbl e bmfl#bmwl  Win—19m [(bmfl sqdm—1>Wm—1, qm)]
=>Q agp:--. anbl tee bm#wl U Windm+1 [(bmy Gms Wms Qm+l)]

Therefore, wiw, - - -wy,, € L(Q). Consequently, L(M, L(G), 3) € L(Q). A proof
of L(Q) € L(M, L(G), 3) is left to the reader.

As L(Q) € L(M, L(G), 3) and L(M, L(G), 3)  L(Q), L(Q) = L(M, L(G),
3). Observe that M is one-turn atomic. Furthermore, card(H) = card(t) + 4. Thus,
Lemma 7.2.32 holds. O

Theorem 7.2.33. For every L € RE, there is a linear language & and a one-turn
atomic pushdown automaton M = (Q, X, I', R, s, $, F) such that card(Q) < 1,
card(I") <2, card(R) < card(X) + 4, and LM, &, 3) = L.

Proof. By Theorem 2.3.46, for every L € RE, there is a left-extended queue
grammar Q such that L = L(Q). Thus, this theorem follows from Theorem 3.1.26
and Lemma 7.2.32. O

Theorem 7.2.34. For every L € RE, there is a linear language £ and a one-turn
atomic pushdown automaton M = (Q, X, I', R, s, $, F) such that card(Q) < 1,
card(I") < 2, card(R) < card(X) + 4, and LM, E, 1) = L.

Proof. This theorem can be proved by analogy with the proof of Theorem 7.2.33.
0

Theorem 7.2.35. For every L € RE, there is a linear language = and a one-turn
atomic pushdown automaton M = (Q, X, I', R, s, $, F) such that card(Q) < 1,
card(I") < 2, card(R) < card(X') + 4, and LM, &, 2) = L.

Proof. This theorem can be proved by analogy with the proof of Theorem 7.2.33.
0

From the previous three theorems, we obtain the following corollary.
Corollary 7.2.36. Fori € {1,2,3}, RE = OA -RPDA(LIN, i). O

We close this section by suggesting some open problem areas concerning
regulated automata.
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Open Problem 7.2.37. For i = 1,...,3, consider RPDA(.%, i), where .Z is a
language family satisfying REG C £ C LIN. For instance, consider .Z" as the
family of minimal linear languages (see page 76 in [Sal73]). Compare RE with
RPDA(.Z, ).

Open Problem 7.2.38. Investigate special cases of regulated pushdown automata,
such as their deterministic versions.

Open Problem 7.2.39. By analogy with regulated pushdown automata, introduce
and study some other types of regulated automata.

7.3 Self-Reproducing Pushdown Transducers

Throughout this entire book, we cover modern language-defining models. In this
final section of Chap. 7, however, we make a single exception. Indeed, we explain
how to modify these models in a very natural way so that they define translations
(see Sect. 2.1) rather than languages. Consider the notion of a pushdown automaton
(see Sect. 2.4). Based upon this notion, we next introduce and discuss the notion of a
self-reproducing pushdown transducer, which defines a translation, not a language.
In essence, the transducer makes its translation as follows. After a translation of
an input string, x, to an output string, y, a self-reproducing pushdown transducer
can make a self-reproducing step during which it moves y to its input tape and
translates it again. In this self-reproducing way, it can repeat the translation n-times,
for n > 1. This section demonstrates that every recursively enumerable language can
be characterized by the domain of the translation obtained from a self-reproducing
pushdown transducer that repeats its translation no more than three times. This
characterization is of some interest because it does not hold in terms of ordinary
pushdown transducers. Indeed, the domain obtained from any ordinary pushdown
transducer is a context-free language (see [Har78]).

7.3.1 Definitions

Definition 7.3.1. A self-reproducing pushdown transducer is an 8-tuple
M=, T,% 2,R,s,S,0)

where Q is a finite set of states, I is a total alphabet such that ONI" =@, ¥ C I'is
an input alphabet, £2 C I' is an output alphabet, R is a finite set of translation rules
of the form uiqw — uppv with uy, up,w,v € I'* and ¢,p € Q, s € Q is the start
state, S € I' is the start pushdown symbol, O C Q is the set of self-reproducing
states.



7.3 Self-Reproducing Pushdown Transducers 369

A configuration of M is any string of the form $zgy$x, where x,y,z € I'*, g € Q,
and $ is a special bounding symbol ($ ¢ QU I'). If ujgw — upv € R, y =
$huigwz$t, and x = Shuopz$tv, where h,uy, up, w,t,v,z € I'*, g,p € Q, then M
makes a translation step from y to x in M, symbolically written as y ;= x [ujgw —
uppv] or, simply y ,= xin M. If y = $hq$t, and x = $hqt$, wheret,h € I'*, q € O,
then M makes a self-reproducing step from y to x in M, symbolically written as
y = x. Writey = xif y,= x ory ,= x. In the standard manner, extend = to =",
where n > 0; then, based on =", define =1 and =*.

Let w,v € I'*; M translates w to v if $Ssw$ =* $q$v in M. The translation
obtained from M, T(M), is defined as T(M) = {(w,v) : $Ssw$ =* $4$v with
we X* ve 2% ge 0} Set domain(T(M)) = {w : (w,x) € T(M)} and
range(T(M)) = {x: (w,x) € T(M)}.

Let n be a nonnegative integer; if during every translation M makes no more than
n self-reproducing steps, then M is an n-self-reproducing pushdown transducer.
Two self-reproducing transducers are equivalent if they both define the same
translation. O

In the literature, there often exists a requirement that a pushdown transducer,
M= (Q,I, X%, 82,R,s,S,0), replaces no more than one symbol on its pushdown
and reads no more than one symbol during every move. As stated next, we
can always turn any self-reproducing pushdown transducer to an equivalent self-
reproducing pushdown transducer that satisfies this requirement.

Theorem 7.3.2. Let M be a self-reproducing pushdown transducer. Then, there is
an equivalent self-reproducing pushdown transducer

N=(0,T,%,2,R,sS,0)

in which every translation rule, uyqw — upv € R, where uj,uy,w,v € I'* and
q.p € Q, satisfies lu1| < 1 and |w| < 1.

Proof. Basic Idea. Consider every rule ujgw — uppv in M with |u| > 2 or [w| > 2.
N simulates a move made according to this rule as follows. First, N leaves g for a
new state and makes |w| consecutive moves during which it reads w symbol by
symbol so that after these moves, it has w recorded in a new state, (gw). From
this new state, it makes |u;| consecutive moves during which it pops #; symbol
by symbol from the pushdown so that after these moves, it has both u; and w
recorded in another new state, (u;gw). To complete this simulation, it performs a
move according to (ujgw) — uppv. Otherwise, N works as M. A detailed version
of this proof is left to the reader. O

7.3.2 Results

Recall that every recursively enumerable language is generated by left-extended
queue grammar (see Theorem 2.3.46).
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Lemma 7.3.3. Let Q be a left-extended queue grammar satisfying the normal form
introduced in Definition 3.1.25. Then, there exists a 2-self-reproducing pushdown
transducer, M, such that domain(T(M)) = L(Q) and range(T(M)) = {e}.

Proof. Let G = (V,T,W,F,s,P) be a left-extended queue grammar satisfying
the normal form introduced in Definition 3.1.25. Without any loss of generality,
assume that {0, 1} N (VU W) = @. For some positive integer, n, define an injection,
t, from P to ({0,1}" — {1}") so that ¢ is an injective homomorphism when its
domain is extended to (VW)*; after this extension, ¢ thus represents an injective
homomorphism from (VW)* to ({0, 1}" — {1}")*; a proof that such an injection
necessarily exists is simple and left to the reader. Based on ¢, define the substitution,
v, from V to ({0,1}" — {1}") so that for every a € V, v(a) = {t(p) : p €
P, p = (a,b,x,c)forsomex € V*; b,c € W}. Extend the domain of v to V*.
Furthermore, define the substitution, p, from W to ({0, 1}" — {1}") so that for every
geW, ulg) ={@):peP, p=_(a,b,x,c)forsomeacV, xeV*; bce W}
Extend the domain of p to W*.

Construction. Introduce the self-reproducing pushdown transducer
M=(Q,TU{0,1,5},T.9.R.z.S.,0)

where Q = {o.c.f.z} U {{p.i) : p € Wandi € {1,2}}, O = {o.f}, and R is
constructed by performing the following steps (1) through (6).

(1) ifapgo = s, whereae V—Tandge W—F,
then add Sz — uS{qo, 1)w to R, for all w € u(qo) and all u € v(ap);

(2) if (a,q,y,p) € P,whereaec V—-T, pge W—F,andy € (V-T)*,
then add S{g, 1) — uS(p, 1)wto R, for all w € u(p) and u € v(y);

(3) foreveryqe W —F,add S{q, 1) — S{gq,2) toR;

4) if (a,q,y,p) € P,whereae V—-T, pge W—F,andy € T*,
then add S{g,2)y — S{p,2)wto R, forallw € u(p);

(5) if (a,q,y,p) € P,whereae V—-T, qge W—F, ye T*,andp € F,
then add S{g,2)y — SoSto R;

(6) add 00 — 0o, ol — lo, 0S — ¢, Oc — 0, lc — cl, Sc — f, 0f0 —
f, Ifl - ftoR.

For brevity, the following proofs omits some obvious details, which the reader
can easily fill in. The next claim describes how M accepts each string from L(M).

Claim. M accepts every h € L(M) in this way

$Szy1y2 - Ym—1ym$
= $go{qo, )y1y2 ... ym—1ymSt0
= $Sgi{qi, )y1y2 ... ym—1ymSt

i 1)y1y2 o Y1 YmStk

i 2)1Y2 - Ym—1YmStk
Gi+1,2)Y1Y2 + - Ym—1Ym i1
Gi+2-2)Y2 - - Ym—1YmSti+2

$8x
$x
$x

=
=
=
= $g

o~~~ —~
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= 881 qktm> 2)YmStitm
= $giSoStimS

= $giSoti4,S$

=" $g1Sti+m0S$

= $gkStirmc$

="' $uSchvy

r:> $MLf$U]

= $levl$

= Suyfv,$

= éBusz1$
= ¥

inM,wherek,m > 1,q90,q1, ..., qx+m € W=F;y1,...,ym € T*;t; € u(qoq1 - . . q:)
fori = 0,1,....k+m; g € v(dod,...dj) with dy,....d; € (V —T)* for
j: 0,1,....k;dod; ...dy = aopay . ..Aak+m whereal,...,aHm e V-T,dy = ay,
and s = aoqo; 8 = IH+m (notice that v(aodai ... ak+m) = 1(Goq1 - - - Gktm))s
vi € prefix(i(qoqi - - - Gr+m)s [14(qoq1 - - - Grtm)| — 0) for i = 1,...,v with v =
| (qoqi ... qram)|s wj € suffix(v(aoar ... agym), |v(aoar ... agym)| — j) for j =
I,...,lwithl = |v(aoay ... ak+m)|; B = Y1¥2 ... Ym—1Ym-

Proof. Examine steps (1) through (6) of the construction of R. Notice that during
every successful computation, M uses the rules introduced in step i before it uses
the rules introduced in step i + 1, for i = 1,...,5. Thus, in greater detail, every
successful computation $Szh$ =* $f$ can be expressed as

$Szy1y2 - Ym—1ym$
= $go{qo, )y1y2 ... ym—1ymSt0
= $31(Q1, Dy1y2. . Ym—1ym$t

$gk(61k Dy1y2 - Ym—1YmSt
$er(qr, 2)y1y2 - - - ym—1YmStx
$eul{ai+r1, 2)y1y2 - - Ym—1YmStit1
${qi+2,2)y2y3 - - Ym—1YmStit2

$gk(61k+% 2)y3Y4 - - Ym—1YmStit3

L A

= $gk(Qk+mv2>ym$tk+m

= $g1SoStimS

=* $f$

where k,m > 15 h = y1y2.. . Ym—1Ym} G0sq1s---sGem € W —F; y1,...,ym €
T, t; € u(goqi...q) fori = 0,1,....k + m; g € v(d()dl...dj) with
dl,...,dj (S (V—T)* fOI'j = 0,1,...,k; dody...dy = aopay ... Aak+m where
al,...,0+m € V-T, dy=ap,and s = aopqo.
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During $g:So$ti+,S =™* $f$ only the rules of (6) are used. Recall these rules:
00 — 0o, 0ol — lo, oS — ¢, Oc — c0, 1c — cl, Sc — f, 0f0 — f, 1f1 — f.
Observe that to obtain $f$ from $gxSo$#y.,S by using these rules, M performs
$21S0$ti4mS = $f$ as follows

$ngO$lk+mS
= $ngotk+mS$
=" $g1Sti+m0S$
~ $ngtk+mC$
="' $uSchvy
= $MLf$U]
= Suifui$
= Surfvr$

= ;Bulfv1$
= $$

in M, where g = fim; Vi € prefix(i4(qoqi - - - Gitm)s [14(q0q1 - - - Grtm)| — i) for
i=1,...,vwithv = |u(qoq1 . .. qx+m)|; w; € suffix(v(aoa ... axym), [v(aoa; . ..
j+m)| —J) forj = 1,..., 1 with [ = |v(apa; ... ag+m)|. This computation implies
8k = tx4m. As aresult, the claim holds.

Let M accepts h € L(M) in the way described in the above claim. Examine the
construction of R to see that at this point P contains

(a0, G0,20, 1) - - - (ks Gks Zhks G 1)s (D15 Gt 15 V15 Qi) s - - -

ooy (Qrpm—1s Qetm—1, Ym—1, Qktm)s Qisms Qs Y Qetm+1)

where z1,...,7 € (V —T)*, so G makes the generation of % in the way described
in Definition 3.1.25. Thus & € L(G). Consequently, L(M) < L(G).

Let G generates & € L(G) in the way described in Definition 3.1.25. Then, M
accepts i in the way described in the above claim, so L(G) € L(M); a detailed
proof of this inclusion is left to the reader.

As L(M) € L(G) and L(G) € L(M), L(G) = L(M).

From the above Claim, it follows that M is a 2-self-reproducing pushdown
transducer. Thus, Lemma 7.3.3 holds.

Theorem 7.3.4. For every recursively enumerable language, L, there exists a 2-
self-reproducing pushdown transducer, M, such that domain(T(M)) = L and
range(T(M)) = {&}.

Proof. This theorem follows from Theorems 2.3.46 and 3.1.26 and Lemma 7.3.3.



Chapter 8
Jumping Automata and Discontinuous
Computation

Recall that jumping grammars (see Chap. 5) represent language-generating models
for discontinuous computation. The present chapter explores their automata-based
counterparts, called jumping automata. As their name suggests, they jump across
their input words discontinuously, and in this way, they also formalize computation
performed in a discontinuous way.

To give an insight into the notion of a jumping automaton, reconsider the basic
notion of a classical finite automaton M (see Sect. 2.4). Recall that M consists of an
input tape, a read head, and a finite state control. The input tape is divided into cells.
Each cell contains one symbol of an input string. The symbol under the read head, a,
is the current input symbol. The finite control is represented by a finite set of states
together with a control relation, which is usually specified as a set of computational
rules. M computes by making a sequence of moves. Each move is made according
to a computational rule that describes how the current state is changed and whether
the current input symbol is read. If the symbol is read, the read head is shifted
precisely one cell to the right. M has one state defined as the start state and some
states designated as final states. If M can read w by making a sequence of moves
from the start state to a final state, M accepts w; otherwise, M rejects w.

Unfortunately, the classical versions of finite automata work so they often fail
to reflect the real needs of today’s informatics. Perhaps most significantly, they
fail to formalize discontinuous information processing, which is central to today’s
computation while it was virtually unneeded and, therefore, unknown in the past.
Indeed, in the previous century, most classical computer science methods were
developed for continuous information processing. Accordingly, their formal models,
including finite automata, work on strings, representing information, in a strictly
continuous left-to-right symbol-by-symbol way. Modern information methods,
however, frequently process information in a discontinuous way [GF04, BMCY06,
BCC10, MRS08, BYRN11, NS05]. Within a particular running process, a typical
computational step may be performed somewhere in the middle of information
while the very next computational step is executed far away from it; therefore,
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before the next step is carried out, the process has to jump over a large portion of the
information to the desired position of execution. Of course, classical finite automata,
which work on strings strictly continuously, inadequately and inappropriately reflect
discontinuous information processing of this kind.

Formalizing discontinuous information processing adequately gives rise to the
idea of adapting classical finite automata in a discontinuous way. In this way, the
present chapter introduces and studies the notion of a jumping finite automaton, H.
In essence, H works just like a classical finite automaton except it does not read
the input string in a symbol-by-symbol left-to-right way. That is, after reading a
symbol, H can jump over a portion of the tape in either direction and continue
making moves from there. Once an occurrence of a symbol is read on the tape, it
cannot be re-read again later during computation of H. Otherwise, it coincides with
the standard notion of a finite automaton, and as such, it is based upon a regulated
mechanism consisting in its finite state control. Therefore, we study them in detail
in this book.

More precisely, concerning jumping finite automata, this chapter considers
commonly studied areas of the formal language theory, such as decidability and clo-
sure properties, and establishes several results concerning jumping finite automata
regarding these areas. It concentrates its attentions on results that demonstrate
differences between jumping finite automata and their classical versions. As a
whole, this chapter gives a systematic body of knowledge concerning jumping finite
automata. At the same time, however, it points out several open questions regarding
these automata, which may represent a new, attractive, significant investigation area
of automata theory in the future.

This chapter is divided into two sections. First, as its title suggests, Sect. 8.1
formalizes and illustrates jumping finite automata. Then, Sect. 8.2 demonstrates
their fundamental properties, including a comparison of their power with the power
of well-known language-defining formal devices, closure properties, decidability. In
addition, this section establishes an infinite hierarchy of language families resulting
from these automata, one-directional jumps and various start configurations.

8.1 Definitions and Examples

In this section, we define a variety of jumping finite automata discussed in this
chapter and illustrate them by examples.

Definition 8.1.1. A general jumping finite automaton, a GJFA for short, is general
finite automaton (see Definition 2.4.1), where the binary jumping relation, symbol-
ically denoted by ~,, over X*QX*, is defined as follows. Let x, z, X/, 7 € X*
such that xz = x’Z and py — g € R; then, M makes a jump from xpyz to x¥'q7/,
symbolically written as xpyz ~, X'q7’. In the standard manner, we extent ~, to /",
where m > 0, A1, and ~*.
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The language accepted by M with ~,, denoted by L(M, ), is defined as
LM, ~) = {uv | u,v € X*, usv /* f,f € F}. Let w € X¥*. We say that M
accepts w if and only if w € L(M, ~); M rejects w otherwise. Two GJFAs M and
M’ are said to be equivalent if and only if LM, ~) = L(M', ). O

Definition 8.1.2. Let M = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a GJFA. M is an e-free GJFA if
py — q € R implies that |y| > 1. M is of degree n, where n > 0, if py - g € R
implies that |y| < n. M is a jumping finite automaton (a JFA for short) if its degree
is 1. O

Definition 8.1.3. Let M = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a JFA. Analogously to a GJFA, M is
an e-free JFA if py — g € R implies that |y| = 1. M is a deterministic JFA (a DJFA
for short) if (1) it is an e-free JFA and (2) for each p € Q and each a € X, there is
no more than one ¢ € Q such that pa — g € R. M is a complete JFA (a CJFA for
short) if (1) it is a DJFA and (2) for each p € Q and each a € X, there is precisely
one g € Q such that pa — g € R. O

Definition 8.1.4. Let M = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a GIFA. The transition graph of M,
denoted by A(M), is a multigraph, where nodes are states from Q, and there is an
edge from p to g labeled with y if and only if py — g € R. A state g € Q is reachable
if there is a walk from s to g in A(M); q is terminating if there is a walk from ¢ to

some f € F. If there is a walk fromp to ¢, p = q1,42,...,9, = g, for some n > 2,
where ¢;y; — gi+1 € Rforalli =1,...,n — 1, then we write
DY1Y2 - Yn V> q O

Next, we illustrate the previous definitions by two examples.

Example 8.1.5. Consider the DJFA
M = ({s, r.t}, X, R, s, {s})
where ¥ = {a, b, ¢} and
R = {sa —r,rb — t,tc—)s}
Starting from s, M has to read some a, some b, and some c, entering again the start
(and also the final) state s. All these occurrences of a, b, and ¢ can appear anywhere
in the input string. Therefore, the accepted language is clearly

LM, ~) = {we X" | #,(w) = #(w) = #.(w)} O

Recall that L(M, ~,) in Example 8.1.5 is a well-known non-context-free context-
sensitive language.
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Example 8.1.6. Consider the GJFA

M = ({S, tvf}v {a’ b},R,S, {f})

where

R = {sba — f.fa — f.fb — f}

Starting from s, M has to read string ba, which can appear anywhere in the input
string. Then, it can read an arbitrary number of symbols a and b, including no
symbols. Therefore, the accepted language is L(M, ~,) = {a, b}*{ba}{a, b}*. O

8.1.1 Denotation of Language Families

Throughout the rest of this chapter, GJFA, GJFA™, JFA, JFA™*, and DJFA denote
the families of languages accepted by GJFAs, e-free GJFAs, JFAs, e-free JFAs, and
DJFAs, respectively.

8.2 Properties

In this section, we discuss the generative power of GJFAs and JFAs and some other
basic properties of these automata.

Theorem 8.2.1. For every DJFA M, there is a CJFA M’ such that LM, ~,) =
LM, ~).

Proof. Let M = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a DJFA. We next construct a CJFA M’ such
that L(M, ) = L(M’, ~). Without any loss of generality, we assume that | ¢ Q.
Initially, set

M =(QU{L}, IR s,F)

where R = R. Next, for each a € X and each p € Q such that pa — g ¢ R for all
g € Q,add pa - LtoR.Foreacha € ¥, add La — L to R Clearly, M’ is a
CIFA and LM, ~) = LM, ~). O

Lemma 8.2.2. For every GJFA M of degree n > 0, there is an e-free GIFA M’ of
degree n such that LM', ~) = L(M, ).

Proof. This lemma can be demonstrated by using the standard conversion of finite
automata to e-free finite automata (see Algorithm 3.2.2.3 in [Med0Oa)). O

Theorem 8.2.3. GJFA = GJFA™®
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Proof. GJFA™® C GJFA follows from the definition of a GJFA. GJFA C GJFA™*
follows from Lemma 8.2.2. O

Theorem 8.2.4. JFA = JFA™° = DJFA

Proof. JFA = JFA™* can be proved by analogy with the proof of Theorem 8.2.3,
so we only prove that JFA™® = DJFA. DJFA C JFA™® follows from the
definition of a DJFA. The converse inclusion can be proved by using the standard
technique of converting e-free finite automata to deterministic finite automata (see
Algorithm 3.2.3.1 in [Med00a]). O

The next theorem shows a property of languages accepted by GJFAs with unary
input alphabets.

Theorem 8.2.5. Let M = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a GJFA such that card(X') = 1. Then,
L(M, ~) is regular.

Proof. Let M = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a GJFA such that card(X) = 1. Since
card(X) = 1, without any loss of generality, we can assume that the acceptance
process for w € X* starts from the configuration sw and M does not jump over
any symbols. Therefore, we can threat M as an equivalent general finite automaton
(see Definition 2.4.1). As general finite automata accept only regular languages (see
Theorems 2.4.4 and 2.4.5), L(M, ~) is regular. O

As a consequence of Theorem 8.2.5, we obtain the following corollary (recall
that K below is not regular).

Corollary 8.2.6. The language K = {a” | p is a prime number} cannot be accepted
by any GJFA. O

The following theorem gives a necessary condition for a language to be in JFA.

Theorem 8.2.7. Let K be an arbitrary language. Then, K € JFA only if K =
perm(K).

Proof. LetM = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a JFA. Without any loss of generality, we assume
that M is a DJFA (recall that JFA = DJFA by Theorem 8.2.4). Let w € L(M, ).
We next prove that perm(w) € L(M, ~). If w = ¢, then perm(e) = ¢ € L(M, ),
so we assume that w # &. Then, w = aja; - --a,, where g; € X foralli =1,...,n,
for some n > 1. Since w € L(M, ), R contains

sail — Sil
s,-la,-z —> S,'z
Sin—lain - sin
where s; € Q forallj € {i, ip, ..., in}, (i1, i2, . .., in) is a permutation of (1, 2, ...,

n), and s;, € F. However, this implies that ay, ax, - - - ax, € L(M, ~/), where (k1, k2,
..., ky) is a permutation of (1, 2, ..., n), so perm(w) C L(M, ~,). |
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From Theorem 8.2.7, we obtain the following two corollaries, which are used in
subsequent proofs.

Corollary 8.2.8. There is no JFA that accepts {ab}*. O
Corollary 8.2.9. There is no JFA that accepts {a, b}*{ba}{a, b}*. O

Consider the language of primes K from Corollary 8.2.6. Since K = perm(K),
the condition from Theorem 8.2.7 is not sufficient for a language to be in JFA. This
is stated in the following corollary.

Corollary 8.2.10. There is a language K satisfying K = perm(K) that cannot be
accepted by any JFA. O

The next theorem gives both a necessary and sufficient condition for a language
to be accepted by a JFA.

Theorem 8.2.11. Let L be an arbitrary language. L € JFA if and only if L =
perm(K), where K is a regular language.

Proof. The proof is divided into the only-if part and the if part.

Only If. Let M be a JFA. Consider M as a finite automaton M’. Set K = L(M'). K is
regular, and L(M, ~,) = perm(K). Hence, the only-if part holds.

If. Take perm(K), where K is any regular language. Let K = L(M), where M is
a finite automaton. Consider M as a JFA M’. Observe that L(M', ~,) = perm(K),
which proves the if part of the proof. O

Finally, we show that GJFAs are stronger than JFAs.
Theorem 8.2.12. JFA C GJFA

Proof. JFA C GJFA follows from the definition of a JFA. From Corollary 8.2.9,
GJFA — JFA # @, because {a,b}*{ba}{a,b}* is accepted by the GJFA from
Example 8.1.6. O

Open Problem 8.2.13. Is there a necessary and sufficient condition for a language
to be in GJFA?

8.2.1 Relations with Well-Known Language Families

In this section, we establish relations between GJFA, JFA, and some well-known
language families, including FIN, REG, CF, and CS.

Theorem 8.2.14. FIN C GJFA
Proof. Let K € FIN. Since K is a finite, there exists n > 0 such that card(K) = n.

Therefore, we can express K as K = {wy,ws, ..., w,}. Define the GJFA

M= ({svf}v 2.R,s, {f})
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where ¥ = alph(K) and R = {sw; — f,swo — f,...,sw, — f}. Clearly,
L(M, ~) = K. Therefore, FIN C GJFA. From Example 8.1.5, GJFA — FIN # 0,
which proves the theorem. O

Lemma 8.2.15. There is no GJFA that accepts {a}*{b}*.

Proof. By contradiction. Let K = {a}*{b}*. Assume that there is a GJFA, M = (Q,
Y, R,s, F),suchthat L(M, ~) = K. Letw = a"b, where n is the degree of M. Since
w € K, during an acceptance of w, a rule, pa'b — g € R, where p,g € Qand 0 <
i < n, has to be used. However, then M also accepts from the configuration absa .
Indeed, as a'b is read in a single step and all the other symbols in w are just as,
a'ba"' may be accepted by using the same rules as during an acceptance of w. This
implies that a’ba"~ € K—a contradiction with the assumption that L(M, ~,) = K.
Therefore, there is no GJFA that accepts {a}*{b}*. O

Theorem 8.2.16. REG and GJFA are incomparable.

Proof. GJFA € REG follows from Example 8.1.5. REG € GJFA follows from
Lemma 8.2.15. O

Theorem 8.2.17. CF and GJFA are incomparable.

Proof. GJFA € CF follows from Example 8.1.5, and CF € GJFA follows from
Lemma 8.2.15. O

Theorem 8.2.18. GJFA C CS

Proof. Clearly, jumps of GJFAs can be simulated by context-sensitive grammars,
so GJFA C CS. From Lemma 8.2.15, it follows that CS — GJFA # 0. |

Theorem 8.2.19. FIN and JFA are incomparable.

Proof. JFA ¢ FIN follows from Example 8.1.5. Consider the finite language K =
{ab}. By Theorem 8.2.7, K ¢ JFA, so FIN Z JFA. O

8.2.2 Closure Properties

In this section, we show the closure properties of the families GJFA and JFA under
various operations.

Theorem 8.2.20. Both GJFA and JFA are not closed under endmarking.

Proof. Consider the language K = {a}*. Clearly, K € JFA. A proof that no GJFA
accepts K{#}, where # is a symbol such that # # a, can be made by analogy with
the proof of Lemma 8.2.15. O
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Theorem 8.2.20 implies that both families are not closed under concatenation.
Indeed, observe that the JFA

M = ({s.f}. #) st — fh.s.{f})
accepts {#}.
Corollary 8.2.21. Both GJFA and JFA are not closed under concatenation. O
Theorem 8.2.22. JFA is closed under shuffle.
Proof. Let My = (Q1, X1, Ry, s1,F1) and My = (Q3, X3, R2, 52, F>) be two JFAs.
Without any loss of generality, we assume that Q; N O, = @. Define the JFA

H=(01UQ0ZiUX RIUR U{f = 55| f € F1},51. F2)

To see that L(H) = shuffle(L(M;, ~,), L(M>, ~)), observe how H works. On an
input string, w € (X U X»)*, H first runs M; on w, and if it ends in a final state,
then it runs M, on the rest of the input. If M, ends in a final state, H accepts w.
Otherwise, it rejects w. By Theorem 8.2.7, L(M;, ) = perm(L(M;, ~)) for all
i € {1, 2}. Based on these observations, since H can jump anywhere after a symbol
is read, we see that L(H) = shuffle(L(M,, ~), L(M>, ~)). O

Notice that the construction used in the previous proof coincides with the
standard construction of a concatenation of two finite automata (see [Med00a]).

Theorem 8.2.23. Both GJFA and JFA are closed under union.

Proof. Let M) = (01, Z1,Ry, 51, F1) and M, = (Q2, X1, Ry, 52, Fz) be two GJFAs.
Without any loss of generality, we assume that Q1 N @, = @ and s ¢ (Q1 U Q»).
Define the GJFA

H = (Ql U QZ U {S}, 21 U 22,R1 UR, U {S — 51,5 —> 52},S,F1 UF2)
Clearly, L(H) = L(M,, ~) U L(M>, ~), and if both M| and M, are JFAs, then H is
also a JFA. O
Theorem 8.2.24. GJFA is not closed under complement.

Proof. Consider the GJFA M from Example 8.1.6. Observe that the complement
of L(M, ~,) (with respect to {a, b}*) is {a}*{b}*, which cannot be accepted by any
GJFA (see Lemma 8.2.15). |

Theorem 8.2.25. JFA is closed under complement.

Proof. LetM = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a JFA. Without any loss of generality, we assume
that M is a CJFA (JFA = DJFA by Theorem 8.2.4 and every DJFA can be converted
to an equivalent CJFA by Theorem 8.2.1). Then, the JFA

M =(Q.X.R.s.Q—F)

accepts L(M, ). O
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By using De Morgan’s laws, we obtain the following two corollaries of Theo-
rems 8.2.23, 8.2.24, and 8.2.25.

Corollary 8.2.26. GJFA is not closed under intersection. O
Corollary 8.2.27. JFA is closed under intersection. O

Theorem 8.2.28. Both GJFA and JFA are not closed under intersection with
regular languages.

Proof. Consider the language J = {a, b}*, which can be accepted by both GJFAs
and JFAs. Consider the regular language K = {a}*{b}*. Since J N K = K, this
theorem follows from Lemma 8.2.15. O

Theorem 8.2.29. JFA is closed under reversal.

Proof. Let K € JFA. Since perm(w) C K by Theorem 8.2.7 for all w € K, also
reversal(w) € K for all w € K, so the theorem holds. O

Theorem 8.2.30. JFA is not closed under Kleene star or under Kleene plus.

Proof. Consider the language K = {ab, ba}, which is accepted by the JFA

M = ({s, r.f}{a, b}, {sa — r,rb — f},s, {f})
However, by Theorem 8.2.7, there is no JFA that accepts K* or K * (notice that, for
example, abab € K+, but aabb ¢ K™). O
Lemma 8.2.31. There is no GJFA that accepts {a}*{b}* U {b}*{a}*.
Proof. This lemma can be proved by analogy with the proof of Lemma 8.2.15. O
Theorem 8.2.32. Both GJFA and JFA are not closed under substitution.

Proof. Consider the language K = {ab, ba}, which is accepted by the JFA M from
the proof of Theorem 8.2.30. Define the substitution o from {a, b}* to 2{" as
o(a) = {a}* and o(b) = {b}*. Clearly, both o(a) and o(b) can be accepted by
JFAs. However, o (K) cannot be accepted by any GJFA (see Lemma 8.2.31). O

Since the substitution o in the proof of Theorem 8.2.32 is regular, we obtain the
following corollary.

Corollary 8.2.33. Both GJFA and JFA are not closed under regular substitution.
O

Theorem 8.2.34. JFA is not closed under e-free homomorphism.

Proof. Define the e-free homomorphism ¢ from {a} to {a,b}™ as ¢(a) = ab, and
consider the language {a}*, which is accepted by the JFA

M = ({s}.{a}. {sa — s}.{s})

Notice that ¢(L(M,~)) = {ab}*, which cannot be accepted by any JFA (see
Corollary 8.2.8). O
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The analogous result was recently proved for GJFAs in [Vor15].

Theorem 8.2.35 (See Theorem 2 in [Vorl5]). GJFA is not closed under e-free
homomorphism.

Since e-free homomorphism is a special case of homomorphism and since
homomorphism is a special case of finite substitution, we obtain the following
corollary of Theorems 8.2.34 and 8.2.35.

Corollary 8.2.36. GJFA and JFA are not closed under homomorphism.
Corollary 8.2.37. GJFA and JFA are not closed under finite substitution. O
Theorem 8.2.38. JFA is closed under inverse homomorphism.

Proof. Let M = (Q, I', R, s, F) be a JFA, X be an alphabet, and ¢ be a
homomorphism from X* to I"*. We next construct a JEA M’ such that L(M', )
= ¢ ' (L(M, ~)). Define

M = (Q,X.Rs,F)
where
R ={pa—qlac X pp(a) v qin AM)}

Observe that wisw, ~* ¢ in M if and only if wisw), ~* ¢ in M’, where wiw, =
p(w\wh) and g € Q, so LM, ~,) = ¢~ (L(M, ~)). A fully rigorous proof is left
to the reader. |

However, the same does not hold for GJFAs.

Theorem 8.2.39 (See Theorem 3 in [Vorl5]). GJFA is not closed under inverse
homomorphism.

Moreover, in [Vorl5] it was shown that GJFA is not close under shuffle, Kleene
star, and Kleene plus, while it is closed under reversal.

Theorem 8.2.40 (See Theorems 2 and 4 in [Vorl5]). GJFA is not closed under
shuffle, Kleene star, and Kleene plus.

Theorem 8.2.41 (See Theorem 5 in [Vor15]). GJFA is closed under reversal.

The summary of closure properties of the families GJFA and JFA is given in
Fig. 8.1, where + marks closure and — marks non-closure. It is worth noting that
REG, characterized by finite automata, is closed under all of these operations.

8.2.3 Decidability

In this section, we prove the decidability of some decision problems with regard
to GJFA and JFA.
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GJFA | JFA

endmarking — —

concatenation — —
shuffle —

union +

complement —

|+ [+ |+

intersection -

int. with regular languages -

Kleene star — —

Kleene plus — —

mirror image + +

substitution — —

regular substitution - —

finite substitution — —

homomorphism — —

e-free homomorphism — —

inverse homomorphism — +

Fig. 8.1 Summary of closure properties

Lemma 8.2.42. Let M = (Q, X, R, 5, F) be a GJFA. Then, L(M, ~) is infinite if
and only if py ~ p in AM), for some 'y € X% and p € Q such that p is both
reachable and terminating in A(M).

Proof. If. Let M = (Q, X, R, 5, F) be a GJFA such that py ~ p in A(M), for some
y € Xt and p € Q such that p is both reachable and terminating in A(M). Then,

wiswy A5 upv AT xpz * f
where wiw, € LM, ~), u,v,x,z € X*, p € Q,and f € F. Consequently,
wiswy A5 upvy AT xpz R f
where y = y" for all n > 0. Therefore, L(M, ~,) is infinite, so the if part holds.

Only If. Let M = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a GJFA such that L(M, ~) is infinite. Without
any loss of generality, we assume that M is e-free (see Lemma 8.2.2). Then,

wisws A upy AT xpz A f
for some wiw, € L(M, ~), u,v,x,z € X*,p € Q,and f € F. This implies that p is

both terminating and reachable in A(M). Lety € X T be a string read by M during
upv ~* xpz. Then, py » p in A(M), so the only-if part holds. O



384 8 Jumping Automata and Discontinuous Computation

Theorem 8.2.43. Both finiteness and infiniteness are decidable for GJFA.

Proof. LetM = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a GJFA. By Lemma 8.2.42, L(M, ~) is infinite
if and only if py ~ p in A(M), for some y € X% and p € Q such that p is
both reachable and terminating in A(M). This condition can be checked by any
graph searching algorithm, such as breadth-first search (see page 73 in [RNO02]).
Therefore, the theorem holds. O

Corollary 8.2.44. Both finiteness and infiniteness are decidable for JFA. O

Observe that since there is no deterministic version of a GJFA, the following
proof of Theorem 8.2.45 is not as straightforward as in terms of regular languages
and classical deterministic finite automata.

Theorem 8.2.45. The membership problem is decidable for GJFA.

Proof. Let M = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a GJFA, and let x € X*. Without any loss
of generality, we assume that M is e-free (see Theorem 8.2.3). If x = ¢, then x €
L(M, ~) if and only if s € F, so assume that x # ¢. Set

rF={(nx.....5)|xeZt 1<i<nxx-x,=xn>1}
and
L= {0y o) | Gixas ) € Lon = 1, (31, y2, .0 yn) s
a permutation of (x1,x2,...,%,)}
If there exist (y1,¥2,...,ys) € [, and q1, 42, ...,gnt1 € Q,forsomen, 1 <n < |x|,

such that s = ¢, gu4+1 € F, and ¢;y; — ¢i+1 € Rforalli = 1,2,...,n, then
x € L(M, ~); otherwise, x ¢ L(M, ~). Since both Q and I, are finite, this check
can be performed in finite time. O

Corollary 8.2.46. The membership problem is decidable for JFA. O
Theorem 8.2.47. The emptiness problem is decidable for GJFA.

Proof. Let M = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a GJFA. Then, L(M, ~,) is empty if and only
if no f € F is reachable in A(M). This check can be done by any graph searching
algorithm, such as breadth-first search (see page 73 in [RNO2]). O

Corollary 8.2.48. The emptiness problem is decidable for JFA. O

The summary of decidability properties of the families GJFA and JFA is given
in Fig. 8.2, where + marks decidability.
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GJFA | JFA
membership + +
emptiness + +
finiteness + +
infiniteness + +

Fig. 8.2 Summary of Decidability Properties

8.2.4 An Infinite Hierarchy of Language Families

In this section, we establish an infinite hierarchy of language families resulting from
GJFAs of degree n, where n > 0. Let GJFA, and GJFA® denote the families
of languages accepted by GJFAs of degree n and by e-free GJFAs of degree n,
respectively. Observe that GJFA, = GJFA * by the definition of a GJFA and by
Lemma 8.2.2, for all n > 0.

Lemma 8.2.49. Let X be an alphabet such that card(X') > 2. Then, for any n > 1,
there is a GJFA of degree n, M, = (Q, X, R, s, F), such that L(M,)) cannot be
accepted by any GJFA of degree n — 1.

Proof. Let X be an alphabet such that card(¥) > 2, and let a,b € X such that
a # b. The case when n = 1 follows immediately from the definition of a JFA, so
we assume that n > 2. Define the GJFA of degree n

M, = ({S,f}, X, {SW _)f}7 S, {f})

where w = ab(a)""2. Clearly, L(M,.~) = {w}. We next prove that L(M,, ~,)
cannot be accepted by any GJFA of degree n — 1.

Suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that there is a GJFA of degree n — 1,
H = (Q, X, R, s, F), such that L(H) = L(M,,, ~,). Without any loss of generality,
we assume that H is e-free (see Lemma 8.2.2). Since L(H) = L(M,,, ) = {w} and
|w| > n — 1, there has to be

us'xv /A" f

in H, where w = uxv, u,v € X*,x € X%, f € F,and m > 2. Thus,
sxuv /™ f

and
ws'x A" f

in H, which contradicts the assumption that L(H) = {w}. Therefore, L(M,,, ~)
cannot be accepted by any GJFA of degree n — 1. O
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Theorem 8.2.50. GJFA, C GJFA, 4 foralln > 0.

Proof. GJFA, € GJFA,, follows from the definition of a GJFA of degree n,
for all n > 0. From Lemma 8.2.49, GJFA,+; — GJFA, # 0, which proves the
theorem. ]

Taking Lemma 8.2.2 into account, we obtain the following corollary of Theo-
rem 8.2.50.

Corollary 8.2.51. GJFA* C GJFA,{, foralln > 0. o

8.2.5 Left and Right Jumps

We define two special cases of the jumping relation.

Definition 8.2.52. Let M = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a GJFA. Let w,x,y,z € X*, and
py — q € R; then, (1) M makes a left jump from wxpyz to wgxz, symbolically
written as

WXPYZ |y WgXZ
and (2) M makes a right jump from wpyxz to wxqz, written as
WPYXZ (y WXGZ

Let u,v € X*QX*; then,u ~ vifand onlyifu,~ voru,~ v.Extend;~
and .~ to ;A A% AT, A A% and .~ T, where m > 0, by analogy with
extending . Set

LM, ~) ={uv | u,v € Z* usv ,;~* f withf € F}
and
LM, ~) = {uv |u,v € T* usv ,~* f with f € F} ]

Let ;GJFA, JFA, ,GJFA, and ,JFA denote the families of languages accepted
by GJFAs using only left jumps, JFAs using only left jumps, GJFAs using only right
jumps, and JFAs using only right jumps, respectively.

Theorem 8.2.53. ,GJFA = ,JFA = REG

Proof. We first prove that ,JFA = REG. Consider any JFA, M = (Q, X, R, s,
F). Observe that if M occurs in a configuration of the form xpy, where x € X*,
p € Q,and y € X*, then it cannot read the symbols in x anymore because M can
make only right jumps. Also, observe that this covers the situation when M starts to
accept w € X* from a different configuration than sw. Therefore, to read the whole
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input, M has to start in configuration sw, and it cannot jump to skips some symbols.
Consequently, M behaves like an ordinary finite automaton, reading the input from
the left to the right, so L(M, ~) is regular and, therefore, ,JFA € REG. Conversely,
any finite automaton can be viewed as a JFA that starts from configuration sw and
does not jump to skip some symbols. Therefore, REG C ,JFA, which proves that
JFA = REG. ,GJFA = REG can be proved by the same reasoning using general
finite automata instead of finite automata. O

Next, we show that JFAs using only left jumps accept some non-regular
languages.

Theorem 8.2.54.  JFA — REG # 0
Proof. Consider the JFA

M = ({s.p.q}. {a.b}. R, 5. {s})
where
R = {sa — p.pb — s5,5b — q,qa — s}
We argue that
LM, ) = {w | #a(w) = #,(w)}

With w € {a, b}* on its input, M starts over the last symbol. M reads this symbol by
using sa — p or sb — ¢, and jumps to the left in front of the rightmost occurrence
of b or a, respectively. Then, it consumes it by using pb — s or ga — s, respectively.
If this read symbol was the rightmost one, it jumps one symbol to the left and repeats
the process. Otherwise, it makes no jumps at all. Observe that in this way, every
configuration is of the form urv, where r € {s,p,q}, u € {a,b}*, and either v €
{a,e}{b}* orv € {b, e}{a}*.
Based on the previous observations, we see that

LM, ) = {w | #a(w) = #h(w)}

Since L(M, ~) is not regular, ;JFA — REG # @, so the theorem holds. O

Open Problem 8.2.55. Study the effect of left jumps to the acceptance power of
JFAs and GJFAs.

8.2.6 A Variety of Start Configurations

In general, a GJFA can start its computation anywhere in the input string (see Def-
inition 8.1.1). In this section, we consider the impact of various start configurations
on the acceptance power of GJFAs and JFAs.
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Definition 8.2.56. Let M = (O, X, R, 5, F) be a GJFA. Set

PLM,~) = {we Z* | sw* f withf € F},
LM, ~) ={uv | u,v € X*, usv /* f withf € F},
‘LM,~) ={we X* |ws /* f withf € F}. O
Intuitively, b, a, and e stand for beginning, anywhere, and end, respectively; in
this way, we express where the acceptance process starts. Observe that we simplify
‘L(M,~) to L(M,~,) because we pay a principal attention to the languages
accepted in this way in this chapter. Let PGJFA, “GJFA, ‘GJFA, "JFA, “JFA, and
¢JFA denote the families of languages accepted by GJFAs starting at the beginning,
GJFAs starting anywhere, GJFAs starting at the end, JFAs starting at the beginning,
JFAs starting anywhere, and JFAs starting at the end, respectively.
We show that

(1) starting at the beginning increases the acceptance power of GJFAs and JFAs,
and
(2) starting at the end does not increase the acceptance power of GJFAs and JFAs.

Theorem 8.2.57. “JFA C *JFA
Proof. LetM = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a JFA. The JFA

M =(Q.Z.RU{s — s},5.F)

clearly satisfies “L(M, ~,) = bL(M’, ~), 5o “JFA C PJFA. We prove that this
inclusion is, in fact, proper. Consider the language K = {a}{b}*. The JFA

H = ({s.f}.{a. b}, {sa — f.fo — f}.5.{f})

satisfies °’L(H) = K. However, observe that “L(H) = {b}*{a}{b}*, which differs
from K. By Theorem 8.2.7, for every JFA N, it holds that “L(N) # K. Hence,
“JFA C "JFA. O

Theorem 8.2.58. “GJFA C "GJFA

Proof. This theorem can be proved by analogy with the proof of Theorem 8.2.57.
O

Lemma 8.2.59. Let M be a GJFA of degree n > 0. Then, there is a GIFA M’ of
degree n such that ‘L(M, ) = ‘L(M’, ).

Proof. LetM = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a GJFA of degree n. Then, the GIFA
M = (Q, Y, RU{s —> s},s,F)

is of degree n and satisfies ‘L(M, ) = ‘L(M’, ). o
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Lemma 8.2.60. Let M be a GJaFA of degree n > 0. Then, there is a GJFA M of
degree n such that °L(M, ~,) = L(M).

Proof. Let M = (Q, X, R, s, F) be a GIFA of degree n. If ‘°L(M, ~,) = @, then the
GJFA

M = ({s},X.0,s,0)
is of degree n and satisfies “L(M’, ~,) = 0. If °L(M, ~,) = {&}, then the GJFA
M = ({s}, X, 0,s, {s})

is of degree n and satisfies “L(M”, ~,) = {&}. Therefore, assume thatw € °L(M, ),
where w € X¥t. Then, s — p € R, for some p € Q. Indeed, observe that either
‘LIM,~) = @ or °L(M, ~) = {&}, which follows from the observation that if M
starts at the end of an input string, then it first has to jump to the left to be able to
read some symbols.

Define the GJFA M = 0, %, R, s, F), where
R =R—{su—>qlue Xt geQ andthereisnoxe X+t

such that sx ~> s in A(M)}

The reason for excluding such su — ¢ from R is that M first has to use a rule of the
form s — p, where p € Q (see the argumentation above). However, since M starts
anywhere in the input string, we need to force it to use s — p as the first rule, thus
changing the state from s to p, just like M does.

Clearly, M is of degree n and satisfies ‘L(M,~) = aL(M), so the lemma

holds. O
Theorem 8.2.61. ‘GJFA = “GJFA and ‘JFA = “JFA
Proof. This theorem follows from Lemmas 8.2.59 and 8.2.60. O

We also consider combinations of left jumps, right jumps, and various start
configurations. For this purpose, by analogy with the previous denotations, we
define YGJFA, ‘GJFA, {GJFA, "“GJFA, “GJFA, ‘GJFA, " JFA, {JFA, ¢ JFA, " JFA,
“JFA, and ¢JFA. For example, fGJFA denotes the family of languages accepted by
GJFAs that perform only right jumps and starts at the beginning.

Theorem 8.2.62. “GJFA = “JFA = “GJFA = "JFA = "GJFA = JFA = REG

Proof. Theorem 8.2.53, in fact, states that {GJFA = ¢JFA = REG. Furthermore,
"GJFA = "JFA = REG follows from the proof of Theorem 8.2.53 because
M has to start the acceptance process of a string w from the configuration sw—
that is, it starts at the beginning of w. 5’ GJFA = fJFA = REG can be proved
analogously. O
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Theorem 8.2.63. ‘GJFA = °JFA = {0, {¢}}

Proof. Consider JFAs M = ({s}, {a}, @, s, @) and M’ = ({s}, {a}, D, s, {s}) to see
that {@, {e}} < ‘GJFA and {0, {e}} < ZJFA. The converse inclusion also holds.
Indeed, any GJFA that starts the acceptance process of a string w from ws and that
can make only right jumps accepts either @ or {¢}. O

Open Problem 8.2.64. What are the properties of {GJFA and {JFA?

Notice that Open Problem 8.2.55, in fact, suggests an investigation of the
properties of { GJFA and { JFA.

8.2.7 Relations Between Jumping Automata and Jumping
Grammars

Next, we demonstrate that the generative power of regular and right-linear jumping
grammars (see Sect. 5.1) is the same as accepting power of jumping finite automata
and general jumping finite automata, respectively. Consequently, the following
equivalence and the previous results in this chapter imply several additional
properties of languages that are generated by regular and right-linear jumping
grammars such as closure properties and decidability.

Lemma 8.2.65. GJFA C JRLIN.

Proof. Construction. For every GIFA M = (Q, X, R, s, F), we construct a RLG
G=(QUX U{S}, X, P,S), where S is a new nonterminal, § ¢ Q U X, such that
LM, ~) =L(G, ;}=).SetP={S > f|feFtU{g—>xp|px—>q€RU{qg—
x| sx —> q € R}.

Basic Idea. The principle of the conversion is analogical to the conversion from
classical lazy finite automata to equivalent RLGs with sequential derivation mode
(see Section 2.6.2 in [Wo087] and Theorem 4.1 in [Sal73]).

The states of M are used as nonterminals in G. In addition, we introduce new
start nonterminal S in G. The input symbols X' are terminal symbols in G.

During the simulation of M in G there is always exactly one nonterminal
symbol in the sentential form until the last jumping derivation step that pro-
duces the string of terminal symbols. If there is a sequence of jumping moves
usv ~* ypxy' ~ 2977 A* f in M, then G simulates it by jumping derivation
S=f j:>* 7 q7" = yxpy' j:>* w, where yy = zZ/7” and w = wuv. Firstly,
S is nondeterministically rewritten to some f in G to simulate the entrance to the
corresponding accepting final state of M. Then, for each rule px — ¢ in M that
processes substring x in the input string, there is x generated by the corresponding
rule of the form ¢ — xp in G. As the last jumping derivation step in G, we simulate
the first jumping move of M from the start state s by rewriting the only nonterminal
in the sentential form of G to a string of terminals and the simulation of M by G is
completed. O
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Lemma 8.2.66. JRLIN C GJFA.

Proof. Construction. For every RLG G = (V, T, P, S), we construct a GJFA M =
(NU{o}, T, R, 0,{S}), where o is a new start state, 0 ¢ Vand N = V — T, such
that L(G, j:) =LM,~).SetR={Bx—>A|A—>xBe P, AL BEN,xeT*}U
{ox >A|A—>xeP,xeT*}.

Basic Idea. In the simulation of G in M we use nonterminals N as states, new state o
as the start state, and terminals 7 corresponds to input symbols of M. In addition, the
start nonterminal of G corresponds to the only final state of M. Every application of
arule from P in G is simulated by a move according to the corresponding rule from
R constructed above. If there is a jumping derivation S ;=* yy'Ay” ;= zxBZ ;=" w
in G, then M simulates it by jumping moves uov ~* zBx7 ~ YAY'Y" ~* S, where

yy" =z7 andw = uv. O
Theorem 8.2.67. GJFA = JRLIN.
Proof. This theorem holds by Lemmas 8.2.65 and 8.2.66. O

In the following theorem, consider jumping finite automata that processes only
one input symbol in one move. We state their equivalence with jumping RGs.

Theorem 8.2.68. JFA = JREG.
Proof. Prove this statement by analogy with the proof of Theorem 8.2.67. O

Figure 8.3 summarizes the achieved results on the descriptional complexity of
jumping grammars and automata.

8.2.8 A Summary of Open Problems

Within the previous sections, we have already pointed out several specific open
problems concerning them. We close the present chapter by pointing out some
crucially important open problem areas as suggested topics of future investigations.

(I) Regarding decision problems, investigate other decision properties of GJFA
and JFA, like equivalence, universality, inclusion, or regularity. Furthermore,
study their computational complexity. Do there exist undecidable problems
for GJFA or JFA?

(II) Section 8.2.5 has demonstrated that GJFAs and JFAs using only right jumps
define the family of regular languages. How precisely do left jumps affect the
acceptance power of JFAs and GJFAs?

(IIT) Broaden the results of Sect. 8.2.6 concerning various start configurations by
investigating the properties of { GJFA and ;JFA.

(IV) Determinism represents a crucially important investigation area in terms of
all types of automata. In essence, the non-deterministic versions of automata
can make several different moves from the same configuration while their
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)

JFA

FIN
Fig. 8.3 A hierarchy of language families closely related to the language families resulting from
jumping grammars and automata is shown. If there is a line or an arrow from family X to family
Y in the figure, then X = Y or X C Y, respectively. If there is a dashed arrow from X to Y, then
X C Y, but X C Y represents an open problem. A crossed line represents the incomparability
between connected families. (It is noteworthy that the figure describes only some of the language-

family relations that are crucially important in terms of the present section; however, by no means,
it gives an exhaustive description of these relations)

deterministic counterparts cannot—that is, they make no more than one
move from any configuration. More specifically, the deterministic version of
classical finite automata require that for any state ¢ and any input symbol
a, there exists no more than one rule with ga on its left-hand side; in this
way, they make no more than one move from any configuration. As a result,
with any input string w, they make a unique sequence of moves. As should
be obvious, in terms of jumping finite automata, this requirement does not
guarantee their determinism in the above sense. Modify the requirement so it
guarantees the determinism.



Chapter 9
Deep Pushdown Automata and New Stack
Structures

Deep pushdown automata, explored in this chapter, represent language-accepting
models based upon new stack structures, which can be modified deeper than on
their top. As a result, these automata can make expansions deeper in their pushdown
lists while ordinary pushdown automata (see Sect. 2.4) can expand only the very
pushdown top.

This chapter proves that the power of deep pushdown automata is similar to
the generative power of regulated context-free grammars without erasing rules
(see Chap. 3). Indeed, just like these grammars, deep pushdown automata are
stronger than ordinary pushdown automata but less powerful than context-sensitive
grammars. More precisely, they give rise to an infinite hierarchy of language
families coinciding with the hierarchy resulting from n-limited state grammars (see
Sect. 3.2).

To give a more detailed insight into the concept of deep pushdown automata,
consider the well-known conversion of a context-free grammar to an equivalent
pushdown automaton M frequently referred to as the general top-down parser for
the grammar (see, for instance, page 176 in [RS97a], page 148 in [Har78], page
113 in [LP81], and page 444 in [Med00a]). Recall that during every move, M either
pops or expands its pushdown depending on the symbol occurring on the pushdown
top. If an input symbol a occurs on the pushdown top, M compares the pushdown
top symbol with the current input symbol, and if they coincide, M pops the topmost
symbol from the pushdown and proceeds to the next input symbol on the input
tape. If a nonterminal occurs on the pushdown top, the parser expands its pushdown
so it replaces the top nonterminal with a string. M accepts an input string x if it
makes a sequence of moves so it completely reads x, empties its pushdown, and
enters a final state; the latter requirement of entering a final state is dropped in
some books (see, for instance, Algorithm 5.3.1.1.1 in [MedOOa] or Theorem 5.1
in [AU72]). In essence, a deep pushdown automaton, g.,M, represents a slight
generalization of M. Indeed, g..,M works exactly as M except that it can make
expansions of depth m so g.,M replaces the mth topmost pushdown symbol with
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a string, for some m > 1. We demonstrate that the deep pushdown automata that
make expansions of depth m or less, where m > 1, are equivalent to m-limited state
grammars, so these automata accept a proper language subfamily of the language
family accepted by deep pushdown automata that make expansions of depth m + 1
or less. The resulting infinite hierarchy of language families obtained in this way
occurs between the families of context-free and context-sensitive languages. For
every positive integer n, however, there exist some context-sensitive languages that
cannot be accepted by any deep pushdown automata that make expansions of depth n
or less.

The present chapter is divided into two sections—Sects. 9.1 and 9.2. The
former defines and illustrates deep pushdown automata. The latter establishes
their accepting power, formulates some open problem areas concerning them, and
suggests introducing new deterministic and generalized versions of these automata.

9.1 Definitions and Examples

Without further ado, we define the notion of a deep pushdown automata, after which
we illustrate it by an example.

Definition 9.1.1. A deep pushdown automaton is a septuple
M= (0.X,IR,s,S.F)

where

e (is a finite set of states;

e XY is an input alphabet;

e I is a pushdown alphabet, N, Q, and I' are pairwise disjoint, ¥’ C [',and ' — %
contains a special bottom symbol, denoted by #;

* REMXOx (I —(ZU#)) x0x (I —{#Hh)
U (N x Q x {#} x O x (I" — {#})*{#}) is a finite relation;

e s € Qs the start state;

» S e I is the start pushdown symbol,

e F C Qs the set of final states.

Instead of (m, q,A,p,v) € R, we write mgA — pv € R and call mgA — pv a
rule; accordingly, R is referred to as the set of rules of M. A configuration of M is a
triple in Q x T* x (I" — {#})*{#}. Let y denote the set of all configurations of M.
Let x,y € y be two configurations. M pops its pushdown from x to y, symbolically
written as

Xy
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if x = (q,au,az),y = (q,u,z), wherea € X, u € X*, z € I'*. M expands its
pushdown from x to y, symbolically written as

Xe Fy

if x = (¢,w,ulz),y = (p,w,uvz), mgA — pv € R, where ¢,p € Q, w € X%,
A € I'u,v,z € I'*, and #r_x(u) = m — 1. To express that M makes x.y
according to mgA — pv, we write

Xy [mgA — pv]

We say that mgA — pv is a rule of depth m; accordingly, x.Fy [mgA — pv] is an
expansion of depth m. M makes a move from x to y, symbolically written as

xky

if M makes either x.-y or x,~y. If n € N is the minimal positive integer such that
each rule of M is of depth n or less, we say that M is of depth n, symbolically
written as ,M. In the standard manner, we extend ,--, .-, and I to ,", .-", and
", respectively, for m > 0; then, based on ,-", .-, and =", we define p|—+, o
T, FT, and H*

Let M be of depth n, for some n € N. We define the language accepted by ,M,
L(;M), as

L(:M) = {w e X* | (s,w,S#)F*(f, &, #) in ,M with f € F}
In addition, we define the language that ,M accepts by empty pushdown, E(,M), as
E(M) = {w € X* | (s,w, S#)F*(q, s, #) in ,M with g € Q} O

For every k > 1, deepPDAk denotes the family of languages defined by deep

pushdown automata of depth i, where 1 < i < k. Analogously, e;"f;; PDA, denotes
the family of languages defined by deep pushdown automata of depth i by empty
pushdown, where 1 <i <k.

The following example gives a deep pushdown automaton accepting a language

from
empty
(12 PPA2 N " PDA; N CS) — CF
Example 9.1.2. Consider the deep pushdown automaton

oM = ({s.q.p}.{a.b.c}.{A,S. #}.R.s.S.{f})
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with R containing the following five rules

1sS — gAA 1gA — fab 1A — fc
1gA — paAb 2pA — gAc

On aabbce, M makes

(s, aabbcc, S#) & (q, aabbce, AA#)  [1sS — gAA]
= (p,aabbcc, aAbA#) [1qA — paAb)
o (p,abbce, AbA#)

o (q,abbcc, AbAct#) [2pA — gAc]
o (q,abbcc, abbAc#) [1gA — fab]
o (f, bbce, bbAct#)

o (f.bee, bAc#)

o (f.cc, Ac#)

o (f, cc, cc#) [1/A — fc]
o (oo o)

o (e #)

In brief, (s, aabbce, S#)*(f, €, #). Observe that LoM) = EQM) = {a"b"c" | n >
1}, which belongs to CS — CF. O

9.2 Accepting Power

In the present section, we establish the main results of this chapter. That is, we
demonstrate that deep pushdown automata that make expansions of depth m or less,
where m > 1, are equivalent to m-limited state grammars, so these automata accept
a proper subfamily of the language family accepted by deep pushdown automata
that make expansions of depth m 4 1 or less. Then, we point out that the resulting
infinite hierarchy of language families obtained in this way occurs between the
families of context-free and context-sensitive languages. However, we also show
that there always exist some context-sensitive languages that cannot be accepted by
any deep pushdown automata that make expansions of depth n or less, for every
positive integer n.
To rephrase these results briefly and formally, we prove that

PDA, = “""PDA, = CF

deep deep

and foreveryn > 1,

“WoPDA, =, PDA, C """ PDA,

deep " deep d = deepPDArH_l cCs
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After proving all these results, we formulate several open problem areas, including
some suggestions concerning new deterministic and generalized versions of deep
pushdown automata.

Lemma 9.2.1. For every state grammar G and for every n > 1, there exists a deep
pushdown automaton of depth n, ,M, such that L(G,n) = L(,M).

Proof. LetG = (V, W, T, P, S) be a state grammar and letn > 1. Set N = V —T.
Define the homomorphism f over ({#} U V)* as f(A) = A, for every A € {#} UN,
and f(a) = e, for every a € T. Introduce the deep pushdown automaton of depth n

M= (0, T, {#}UV,R,sS, {$})
where
0= {S,$} u {(p,u) |peW,ue N {#™ |ul < n}

and R is constructed by performing the following four steps
(1) foreach (p,S) — (¢q.x) € P,p,g € W,x € VT, add
1sS — (p,S)Sto R;

) if (p,A) — (¢,x) € P, {p,uAv) € Q,p,q € W,A € N, x € V', u € N*,
v € N*{#}*, [uAv| = n, p & ¢ states(u), add

|uA|(p, uAv)A — (q, prefix(uf (x)v,n))x to R;
(3) ifAeN,peW,ueN*,ve{#}* |luv| <n-—1,p ¢ gstates(u), add

[uA|{p, uv)A — (p, uAv)A and
[uA|{p, uv)# — (p, uv#)#to R;

(4) for each g € W, add
I{q. #)# — $#toR.

M simulates n-limited derivations of G so it always records the first n non-
terminals occurring in the current sentential form in its state (if there appear
fewer than n nonterminals in the sentential form, it completes them to » in the
state by #s from behind). ,M simulates a derivation step in the pushdown and,
simultaneously, records the newly generated nonterminals in the state. When G
successfully completes the generation of a terminal string, ,M completes reading
the string, empties its pushdown, and enters the final state $.

To establish L(G, n) = L(,M), we first prove two claims.

Claim 9.2.2. Let (p,S),="(q,dy) in G, whered € T*,y € (NT*)*,p,g € W,m >
0. Then, ({p, S), d, S#)F*({g, prefix(f (y#"), n)), &, y#) in ,M.

Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 0.
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Basis. Let m = 0, so (p,S),=°(p.S) in G,d = ¢ and y = S. By using rules
introduced in steps (1) and (4),

(p, S), &, SHE*({p, prefix(f (S#"), n)), ¢, S#) in ,M

so the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all m, 0 < m < k, where k is
a non-negative integer.

Induction Step. Let (p, S),=**1(q.,dy) in G, whered € T*,y € (NT*)*, p,q € W.
Since k 4+ 1 > 1, express (p, S),=**1(q, dy) as

(p,S)n:>k(h,buA0)n:>(q, buxo) [(h,A) — (g, x)]

whereb € T*,u € (NT*)*,A € N,h,q e W, (h,A) — (g,x) € P, max-suffix(buxo,
(NT*)*) =y, and max-prefix(buxo, T*) = d. By the induction hypothesis,

Up, S), w, SH)E*((h, prefix(f (uAo#"), n)), €, uAo#) in M

where w = max-prefix(budo, T*). As (h,A) — (q,x) € P, step (2) of the
construction introduces rule

|uA|(h, prefix(f (uAo#"), n))A — (q, prefix(f (uxo#"), n))x to R
By using this rule, ,M simulates (buAo, h),= (buxo, q) by making
({h, prefix(f (uAo#"), n)), e, uAo#) & ({q, z), &, uxo#)

where z = prefix(f(uxo#"),n) if x € VT — T™ and z = prefix(f (uxo#"),n — 1) =
prefix(f(uo#"),n — 1) if x € T™. In the latter case (z = prefix(f(uo#"),n — 1), so
|z| =n—1),,M makes

(g, prefix(f (uo#"), n — 1)), &, uxo#) = ({q, prefix(f (uo#"), n)), &, uxo#)

by a rule introduced in (3). If uxo € (NT*)*, uxo = y and the induction step is
completed. Therefore, assume that uxo # y, so uxo = ty and d = wt, for some
t € TT. Observe that prefix(f (uxo#"), n) = prefix(f(y#"), n) at this point. Then, ,M
removes ¢ by making |¢| popping moves so that

((q. prefix(f(uxo#"). n)). 1. 1#),=" ({g. prefix (f (#"). m)). &, y#")
Thus, putting the previous sequences of moves together, we obtain

(p.wi.S#) == ((q. prefix(f(uxo#"). n)). 1. 1y#) [1sS — gAA]
(g, prefix(f G#7), n)), &, y#)

which completes the induction step. O
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By the previous claim for y = ¢, if (p,S),=*(¢,d) in G, whered € T*, p,q €
W, then

(p.S).d. SH"((q. prefix(f (#"), n)), &, #) in .M
As prefix(f(#"),n) = # and R contains rules introduced in (1) and (4), we also have

(s.d,S#) = (({p,S).d, S#)
=* ((qv #n’ n)), g, #)
F* ($,e,#) in ,M
Thus, d € L(G) implies that d € L(,M), so L(G,n) € L(,M).

Claim 9.2.3. Let ({p,S#""1), c, S$)F"({q, prefix(f (y#"), n)), &, by#) in ,M with
c,beT* ye (NT*)*, p,qg e W,and m > 0. Then, (p, S),=*(q, cby) in G.

Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 0.
Basis. Letm = 0. Then,c = b =¢,y = §, and

((p, S#"1), e, S#)F"((q. prefix(f (S#"), n)), &, S#) in ,M

As (p,S),=(p. S) in G, the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all m, 0 < m < k, where k is
a non-negative integer.

Induction Step. Let
(p. S#""). ¢, S#) ! ((q. prefix(FO#"), n)). e, by#) in ,M
where ¢,b € T*,y € (NT*)*,p,q € Win ,M. Since k + 1 > 1, we can express

({p, S#"1Y, ¢, S#) K (g, prefix(F(y#), n)), &, by#)
as

({p.S#" 1), c, 5% H a
F (g, prefix(fO#"), n)), &, by#) in ,M

where « is a configuration of ,M whose form depends on whether the last move is
(i) a popping move or (ii) an expansion, described next.

(i) Assume that a,l=({(g, prefix(f(y#"), n)), &, by#) in ,M. In a greater detail, let

o = ({(q, prefix(f #"), n)), a, aby#) with a € T such that ¢ = prefix(c, |c|—1)a.
Thus,
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(i1)

({p. S#"™1), c, S#) K ((q, prefix(FO#"), n))., a, aby#)
o= (g, prefix(f(y#"), n)), &, by#)

Since ({p. S#'1), ¢, S#)H*((q, prefix(F (#"), n)). a, aby#), we have

((p, S#1Y, prefix(c, |c| — 1), S#)F*((q. prefix(f (#"). n)), &, aby#)
By the induction hypothesis, (p, S),=* (g, prefix(c, |c| — 1)aby) in G. As ¢ =
prefix(c, |c| — Da, (p, S)n»=*(q, cby) in G.
Assume that o, ({g, prefix(f (y#"), n)), &, by#) in ,M. Observe that this expan-
sion cannot be made by rules introduced in steps (1) or (4). If this expansion is
made by a rule introduced in (3), which does not change the pushdown contents
at all, the induction step follows from the induction hypothesis. Finally, suppose
that this expansion is made by a rule introduced in step (2). In a greater detail,
suppose that

a = ({o, prefix(f (uAv#", n)), &, uAv#)
and ,M makes
({0, prefix(f (uAv#"), n)), e, uAv#) = ((q, prefix(f (uxv#"), n)), &, uxv#)
by using
If (uA)|{o, prefix(f (uAv#"), n))A — (q, prefix(f (uxv#"),n))x € R

introduced in step (2) of the construction, where A € N, u € (NT*)*, v €
(NUT)*,0e W, |f(uA)| < n, by# = uxv#. By the induction hypothesis,

((p, S#'™1), ¢, S#)H* ({0, prefix (f (uAv#"), n)), &, uAv#) in ,M
implies that (p, S),=* (0, cuAv) in G. From
If (mA)|{o, prefix(f (uAv#"), n))A — (g, prefix(f (uxv#"),n))x € R
it follows that (0,A) — (¢,x) € P and A ¢ ¢ states(f(u)). Thus,

»,8) »=7* (0, cuAv)
»= (g,cuxv)in G

Therefore, (p, S),=* (g, cby) in G because by# = uxv#. O

Consider the previous claim for b = y = ¢ to see that

((p. S#"1Y, ¢, SH)F*((q. prefix(f(#"), n)), &, #") in ,M
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implies that (p, S),=*(g,c) in G. Let ¢ € L(,M). Then,
(s,c, SHE*($, &, #) in .M

Examine the construction of ,M to see that (s, c, S)F*($, &, #) starts by using a
rule introduced in (1), so (s, ¢, S)F*({p, S#~1), ¢, S#). Furthermore, notice that this
sequence of moves ends (s, ¢, S)F*(8, ¢, ) by using a rule introduced in step (4).
Thus, we can express

(s,c, H)E*($, e, %)
as

(s,c,#) F* ((p,S#”_l),c, S#)

H* (g, prefix(f(#"),n)), &, #)
F ($,e,#)in M

Therefore, ¢ € L(,M) implies that ¢ € L(G, n), so L(,M) < L(G, n).
As L(;M) < L(G,n) and L(G,n) < L(,M), L(G,n) = L(,M). Thus,
Lemma 9.2.1 holds. |

Lemma 9.2.4. For every n > 1 and every deep pushdown automaton ,M, there
exists a state grammar G such that L(G,n) = L(,M).

Proof. Letn > 1 and ,M = (Q, T, V, R, s, S, F) be a deep pushdown automaton.
Let Z and $ be two new symbols that occur in no component of ,M. Set N = V—T.
Introduce sets

C:{(q,i,l>)|q€Q,1§i§n—l}
and
D:{(C],l,<1>|q€Q,O§l§n—l}

Moreover, introduce an alphabet W such that card(V) = card(W), and for all i, 1 <
i < n, an alphabet U; such that card(U;) = card(N). Without any loss of generality,
assume that V, Q, and all these newly introduced sets and alphabets are pairwise
disjoint. Set U = |J._, U;. Foreachi, 1 <i <n—1,setC; = {(q,i,>) | g € O}
and foreachi,0 <i <n—1,setD; = {{gq,i,<) | ¢ € Q}. Introduce a bijection h
from V to W. For each i, 1 < i < n, introduce a bijection ;g from N to U,. Define
the state grammar

G=(VUWUUU{Z},QUCUDU({$},T,P.Z)

where P is constructed by performing the following steps
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(1) add (s,Z) — ({s, 1,>), h(S)) to P;
(2) foreachge Q,AeN, 1 <i<n—1,xe Vt, add

(21) ((qv 2 [>)vA) - ((qv i+1, [>>v lg(A)) and
(2.2) ({g.i,<), ig(A)) > ({p,i—1,<),A) to P;
(3) ifipA — gxY € R, forsome p,g€ Q, A€ N,xe€ V*,YeV,i=1,...,n,add
(p,i,>),A) = ({g,i—1,<),xY) and
({p,i,>),h(A)) — ((g.i— 1, <), xh(Y)) to P;
(4) foreachqg € O,A € N, add
((qs 07 <]>7A) - ((Qs 17 l>),A) and
({g,0,<),h(Y)) — ({g, 1,>), h(Y)) to P;
(5) foreachg € F,a € T, add
((qv 07 <]>9 h(a)) g ($, a) to P.

G simulates the application of ipA — gy € R so it makes a left-to-right scan of
the sentential form, counting the occurrences of nonterminals until it reaches the ith
occurrence of a nonterminal. If this occurrence equals A, it replaces this A with y
and returns to the beginning of the sentential form in order to analogously simulate a
move from g. Throughout the simulation of moves of ,M by G, the rightmost symbol
of every sentential form is from W. G completes the simulation of an acceptance of
a string x by ,M so it uses a rule introduced in step (5) of the construction of P to
change the rightmost symbol of x, /(a), to a and, thereby, to generate x.

We next establish L(G, n) = L(,M). To keep the rest of the proof as readable as
possible, we omit some details in what follows. The reader can easily fill them in.

Claim 9.2.5. L(G,n) € L(,M)

Proof. Consider any w € L(G, n). Observe that G generates w as

(5.2) = ({5, 1,0), 1(9)) [(5.2) — ({s.1,1),h(S))]
W= (f,yh(a)) [({f.0, <), h(a)) = ($.a)]
= ($.w)

where f € F,ae T,y € T*, ya = w, (s,Z) — ({s,1,>),h(S)) in step (1) of the
construction of P, ({f, 0, <), h(a)) — ($, a) in (5), every

u € strings (((s, 1, &), 1(S)),=>*(f. yh(a)))
satisfies u € (V U U)*W, and every step in
({5, 1,5), h(S)a=>*(f, yh(a))

is made by a rule introduced in (2) through (4). Indeed, the rule constructed in (1) is
always used in the first step and a rule constructed in (5) is always used in the very
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last step of any successful generation in G; during any other step, neither of them
can be applied. Notice that the rule of (1) generates 4(S). Furthermore, examine the
rules of (2) through (4) to see that by their use, G always produces a string that
has exactly one occurrence of a symbol from W in any string and this occurrence
appears as the rightmost symbol of the string; formally,

u € strings (((s, 1, &), 1(S)),="(f, yh(a)))

implies that u € (V U U)*W. In a greater detail,

(s, 1,>), h(S)u="(f. yh(a))

can be expressed as

(g0, 20) =" (c0,¥0) n= (do,uo) =" (Po,v0) n=
(q1,z1) =% (c1,y1) o= (di,u) =" (p1,v1) =

(Gm» zm) 7=" (Cn, Ym) 0= (s ) 1= Py V) 1=
(Gm+1, Zm+1)

for some m > 1, where zo = h(S), zuw+1 = yh(a),f = ¢m+1, and for each j,
0 <j<m,q;€Ci,pj €Dy, z € V*W, and there exists i; € {1,...,n} so ¢; € Cj,
Yj eT* C1 T* C2 - T* Cl:/._lv* W, dj € D{/—l, U; € T*Cl T* C2 e T*Dl:/._lv* W, and

() 2)n="(cj, Y))n=> (dj, 4))a=>" (P}, V))n=> (Gj+1, Zj41)

satisfies (i)—(iv), given next.

For brevity, we first introduce the following notation. Let w be any string. Fori =
1,...,|w|, |w,i, N] denotes the ith occurrence of a nonterminal from N in w, and if
such a nonterminal does not exist, |w, i, N| = 0; for instance, | ABABC, 2, {A, C}]
denotes the underlined A in ABABC.

() (gj,zj)n="(ci,yi) consists of i; — 1 steps during which G changes |z;, 1, N|,
s |_Zjvij - lsNJ to lg((l_zjv lsNJ52>)’ cees l]g((l_zl’ll - 17NJ’ ij - 1))’
respectively, by using rules of (2.1) in the construction of P;

(ii) if i; < #n(z), then (cj,¥;),=(d;,u;) have to consist of a step according
to ((¢,i,>),4) — ({g.i — 1,<),x;X;), where |z;,i;, N] is an occurrence
of Aj,x; € V*.X; € V,and if i; = #yuw(z;), then (c;, y;)»=> (d;, u;) consists
of a step according to ({p,i,>), h(4;)) — ({g,i — 1, <), x;A(X;)) constructed
in (3), where |z;,i;, N U W] is an occurrence of h(4)),x; € V*,X; € V;

(iii) (dj, u;),="(pj, vj) consists of i; — 1 steps during which G changes ; g({|z;, i —
LN, i; — 1)), ..., 18({lz, 1,N], 1)) back to |z, i — L,N], ..., |z, 1,N],
respectively, in a right-to-left way by using rules constructed in (2.2);

(iv) (pj,v))n=(gj+1,zi+1) is made by a rule constructed in (4).
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For every

(gj:5) n=" (¢j.3))
= (dj,u;)
n:>* (pja vj)
= (¢i+1.2+1)In G

where 0 < j < m, ,M makes

(gj 0j, Suffix(z))t) =" (gj+1, 0j41, SUFfix(Zj4+1)1741)

withog = w, z0 = S#, ;11 = |max-preﬁx(gi+1, )|, Oj+1 = sufﬁx(oj)lojl + ti+1,
where 0g = w, z0 = S#, and fyp = |zo|. In this sequence of moves, the first move
is an expansion made according to i;g;A; — gj+1x;X; (see steps (2) and (3) of the
construction) followed by #; | popping moves (notice that i; > 2 implies that #j1| =
0). Asf € F and ya = w, w € L(,M). Therefore, L(G,n) C L(,M). O

Claim 9.2.6. L(,M) C L(G,n)

Proof. This proof is simple and left to the reader. O
As L(,M) C L(G,n) and L(G,n) C L(,M), we have L(G,n) = L(,M), so this
lemma holds true. O

Theorem 9.2.7. For every n > 1 and for every language L, L = L(G, n) for a state
grammar G if and only if L = L(,M) for a deep pushdown automaton ,M.

Proof. This theorem follows from Lemmas 9.2.1 and 9.2.4. O

By analogy with the demonstration of Theorem 9.2.7, we can establish the next
theorem.

Theorem 9.2.8. For every n > 1 and for every language L, L = L(G, n) for a state
grammar G if and only if L = E(,M) for a deep pushdown automaton ,M. O

The main result of this chapter follows next.

Corollary 9.2.9. Foreveryn > 1,

empty PDA —

deep

PDA,+1 = """PDA,+

deep

teeyPDA, C

deep

Proof. This corollary follows from Theorems 9.2.7 and 9.2.8 above and from
Theorem 3.2.3, which says that the m-limited state grammars generate a proper
subfamily of the family generated by (m + 1)-limited state grammars, for every
m>1. O

Finally, we state two results concerning CF and CS.

Corollary 9.2.10. , PDA, = “/""PDA; = CF
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Proof. This corollary follows from Lemmas 9.2.1 and 9.2.4 for n = 1, and from
Theorem 3.2.3, which says that one-limited state grammars characterize CF. O

Corollary 9.2.11. Foreveryn > 1, . PDA, = “"PDA, C CS.

Proof. This corollary follows from Lemmas 9.2.1 and 9.2.4, Theorems 9.2.7
and 9.2.8, and from Theorem 3.2.3, which says that ST,,, for every m > 1, is
properly included in CS. O

9.3 Open Problems

Finally, we suggest two open problem areas concerning deep pushdown automata.

9.3.1 Determinism

This chapter has discussed a general versions of deep pushdown automata, which
work non-deterministically. Undoubtedly, the future investigation of these automata
should pay a special attention to their deterministic versions, which fulfill a crucial
role in practice. In fact, we can introduce a variety of deterministic versions,
including the following two types. First, we consider the fundamental strict form
of determinism.

Definition 9.3.1. LetM = (Q, X, I', R, s, S, F) be a deep pushdown automaton.
We say that M is deterministic if for every mqA — pv € R,

CaId({qu—>0w|qu—>0w€R,0€Q,w€F+}—{qu —>pv}) =0 O

As a weaker form of determinism, we obtain the following definition.

Definition 9.3.2. LetM = (Q, ¥, I', R, s, S, F) be a deep pushdown automaton.
We say that M is deterministic with respect to the depth of its expansions if for every

q€Q
card ({m | mgA —pv e RRAepe Qe 't} <1

because at this point from the same state, all expansions that M can make are of the
same depth. O

To illustrate, consider, for instance, the deep pushdown automaton ,M from
Example 9.1.2. This automaton is deterministic with respect to the depth of its
expansions; however, it does not satisfy the strict determinism. Notice that ,M
constructed in the proof of Lemma 9.2.1 is deterministic with respect to the depth
of its expansions, so we obtain this corollary.
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Corollary 9.3.3. For every state grammar G and for every n > 1, there exists a
deep pushdown automaton ,M such that L(G,n) = L(,M) and ,M is deterministic
with respect to the depth of its expansions. O

Open Problem 9.3.4. Can an analogical statement to Corollary 9.3.3 be estab-
lished in terms of the strict determinism? O

9.3.2 Generalization

Let us note that throughout this chapter, we have considered only true pushdown
expansions in the sense that the pushdown symbol is replaced with a nonempty
string rather than with the empty string; at this point, no pushdown expansion can
result in shortening the pushdown length. Nevertheless, the discussion of moves that
allow deep pushdown automata to replace a pushdown symbol with ¢ and, thereby,
shorten its pushdown represent a natural generalization of deep pushdown automata
discussed in this chapter.

Open Problem 9.3.5. What is the language family defined by deep pushdown
automata generalized in this way? O



Chapter 10
Algebra, Automata, and Computation

Traditionally, from an algebraic viewpoint, automata work over free monoids. The
present chapter, however, modifies this standard approach so they work over other
algebraic structures. More specifically, this chapter discusses a modification of
pushdown automata that is based on two-sided pushdowns into which symbols
are pushed from both ends. These pushdowns are defined over free groups, not
free monoids, and they can be shortened only by the standard group reduction.
We demonstrate that these automata are computational complete—that is, they
characterize the family of recursively enumerable languages—even if the free
groups are generated by no more than four symbols.

10.1 Two-Sided Pushdown Acceptance over Free Groups:
Conceptualization

Undoubtedly, the pushdown automata fulfill a crucial role in the automata theory.
Viewed as a language acceptor, pushdown automaton consists of an input tape, a
read head, a pushdown and a finite state control. The input tape is divided into
squares, each of which contains one symbol of an input string. The finite control
is represented by a finite set of states together with a finite set of computational
rules. According to these rules, pushdown automaton changes states, moves the read
head on the tape to the right and replaces the top symbol on the pushdown by an
arbitrary sequence of another symbols contained in the pushdown alphabet. Every
next computational step is performed with respect to the current symbol under the
read head on the input tape, the current state and the current symbol on the top
of the pushdown. The input string is accepted by the pushdown automaton, if its
last symbol is read from the input tape and (1) a state marked as final is reached,
or, (2) the pushdown is empty, or, (3) a state marked as final is reached and the
pushdown is empty. Note that the acceptance method is defined for every pushdown
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automaton and these three methods are equivalent. In other words, every pushdown
automaton with one of the three acceptance method can be transformed to another
two pushdown automata which accept every string with the other two acceptance
methods and define the same language as the original automaton.

The automata theory has modified pushdown automata in many different ways
including various modifications concerning their pushdown stores. To give an exam-
ple, recall the pushdown turn (see Definition 7.2.30). Let us introduce another modi-
fication of pushdown automata. By attaching an additional pushdown, the pushdown
automaton is extended to the two-pushdown automaton. A two-pushdown automa-
ton consists of a finite state control, an input tape with its read head, and two
pushdowns. During a move, two-pushdown automaton rewrites the top symbols of
both pushdowns; otherwise, it works by analogy with a pushdown automaton. It is
proved that two-pushdown automata are more powerful than pushdown automata
(see [Med00al).

By putting together the previously mentioned variations of pushdown automata
(i.e. one-turn pushdown automata and two-pushdown automata), the simultaneously
one-turn two pushdown automata can be introduced (see [MedO3c]). If the two-
pushdown automaton makes a turn in both its pushdowns in one computational
step, this turn is simultaneous. A two-pushdown automaton is simultaneously one-
turn if it makes either no turn or one simultaneous turn in its pushdowns during
any computation. As expected, this modification changes the power of pushdown
automata.

There are another modifications of pushdown automata in the automata theory.
Some of them can be found in [Cou77, Gre69, GGH67, GS68, Med03c, KMO0O,
Sar01].

The present chapter continues with this vivid topic and introduces automata with
two-sided pushdowns. As their name indicates, we can insert symbol into these
pushdowns from both ends. The two-sided pushdown automaton thus consists of an
input tape with read head, a finite state control, and a two-sided pushdown. Every
computational step is performed according to the current symbol under the read
head on the input tape, the current state and the current symbols on both tops of the
two-sided pushdown.

Pushdowns are usually defined over free monoids generated by the pushdown
alphabets of the pushdown automata under the operation of concatenation. However,
in this chapter, we leave this concept and define these two-sided pushdowns over
free groups rather than free monoids. To put it more precisely, we require that during
every move, the string representing the current pushdown is over the free group
generated by the pushdown alphabet under the operation of concatenation, and the
standard group reduction is the only way by which the pushdown string can be
shorten. We demonstrate that the pushdown automata modified in this way are as
powerful as the Turing machines. In fact, they characterize the family of recursively
enumerable languages. Moreover, the free groups are generated by no more than
four symbols.
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10.1.1 Definitions

Let us recall the notion of languages over free monoids (see Sect. 2.1) and
free groups (see Sect. 6.1) and the notion of left-extended queue grammars (see
Definition 2.3.44).

Definition 10.1.1. A string-reading two-sided pushdown automaton over a free
group is an eight-tuple, M = (Q, X, I R,z,Z,,Z,,F), where Q is a finite set of
states, X is an input alphabet, I is a pushdown alphabet, Q N (¥ U T") = @, R is
a finite set of rules of the form u;|u,qw — vi|vop with uy,up € I', v1, v, € T'°,
p,q € Q,andw € X* 7z € Q is the start state, Z; € I is the start symbol of the
left-hand side of the pushdown, Z, € I' is the start symbol of the right-hand side of
the pushdown, and F' C Q is a set of final states. A configuration of M is any string
of the form vgy, where v € I'°, y € ¥*, and g € Q. If u;|uogw — vi|vap € R,
y = ujhupgwz, and x = vihvypz, where uj,uy € I', h,vy,v, € I'°, q,p € O,
and w,z € X*, then M makes a move from y to x in M, symbolically written as
y b x[uiluagw — vi|vag], or, simply, y I x. In the standard manner, extend
to ", where n > 0; based on ", define =T and F*. We call Z,Zyzw H* vgx
a computation, where v € I'°, g € Q, w,x € X*; a computation of the form
Z\Zyzw ¥ ef with f € F is a successful computation. The language of M, L(M), is
defined as L(M) = {w : ZiZozw F* ¢f , where f € F,w € X*}.

A two-sided pushdown automaton over a free group is a string-reading two-sided
pushdown automaton over a free group, M = (Q, X, I',R,z,7Z,,Z,, F), in which
every uy|upqw — vi|vap € R satisfies 0 < |w| < 1, where uj,u; € I', vjvy € I'°,
g.p€Q,andw € X*. O

10.2 Results: Computational Completeness

In this section, we study the power of the modified versions of pushdown automata
defined in the previous section. We demonstrate that they are as powerful as the
Turing machines. In fact, they characterize the family of recursively enumerable
languages even if the free groups over which their pushdowns are defined are
generated by no more than four symbols.

For the proof of the main result in this chapter presented later, we use a
left-extended queue grammar, since the derivation method of these grammars is
closer to the behaviour of our two-sided pushdowns. Recall that left-extended
queue grammars characterize the family of recursively enumerable languages (see
Theorem 2.3.46). Observe that according to the definition of left-extended queue
grammars, every symbol A € (V — T) which appears in the first component of any
rule used in the derivation will be moved from the place right from # to the place left
from #. Every string generated right from # in the queue grammar will be inserted
into the two-sided pushdown from the right-hand side. Moreover, every symbol
moved to the place left from # in the queue grammar is then inserted as inverse
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from the left-hand side on the two-sided pushdown. At the end of every successful
computation, the left half of the two-sided pushdown is equal to the inverted right
half, so it can be discharged by the group reduction.

Theorem 10.2.1. For every left-extended queue grammar, G = (V, T, W, F, Sqo, P),
satisfying the properties of normal form described in Definition 3.1.25, there exists
a string-reading two-sided pushdown automaton over a free group with the reduced
pushdown alphabet, M = (Q,T,Z,R,z, 1,1, Fy), such that L(G) = L(M).

Proof. We construct a string-reading two-sided pushdown automaton over a free
group with the reduced pushdown alphabet as follows.
Construction. Define the injections, 7 : (V —T) — {0,1}"™ and h : (V-T) —
{0, 1}"*2, where n = [log,(card(V —T))], such that for every A € (V —T), h(A) =
{0}{0, 1}{0} and h(A) = h(A). Extend the domain of & to (V — T)*. After this
extension, /1 is now an injective homomorphism from (V — T)* to ({0}{0, 1}{0})*.
Note that the inversestoOand 1 € V—T are 0 and 1 € V — T, respectively.
Construct the set of states, Q, the pushdown alphabet, Z, and the set of final
states, Fyy, as Q = {f,z} U {{q,1),{q.2)|g € W}, Z = {0,0,1, 1}, and Fyy = {f},
respectively.
The set of rules, R, is constructed in the following way.

(1) for the start axiom of G, Sqg, where S € (V —T), go € (W —F),
add 1|1z — 1|h(S)1{go, 1) to R

(2) forevery (A,q,x,p) € P,whereAe (V—-T),p,qge W—-F),xe (V-T)*,
add 1|1{(g, 1) = 1h(A)|h(x)1{p,1) to R

(3) foreveryge W
add 1|1{(g, 1) = 1]1{g,2) to R

(4) forevery (A,q,y,p) € P,whereAe (V—-T),p,qge (W—F),yeT*,
add 1|1(gq,2)y — 1h(A)|1{(p,2) to R

(5) forevery (A,q,y,t) € P,whereAe (V—-T),qe (W—F),yeT* t<€F,
add 1|1(q,2)y — h(A)|ef to R

The construction of M is completed. For the next parts of this proof, we introduce
the following notation. If (g, 1) is the actual state of M, we say that M is in
nonterminal-generating mode. Similarly, if (g, 2) is the actual state of M, we say
that M is in terminal-reading mode, where g € W.

Basic Idea. M simulates derivations in the left-extended queue grammar, G, and
encodes the symbols from V — T on its pushdown in a binary way. First, consider
that in G, w#Auvp is the actual sentential form, where w, v € (V — T)*, A €
(V—=T), and p € (W — F). Then, the corresponding configuration of M is
1h(w)h(w)h(A)h(v)1{p, 1)w, where @ € T*. Let (A,p,x,q) € P, where x €
(V—=T)* Then, w#Avp = wA#vxq in G. In this case, M must be in the nonterminal-
generating mode and the corresponding M’s rule is by construction 1|1{p, 1) —
1h(A)|h(x)1{g,1) € R. By using this rule, M moves to a new configuration of
the form 1A(A)h(w)h(w)h(A)h(v)h(x)1{(g, 1)w. Observe that A is encoded by % and
the resulting binary string is inserted to the left-hand side of pushdown. Next, x is
encoded by /4 and the result is inserted into the pushdown from the right-hand side.
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Second, let w#Avup is the actual sentential form, where u € T*, and (A, p,y, q) €
P,y € T*. Then, w#Avup = wA#vuyq in G. By construction, the correspond-
ing M’s rule is 1/1(p,2)y — 1h(A)|1{(g,2) € R and M makes a transition
Lh(W)h(W)R(A)h(v)1{p, 2)yw’ + 1h(A)h(w)h(w)h(A)h(v)1{g,2)w’, where o’ €
T*. Note that in this case, M must be in terminal-reading mode. In this mode, only
the encoded A, h(A), is inserted into the left-hand side of the pushdown.

In other words, every A € (V —T), that is generated behind the # in G, is inserted
as h(A) into the right-hand side of the pushdown. Note that all these symbols in the
left-extended queue grammar G satisfying the normal form from Definition 3.1.25
are moved in front of # during every successful derivation. The reason why M
inserts their encoded inverses into the left-hand side of the pushdown is to correctly
simulate the derivation in G. To make the pushdown empty, M uses the inverses
from the free group.

Let us present an example of automaton construction to clarify the proof.

Example 10.2.2. Consider a left-extended queue grammar, G = (V,T, W, F,s, P),
where V. = {S,A,B,a,b}, T = {a,b}, W = {QO.f}, F = {f}, s = SQ and
P = {p17p27p3}’ P11 = (Sv QsABv Q)’ P2 = (A, Qv aa, Q) and pP3 = (B, Qv bb,f)
G generates sentence aabb by the following derivation.

#s = #SQ = S#ABQ|[pi] = SA#BaaQ|p,] = SAB#aabbf[p;]
We construct a string-reading two-sided pushdown automaton over a free group with
the reduced pushdown alphabet, M = (Q,T,Z,R, z, 1, 1, Fy), as follows:

* 0={zf.(0.1)(0.2)},
° T:{avb}v

« Z=10,0,1,1},

. R:{

pi: 11z > 1|h(S)1(Q, 1) for the start axiom SQ,

p2: 111{0, 1) — 1h(S)|h(AB)1{Q, 1) for (S,Q,AB,Q) € P,

p3: 1|1{0. 1) = 1]1{Q, 2) forQ e W,

pa: 1|1{Q.2)aa — 1h(A)|1(Q, 2) for (A, Q,aa, Q) € P,

ps: 111(Q,2)bb — h(B)|ef for (B, Q, bb,f) € P},
s Fu =1{f}

Encoding 4 of symbols from (V — T):

h(S) = 00010 A(S) = 01000
h(A) = 00110 h(A) = 01100
h(B) = 01000 h(B) = 00010
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Now, observe the acceptance progress of the string aabb by M.

two-sided pushdown state input rule

11 z aabb

1h(5)1 (0, 1) aabb D1

1h(S)h(S)h(AB)1 (0, 1) aabb 123

1h(A)h(B)1 (0,1) aabb free group reduction
1h(A)h(B)1 (0,2) aabb D3

1h(A)h(A)h(B)1 (0.2) bb Pa

1h(B)1 (0.2) bb free group reduction
h(B)h(B) f £ ps

& f & free group reduction

Since the two-sided pushdown is empty and the current state f is the final state, aabb
is accepted by M. O

Next, we prove L(G) = L(M), since L(G) € L(M) and L(M) < L(G). First, we
demonstrate Claims 10.2.3, 10.2.4 and 10.2.5 to prove L(G) € L(M).

Claim 10.2.3. If
A...A#B ... Byu="A|...AB|...B#Bir|...Byx|...x;p
in G, then
1h(A,) ... h(ADR(AY) ... h(A)h(BY) . .. h(Bu) 1 {u, 1)
1h(B)) ... h(B)h(A,) ... h(ADR(A) ... h(A,)h(B)) . ..
o h(Bu)h(x1) ... h(x)1{p, 1)

inM, where Ay, ...,A,,By,...,B, € (V=T),x1,...,x;€ (V=T)*,u,p € (W—F),
n>0,weT*0<i<m.

Proof. Basis. Leti = 0. Then,
Ai...A#B ... Bu="A...A#B|... Bu
in G. Clearly,
1h(A,) ... h(ADR(AY) ... h(A)R(BY) . .. h(By)1{u, 1) F°
1h(A,) ... h(ADR(AY) ... h(A)h(BY) . .. h(By) 1 {u, 1)
in M.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that Claim 10.2.3 holds for every i < /, where [ is a
positive integer.
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Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

Ay...A#B) .. Buu=""
A1 . .AnBl .. -BIBZ+1#BI+2 . .Bmx1 XX 19

Express this derivation as

Ar.. A#By ... Byu =
Ay .. AB...B#Bi41...Byx1...xp =
A1 .. .AnBl .. -BZBI+1#BZ+2 .. .Bmxl XX 419

in G, where 0 <[ < m, g € (W — F). By the induction hypothesis,

1h(Ay) ... hADR(AY) ... h(A)h(BY) . . . h(Bu) 1 {1, )
1h(B)) ... h(B)h(Ay) . .. h(A)h(A)) . ..

o h(ADK(BY) . .. h(Bwh(x1) ... h(x)1{p. Do
1h(Bie)h(By) . .. h(B)h(Ay) . .. h(ADR(A)) . ..
o h(ADK(BY) . .. hBw)h(x1) . . . () 1{g. Do

in M. There is only one type of rules in P able to perform the derivation

Ay...A;B...B#Bi+1...Byxy...x;p =
A1 .. .AnBl . ~BlBl+1#Bl+2 .. .Bmx1 XX 19
in G, namely rules of the form (Bj+1, p, xi+1,9) € P, where Biy; € (V—-T),p,q €
(W —F) and x;41 € (V — T)*. Observe that by step (2) in construction, there is a
rule 1|1{p, 1) = 1h(Bi+1)|h(x;+1)1{g, 1) in R, so
1h(By) ... h(B)h(Ay) ... h(A))hK(A) ...
. h(ADA(BY) ... h(By)h(xy) ... h(x)1{p, 1w F
1h(Bi+1)h(B)) ... h(B1)h(A,) ... h(A)h(A)) . ..
.. h(A)R(By) ... h(Byp)h(xy) ... h(x)h(x41)1{g,

in M and Claim 10.2.3 holds. ]
Claim 10.2.4. 1If

Al...A#B; .. .Bua . ..awu ="

Al...AnBl...Bi#B,'+1...Bmdl ...Clkbl ...b,'p
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in G, then

1h(A,) ... h(ADR(A) ... h(A)h(By) ... h(By)1 (1, 2)by . .. b; H
1h(B;) ... h(BOK(A,) . .. h(ADR(AY) . ..
- h(ADR(BY) ... h(B)R(Bivy) ... h(By)1(p. 2)bit1 ... b;

il’lM, whereAl,...,A,,,Bl,...,Bm € (V—T), ai, ..., Ak, bl,...,bj € T*,u,p €
W=F),0<k0<i<j<m.

Proof. Basis. Leti = 0. Then,
A...A#By...B,a;...axu =0 A...A#By...B,a; ...au
in G. Clearly,
1h(Ay) ... h(ADR(AY) ... h(A)R(BY) ... h(By) 1{u, 2)by .. . b; 0
1h(Ay) ... h(ADRAL) ... h(A)h(B1) . .. h(By) 1{u, 2)b; .. . b;

inM.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that Claim 10.2.4 holds for every i < [, where [ is a
positive integer.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

A1 .. .An#Bl .. .Bmal oo apu :>l+1
A1 .. .AnBl .. -BIBZ+1#BI+2 .. .Bma1 ce akbl N b1b1+1q

and express this derivation as
Ay .. A#By .. Bua ... au='
Al...ABy...B#Biy1...Bpay...aiby...bp =
A1 .. .AnBl .. -BZBI+1#BZ+2 e Bmal e Clkbl e bsz_lq
in G, where 0 < k,0 <1 <m, g € (W — F). By the induction hypothesis,

1h(Ay) ... h(ADR(AY) . .. h(A)RBY) . .. h(By) 1w, 2)by ... b H
1h(B)) ... h(B)h(Ay) . .. h(A)h(A)) . ..

 h(ADRBY) .. k(B (p. )by .. by
1h(Bi)h(By) . .. h(B)h(Ay) . .. h(ADR(A)) . ..
. h(ADh(By) ... h(By)1(q.2)bi1s. . . b;
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in M. In this case, there is only one possibility how G can make the derivation

Al ...ABy...B#Biy1...Bpay...a;by...bp =
A1 .. .AnBl . ~BlBl+1#Bl+2 .. .Bmal e akbl e b1b1+1q
Observe that it is done by a rule of the form (B/+1,p, bi+1,q9) € P, where By, €
(V-T),p,q € (W—F), by € T*. By step (4) in construction, there is a rule
L1{p.2)brr1 — 1h(Bi41)[1{gq.2) in R, s0
1h(B)) ... h(B)h(Ay) ... h(A))h(A)) ...
... h(A)R(BL) ... h(Bw)1(p,2)bi11...bj
1h(Bi+1)h(B)) . .. h(B1)h(A,) ... h(A))h(A)) . ..

in M and Claim 10.2.4 holds. O
Claim 10.2.5. 1If

Ay A #AYg = AL A Ayt
in G, where Ay, ..., A, € (V-T),y,z€T*, g€ (W—F),t € F, then

1(An_r) ... RADR(AY) . .. h(A) 1{g, 2)z
h(Ay) ... h(ADA(AL) . .. h(Af = ef

in M, where f € Fy,.

Proof. Grammar G performs the described derivation by a rule of the form
(Ay,q,z,t) € P,where A, € (V—-T),ze€ T*, q e (W—F), t € F.Bystep (5)
of the construction, there is a rule 1|1{g, 2}z — h(A,)|ef in R, so the corresponding
computational step described in Claim 10.2.5 indeed occurs in M, so Claim 10.2.5
holds. O

Claims 10.2.3, 10.2.4, and 10.2.5 prove that L(G) € L(M). Next, we establish
Claims 10.2.6, 10.2.7, and 10.2.8 to prove L(M) € L(G).

Claim 10.2.6. Automaton M accepts every w € L(M) in this way

Izwiws ... w,

1A(S)1{qo, )wiwy ... w, -

1R(S)R(S)RXDh(X3) ... h(X, ) (g1, Dwiws ... w, b
LR(XDAS)R(S)hXDR(X) . .. (X, YR(XDR(X3) . ..
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.. .h(Xﬁz)l(qz, Dwiwy...w,
LX) h(XDRS)R(S)h(XDA(X3) . .. h(X, YRXDA(X) . ..
L RX)RXDR(XS) . h(X; ) g3, Dwiwa . .ow,

1A(X}) ... h(X)h(XDR(S)A(S)(XDA(X) . ..
X DRXDAXG) . h(X )R(XDA(G) ..
SR R L R TG Dwiwa Ly

1(XF) ... R(X)h(XDR(S)R(S)h(XDA(X) ...
X DRXDRXG) . h(X )R(XDA(G) ..

R XX R ) TG, 2)Wiws Ly
1(XE, DRXD) ... (X)X R(S)R(S)R(X)h(X}) . ..
X DRXDAXS) . h(X )R(XDA(G) ..

R R ) g1, 2)Wa - owy
V(X)X DRXD) - . hCG)RXDAS)AS)A(XDR(X) ..
X DRXDRXG) .. h(X )R(X)A(G) ..

() XA A1, 2)Ws . wy E

1A(X ). (X )R DR .
< RO RXDRS)A(S)R(XR(X)) . . .
X DRXDAXG) . h(X )R(XDA(G) ..
o h(XD) RIS X ) Gt 2) Wy
R YR 1) - h(XF )X, DRXT)
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XD RXDRS)RS)RXDA(X)) . ..
o hQO)RXDAXS) .. (X )R(XDR(XS) . ..
R XX R = ef

where w = wiwy...w, r > 1, wi,....w, € T*, q0.q1,. .. gutr—1 € (W —
1 1 y2 2
F), X XX X2 XD X e (V= T, nina,en oy = 0,

0<k<m.

Proof. We examine steps (1) through (5) of the construction of R. Note that in every
successful computation, M uses rules created in step b before it uses rules created
instepb+ 1,forb=1,...,4.

In the first computational step, the rule 1|1z — 1|h(S)1(qo, 1) introduced in (1)
is applied, where Sqy is the axiom of G. This is the only way by which M can make
the transition

1zwiwy ... w, = 1R(S)1{go, )wiws ... w,

Observe that this rule is used exactly once during one successful computation. By
this step, automaton is switched to the nonterminal-generating mode.
In the next part of computation, namely

1h(S)1{go, )wiwy ... w, I*
1A(X}) ... (X)X D RS RS X DA(X,) ...
X DRXDAXG) . h(X )R(XDR(X) ..
...h(X;fs)...h(X{”)h(Xg”)...h( )G, Lywiwa . w,
M uses rules of the form 1|1{g, 1) — 1h(A)|h(x)1{p, 1) constructed in (2), where
Ae(V-=T),xe (V=T)*,p,q € (W—F). This part of computation is characterized
by M’s states of the form (g, 1), ¢ € (W — F). For the more detailed proof of this

part, see Claim 10.2.7.
By the next computational step,

1A(X}) ... k(X)) h(XDR(S)A(S)A(XDA(X) . ..
X DRXDAXG) . h(X R(XDA(G) ..
X)) XX ) G, D) Wiws oy

1(XF) ... R(X)R(XDRS)R(S)h(XDA(X) ...
X DRXDRXG) . h(X )R(XDA(G) ..
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R R XRXY R TG 2) Wi Wy

M switches to the terminal-reading mode by a rule of the form 1|1{(g, 1) — 1|1{g, 2)
constructed in (2). Observe that this rule is used exactly once during one successful
computation. Since this rule changes an actual state of automaton of the form (g, 1)
to the state of the form (g, 2), ¢ € (W — F), there is no further possibility of using
any rules constructed in parts (1) through (3).
In the next part of computation, namely
1A(X) . .. h(X)h(XDR(S)h(S)h(XD(X,) . ..
X DRXDRXS) . h(X )R(XR(X) ..

R L RXEDRXEY (X ) (G 2)wiws oy B

1! 1) - (X )R(XE DRXT) .

DR DRS)RS)AXDA(X,) . ..

X )RXDRXS) . (X )R(XDR(XS) . ..
(G XIS RO U Gt 12 2) W

m

M uses rules constructed in 4 and reads input strings of terminals. The detailed proof
of this part of computation is described in Claim 10.2.8.

The last computational step switches M to the final state. It is done by a rule of
the form 1|1{(g,2)y — h(A)|ef constructed in (5), where g € (W —T),y € T*,
A e (V—T)andf € Fy. After that, if the two-sided pushdown is empty by a group
reduction and the input string is read, then M accepts the input string. Otherwise,
the input string is not accepted, since there is no rule with the left-hand side of the
form 1|1fy, where f € Fy;, y € T*, so Claim 10.2.6 holds. O

Claim 10.2.7. If

1h(A,) . .. RADR(AL) . .. h(A)R(BY) . . . h(By) 1 {u, 1)
1h(B;) ... h(BOK(A,) . .. h(ADR(AY) . ..
o hADRBY) .. hBuh(x1) .. () 1 (p, Do

in M, then
Ay...A#By...B,u :>iA1 ...A;By...B#Bi+1...Byux . Xip

in G, where Ay, ..., A, By,...,B, € (V=T),x1,...,x; € (V=T)*,u,p € (W=F),
0<i<m.
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Proof. Basis. Leti = 0. Then,
1h(A,) ... h(ADR(AY) ... h(A)h(BY) . .. h(By)1{u, 1) F°
1h(An) ... h(ADR(AY) ... h(Ap)h(By) .. . h(By)1{u, 1o
in M. Clearly,
Ay .. A#By ... Buu =" A\ .. A#B| ... Buu
in G.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that Claim 10.2.7 holds for every i < [, where [ is a
positive integer.

Induction Step. Consider any computation of the form
1h(A,) ... h(A)DR(AY) ... h(A)ABY) ... h(By) 1 (1, e HT!
1h(Bi+1)h(B)) ... h(B1)h(A,) ... h(A)R(A)) . ..
. h(Ap)h(By) .. . h(By)h(x1) ... h(xp)h(xi+1)1{g, 1w
and express this derivation as
1h(A,) ... h(ADR(A)) . .. h(A)RB)) . .. h(B) 1 (1, o H
1h(B)) ... h(B1)h(A,) ... h(A)hK(A)) . ..
. h(Ah(By) .. h(Bp)h(x1) ... h(x)1{p, 1)ow
1h(Bi41)h(B)) ... h(B1)h(Ay) .. . h(A1)h(A)) . ..
.o h(Ah(By) ... h(Bp)h(x1) ... h(xp)h(xi41)1{g, 1o
in M, where g € (W — F), 0 < [ < m. By the induction hypothesis,
Ay .. A#B) ... Byu ="'
Ay...ABy...B#Biy1...Byxy ... xip =
Ay...A;B)...BiBi+1#Bi1> ... Byx1 ... xixi419
in G. There is only one type of rules in R able to perform the computation
1h(B)) ... h(B1)h(A,) ... h(ADhR(A)) . ..
. h(Ah(By) ... h(Bp)h(x1) ... h(x)1{p, 1)ow
1h(Bi+1)h(B)) ... h(B1)h(A,) ... h(A)h(AY) . ..
.o h(Ap)h(By) ... h(By)h(x1) ... h(xph(xi41)1{g, o
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in M, namely rules of the form
11{p, 1) > Th(Bris)h(xie1)1(g, 1) € R
Observe that by construction, there is a rule (Bj+1, p, Xi+1,¢) in P, so
Ay ... A#By ... Byu =
Ay AB...B#Bi+1...Bpx1 ... xp =
Ay...AuB ... BB 1#Biy2 ... Byx1 ... XiX1419q
in G and Claim 10.2.7 holds. O
Claim 10.2.8. If
1h(A,) ... h(ADR(AY) ... h(A)R(By) . . . h(By) 1{u, 2)by ... b
1h(B;) ... h(B1)h(A,) ... h(A)h(A)) ...
... h(A)R(BY) ... W(B)h(Bitx1) ... h(Bw) 1{p, 2)biy1 ... b;
in M, then
Ay . A#By ... Byay ... axu ="'

Al...AnBl...Bi#B,'+1...Bmdl ...Clkbl ...b,'p

in G, where Ay, ..., Ay, Bi,....By e V—-T,ai,....a;, bi,....bje T* andp,u €
W-F,0<i<m.

Proof. Basis. Leti = 0. Then,
1h(Ay) ... h(ADRAL) ... h(A)h(B1) . .. h(By) 1{u, 2)by .. . b; 0
1h(Ay) ... h(A)R(AY) ... h(A)R(BY) ... h(By) 1{u, 2)by .. . b;
in M. Clearly,
Ay...A#By...B,a; ...au =0 A...A#By...B,a; ...au
in G.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that Claim 10.2.8 holds for every i < [, where [ is a
positive integer.

Induction Step. Consider any computation of the form
1h(A,) . .. h(ADR(AY) ... h(A)R(BY) . .. h(By) 1{u, 2)by . .. b HT!
1A(Bi+1)h(B)) ... h(B1)h(A,) ... h(A)R(A)) . ..
. h(ADKBY) .. h(Bn)1{(q,2)b112 ... b;
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and express this derivation as

1h(A,) ... h(ADR(AY) ... h(A)h(By) ... h(By)1 (1, 2)by . .. b; H
1h(B)) ... h(B)h(A) . .. h(A)h(A)) . ..
. h(ADR(BY) .. h(By)1(p. 2)bysy ... b b
1h(Bis)h(By) . .. h(B)h(Ay) . .. h(ADR(A,) . ..
. h(ADh(By) ... h(By)1(q.2)bi1s. . . b;

in M, where 0 < [ <j < m, g € (W— F). By the induction hypothesis,

Ay...A#B; .. By ... .aquu='
Ay...A;B)...B#B4+ ...Bmal...akbl...blp =
A1 .. .AnBl .. ~BlBl+1#Bl+2 .. .Bmal .. .akbl e b1b1+1q

in G, where 0 < I < m. In this case, there is the only way by which M can make the
computational step

1h(B)) ... h(B)h(A,) ... h(A)h(A)) ...
 h(ADh(BY) .. h(Byu)1(p. 2)byty .. by
1h(Bis)h(B) ... h(B)R(A,) . .. h(ADh(A)) . ..
- h(ADRBY) .. . h(Bw)1{q. 2)brss . .. b;

Observe that it is done by a rule of the form

11{p,2)biy1 — 1h(Bi+1)11{(q.2) € R

By step (4) of the construction, there is a rule (Bj+1, p, bi+1,q) € P where Bj4 €
(V—=T),p,ge (W—F),bi41 € T*, s0

Ay...A;By...B#Bi+1...Bpay...a;b .. .blp =
A1 .. .AnBl .. ~BlBl+1#Bl+2 .. .Bmal e akbl e b1b1+1q

in G and Claim 10.2.8 holds. O
By Claims 10.2.6, 10.2.7 and 10.2.8, we proved that L(M) < L(G). As a result,

L(G) = L(M), so Theorem 10.2.1 is proved. O
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Theorem 10.2.9. For every string-reading two-sided pushdown automaton over
a free group with the reduced pushdown alphabet, Q', there exists a two-sided
pushdown automaton over a free group with the reduced pushdown alphabet, Q,
such that L(Q') = L(Q).

Proof. The formal proof of this theorem is simple and left to the reader. O

10.3 Conclusion

In this chapter, we proved that the power of two-sided pushdown automata with
pushdowns defined over free groups is equal to the power of Turing machines,
so these automata generate the whole family of recursively enumerable languages.
Moreover, the pushdown alphabet contains no more than four symbols. Note that
the same result can be also reached with two-sided pushdowns defined over free
monoids. This modification affects only the set of rules with their construction, and
it is left to the reader.

Another modifications of pushdown automata have been studied in theory
of automata and formal languages. We can mention simultaneously one-turn
two-pushdown automata introduced in [Med03c], regulated pushdown automata
described in [KMOO], or finite-turn pushdown automata (see [GS68]). Very simple
and natural modification of pushdown automata is also presented in [Cou77] and
[ABB97], where there is the ability for pushdown reversal added. The main goal
of all these modifications is to increase the generative power of ordinary pushdown
automata. In our chapter, we significantly increased the power and moreover, the
number of transition rules was reduced by defining of the two-sided pushdowns
over free groups.



Part IV
Languages Defined in Combined Ways

This part, consisting of Chaps. 11 and 12, covers important language-defining
devices that are based on combinations of other language models as well as the
ways they work. As a result, these devices actually reflect and formalize a coop-
erating way of computation. More specifically, Chap. 11 untraditionally combines
grammars and automata in terms of the way they operate. Indeed, it studies how
to generate languages by automata although languages are traditionally generated
by grammars. Chapter 12 studies the generation of languages by several grammars
that work in a simultaneously cooperative way, thus formalizing computational
cooperation in a quite straightforward way.



Chapter 11
Language-Generating Automata and
State-Controlled Computation

Traditionally, computation controlled by finitely many states is formalized by
finite state automata, which accept their languages (see Sect. 2.4). Untraditionally,
however, the present chapter explains how to adapt these automata in a very
natural way so they act as language generators just like grammars. Consequently,
the formalization of state-controlled computation can be based on the language-
generating automata resulting from this adaptation.

We first give a conceptual insight into adapting automata so they generate
languages. Consider, for instance, the notion of a context-free grammar G (see
Sect. 2.3). Recall that G contains an alphabet of terminal symbols and an alphabet of
nonterminal symbols, one of which represents the start symbol. Starting from this
symbol, G rewrites nonterminal symbols in the sentential forms by its rules until
it generates a string of terminals. The set of all terminal strings generated in this
way is the language that G defines. To illustrate automata, the notion of a finite-
state automaton M (see Definition 2.4.1). M has a finite set of states, one of which
is defined as the start state. In addition, some states are specified as final states. M
works by making moves. During a move, it changes its current state and reads an
input symbol. If with an input string, M makes a sequence of moves according to its
rules so it starts from the start state, reads the input string, and reaches a final state,
then M accepts the input string. The set of all strings accepted in this way represents
the language that M defines.

Although it is obviously quite natural to design language-defining models
based on a combination of grammars and automata and, thereby, make their scale
much broader, only a tiny minority of these devices is designed in this combined
way (see [BF94, BF95, Kas70, MHHOOS5]). To support this combined design,
the present chapter introduces new rewriting systems, called #-rewriting systems,
having features of both grammars and automata. Indeed, like grammars, they are
generative devices. However, like automata, they use finitely many states without
any nonterminals. As its main result, this chapter characterizes the well-known
infinite hierarchy of language families resulting from programmed grammars of
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finite index by the #-rewriting systems (see Theorems 3.1.2i and 3.1.7 in [DP89]).
From a broader perspective, this result thus demonstrates that rewriting systems
based on a combination of grammars and automata are naturally related to some
classical topics and results concerning formal languages, on which they can shed
light in an alternative way.

11.1 Definitions and Examples

Definition 11.1.1. A #-rewriting system is a quadruple M = (Q, X, s, R), where Q
is a finite set of states, X' is an alphabet containing # called a bounder, Q N X = @,
s € Qs a start state and R € Q x N x {#} x Q x X* is a finite relation whose
members are called rules. A rule (p,n,#,q,x) € R, where n € N, ¢g,p € Q and
x € X¥*, is usually written as r: p ,;# — ¢ x hereafter, where r is its unique label.

A configuration of M is a pair from Q x X*. Let y denote the set of all
configurations of M. Let pu#v, quxv € y be two configurations, p,q € Q, u,v €
X*,n € Nand #4(u) = n — 1. Then, M makes a derivation step from pu#v to
quxv by using r:p ,# — g x, symbolically written pu#v = quxv [r] in M or simply
pu#v = quxv.

In the standard manner, we extend = to =", for m > 0; then, based on =", we
define =T and =>* in the standard way. The language generated by M, L(M), is
defined as

L(M) = {w|st#="qw, g€ Q,we (¥ —{#)"}

Let k be a positive integer. A #-rewriting system M is of index k if for every
configuration x € y, s# =* gy = x implies #4(y) < k. (#RS denote the families of
languages derived by #-rewriting systems of index k. O

Notice that M of index k cannot derive a string containing more than k
#s; in this sense, this notion differs from the corresponding notion in terms of
programmed grammars (see Sect. 3.5), which can derive strings containing more
than k nonterminals. Remark that for a positive integer &, ;P denote the families of
programmed languages of index k (see definition 3.5.2).

Example 11.1.2. M = ({s,p,q.f},{a, b, c,#}, s, R), where R contains

s # — pH#
D #— qa#b
q.,# — p#c
p#—fab
fi#—>fc O

A
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Obviously, M is of index 2, and L(M) = {a"b"c" | n > 1}. For instance, M
generates aaabbbccc as

s# = pH# [1]
= qa#b# 2]
=> paitbi#c [3]
=> qgaa#bbi#c 2]
=> paaitbbi#cc [3]
= faaabbbicc [4]
= faaabbbccc [5]

11.2 Results

This section establishes an infinite hierarchy of language families resulting from the
#-rewriting systems defined in the previous section.

In what follows, for a programmed grammar G = (V, T, P, S) and arule (p: S —
a,¢) € P, g(p) = ¢ denotes the set of all rules applicable after the rule p.

Lemma 11.2.1. Forevery k > 1, ;P C ;#RS.

Proof. Construction. Let k > 1 be a positive integer. Let G = (V,T,P,S) be a
programmed grammar of index k, where N = V — T. We construct a #-rewriting
system of index k, H = (Q, TU{#},s,R), where # ¢ T, s = (o), 0 is anew symbol,
and R and Q are constructed by performing the following steps:

(1) For each (p:S — «,g(p)) € P,a € V*, add (0)1# — ([p])# to R, where ([p])
is new state in Q.
(2) IfA1A> .. Aj...ApeN*  he{l,2,... k},

(pZAj —)xOlelBQXQ .. .xn_anxn, g(p)) eP

je{l,2,...,h}forn >0,x0,x, € T*,B, € N,1 <t <nandn+h—1 =<k,
then
(21) lfg(p) = 0, then (A1A2 .. .Aj_l[p]Aj.H .. .Ah), (AlAz ...B1...B,.. .Ah)
are new states in Q and the rule
(AlAz .. .Aj_l[p]Aj_H .. -Ah>j# —
(A1A2 .. .Bl .. .Bn .. .Ah>)C0#xl .. .xn_l#xn

is added to R;



428 11 Language-Generating Automata and State-Controlled Computation

(2.2) for every g € g(p), (¢:Ds—a,8(q)) € P, « € V* add new states
(A1As .. Aji—1[p] Ajt1 ... Ay) and (D1D; ... [q] ... Dytp—1) to Q and add
the following rule to R:

<A1A2 .. .Aj_l[p]Aj_H .. .Ah>j# —>
(DlDz e [q] .. -Dn+h—1) X()#X1 oo Xp

where A1...Aj_lBl...BnAH_l...Ah = D]...Dh+n_1, B]...Bn =
Dj...Dji,—iforsomed € {1,2,...,n+h—1}.

Basic Idea. H simulates G’s derivations. The information necessary for this
simulation is recorded inside of states. Each state in Q carries string of nonterminals
from N*, where one symbol of this string is replaced with the label of a rule in P.

Let xoA1x1 ... x;,—1A,x;, be a sentential form derived by G, where x; € T* for 0 <
i<handA; € V-Tforl <! < h,andlet (p:A; — @, g(p)) be arule in P applicable
in the next step to A;, 1| < j < h. Then, H’s new configuration is of the form
(A145 .. Ajm1[plAjt1 - . An)xottxy .. xp—1#x,, which encodes the nonterminals in
G’s sentential form and the next applicable rule label.

We establish the proof of Lemma 11.2.1 by proving the following two claims.
Remark, that we give a simplified proof; the fully rigorous proof is left to the reader.

Claim 11.2.2. If § =™ xpA1x1A2x; ... x3—1Apx;, in G, then (0)# =7 (A1A, ... Ay)
xo#tx1 ... x5 [q1qa...q/] in H, form > 0. If g(q,) # 0, then there exists a rule
(@r+1:A4) = YoBiy1 . Yn—1Buyn, 8(gr+1))s n + h — 1 < k, qr41 € g(g,) and A; =
[qr-l-l]v q1,--->49r.qr+1 € lab(R)-
We prove Claim 11.2.2 by induction on m > 0.

Proof. We omit the basis of the induction. Supposing that Claim 11.2.2 holds
for all derivations of length m or less for some m > 0, we consider S =m+l
x, where x € V*. Express S ="t x as § =" y [pip2...pm], Where
Yy = XoAi1x1...xXxn—14Anxp and Pls--sPmsPm+1 € lab(P), y = X [pm-l-l]- If
m = 0, then p,y1 € {p | Ihs(p) = S.p € lab(P)}; otherwise, pui1 €

g(Pm). For (pm+1:4; — yoBiy1...Yn—1ByYn, g(Pm+1)), x is of the form x =
onlxl .. -Aj—lxj—lyOBlyl .. -yn—an))nxjAj+l .. .xh_lAhxh, where X0, ..., Xp € T*
and yo, ...,y, € T*. By the induction hypothesis, there exists

(o)# ="
(A1Az . A [Pt JAj1 - Ap)xofbxr 1 # [qiga . qr] =
(A1A2 .. .Aj_lBl .. .BnAj_H .. .Ah)xo#. . .#Xj_ly()#. ..

.. .#yan#. . .#xh [qr+l]
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r>1,q € lab(R), 1 < i < r+ 1.1f g(put+1) # 9, then there exists a rule
Pm+2 € g(Pm+1) and a sequence D ... D,4;— so that

AlA; .. .Aj_lBl .. .BnAj.H ...Ap=DD;...Dyyp—

where for at mostone d € {1,2,...,n+h—1}is Dy = [gr+2], ¢r+2 € g(gr+1). O
Claim 11.2.3. If S =% xin G, then {(0)# =* ()xin H, where 7 > 0, x € T™*.

Proof. Consider the claim for 7 = 0; then, xpA1x1A2...Apxy, = Xxp and
AjA; ... A, = e. At this point, if § =7 x, then (o)# =* ()xo, S0 X9 = x. O
Thus, Lemma 11.2.1 holds true. O

Lemma 11.2.4. Forevery k > 1, ;#RS C (P.

Proof. Construction. Let k > 1 be a positive integer. Let H = (Q,T U {#}, s, R) be
a #-rewriting system of index k, where X' = T U {#}. We construct the programmed
grammar of index k, G = (V, T, P, S), where the sets of nonterminals N =V — T
and the rules of P are constructed as follows:

(1) §= (s, 1,1);

) N={{p.i,h)|pe Q.1 <i<hi<h<kiU{(d.ih)|qeQ, 1 <i<h,
i=h=<kfU{(¢".ih)|qeQ 1<i<hi<h=kiU{(q".1,0)]q¢€Q};
(3) Foreveryrule rip # — qy € R,y = Yo#y1 ... Ym—1#Vm, Y0, Y1, Y2 .- . Ym € T%,

add the following set to P:

@ {p.j.h) = (g j.h+m—1),
{F|ifj+1=ithenr:(p,i,h) — (¢",i,h+m—1)
else: (p,j+1,h) = {(¢.j+1,h+m—1)}
|1 =j<ii<h= hpat
U
Gi) ((p,i,h) = (¢" i h+m—1),
{r'| ifi=h,thenr:{(¢",i,h+ m—1) —>
yolg' i,h+m—1yi(q i+ Lh+m—1)y,...
e Y=g i+ m—=1,h+m— 1)y,
else V: (p,i+ 1,h) —
¢ i+1l+m—1,h+m—1)}
Iifhfhmax}
U
(i) {(p.j.h) = (¢ j+m—1Lh+m—1),
{'| ifj=h,thenr:{(¢",i,h+ m—1) -
yolg'.i, h+m—=1)yi{g".i+ Lh+m—1)y,...
e Y=g i+ m =1, h+m— 1)y,
elser: (p,j+ LLh) > (¢, j+1+m—1,h+ m—1)}
[i<j<hi<h<=hpu}
U
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av) {{(¢".i,h+m—1) —
yolg',i,h+m— Dy (g, i+ 1, h+m—1)y,...
oYl i+ m—1,h+m— 1)y,
{(F\rigd,1,h+m—1) - (g, 1,h+m—1)}
|i§h§hm¢1x}
@]
(V) {(qlv.]vh—‘f_m_l) g (q,],h+m—l),
{Fl|ifj<h+m—1,thenv:{¢.j+1,h+m—1) —
(g.j+1,h+m—1)
else”:(p,1,h+m—1) —
(@1, hm—1+m—1),
where
p# = qyo#y1 ... Ya1#Vsm € R, Yo, 1, . Ym € T,
ifi =1,thenq :=§"}
|1 <j<h+m—1,i<h =<y,

where h,,,, = k if m = 0; otherwise h,,,, = k—m + 1.

Basic Idea. By several derivation steps, G simulates a single step in H. Inside of
every nonterminal of the form (p, i, k) occurring in a sentential form of G, we record

(a) p—the current state of H;
(b) i—the position of the occurrence of # in H’s current configuration;
(c) h—the total number of all #s in the current configuration.

From these three pieces of information and the set g(p) associated with p, we find
out whether p is applicable in the next step and if so, we simulate the step by rules
introduced in the third step of the above construction as follows:

1. inside of all nonterminals in the sentential form, change /4 to h+m — 1, where m
is the number of nonterminals occurring on the right-hand side of p, so h+m—1
is the number of nonterminals after the application of p (see (i) through (iii));

2. in the nonterminals that follow the rewritten nonterminal, change their position
so it corresponds to the position after the application of p (see (iii));

3. apply p and select a rule label ¢ from g(p) to be applied in the next step
(see (iv));

4. complete the simulated derivation step in H by rules introduced in (v).

We leave a rigorous version of this proof to the reader. O
Theorem 11.2.5. For every k > 1, (#RS C ;41 1#RS.

Proof. (P = #RS follows from Lemmas 11.2.1 and 11.2.4. Thus, from Theo-
rems 3.5.5, 11.2.5 holds. O

Before closing this chapter, we suggest some open problem areas related to its
subject.

Open Problem 11.2.6. The present chapter has concentrated its attention on the
#-rewriting systems of index k, where k > 1. Consider these systems without this
index-based restriction. What is their generative power?
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Finally, we suggest three variants of the #-rewriting systems to be discussed in
the future. Let M = (Q, X, s, R) be a #-rewriting system.

(1) M is deterministic if for every p € Q and every positive integer i, p # is the
left-hand side of no more than one rule in M.

(2) Leta, B € y.If @« = Bin M, then M directly reduces 8 to ., denoted by S - «.
The language reduced by M, .L(M), is defined as

ALM) ={w | gw" s#ge Q,we (X —{#)"}
where F* is the transitive and reflexive closure of .

(3) M works in a parallel way if it simultaneously rewrites all #s in the current
configuration during a single derivation step.



Chapter 12
Multigenerative Grammar Systems and Parallel
Computation

Today’s environment of cooperating multiprocessor computers allows us to base
modern information technologies on a large combination of simultaneously running
processes, which make use of this powerful environment as much as possible.
Consequently, parallel computation plays a crucially important role in computer
science at present as already pointed out in the beginning of Chap. 4.

Recall that parallel computation is conceptually accomplished by breaking a
large computational task into many independent subtasks, which are simultaneously
executed. Once they are completed, their results are combined together. Of course, to
obtain solid knowledge about this way of computation, we need formal models that
adequately formalize computational parallelism, including the final combination
of the achieved results. The present section describes multigenerative grammar
systems, which can serve for this purpose very well. Indeed, they consist of several
simultaneously working components represented by context-free grammars, so they
reflect and formalize concurrent computation in a natural and proper way.

The chapter consists of two sections. The first section introduces the basic ver-
sions of multigenerative grammar systems. During one generation step, each of their
grammatical components rewrites a nonterminal in its sentential form. After this
simultaneous generation is completed, all the generated strings are composed into
a single string by some common string operation, such as union and concatenation.
More precisely, for a positive integer n, an n-generative grammar system works
with n context-free grammatical components, each of which makes a derivation, and
these n derivations are simultaneously controlled by a finite set of n-tuples consisting
of rules. In this way, the grammar system generates n terminal strings, which are
combined together by operation union, concatenation or the selection of the first
generated string. We show that these systems characterize the family of matrix
languages. In addition, we demonstrate that multigenerative grammar systems with
any number of grammatical components can be transformed to equivalent two-
component versions of these systems. Section 12.2 discusses leftmost versions of
multigenerative grammar systems in which each generation step is performed in the
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leftmost manner. That is, all the grammatical components of these versions rewrite
the leftmost nonterminal occurrence in their sentential forms; otherwise, they work
as the basic versions. We prove that leftmost multigenerative grammar systems
are more powerful than their basic versions. Indeed, they generate the family of
recursively enumerable languages, which properly contains the family of matrix
languages (see Theorems 3.3.6 and 3.4.5). We also consider regulation by n-tuples
of nonterminals, rather than rules, and prove that leftmost multigenerative grammar
systems regulated by rules or nonterminals have the same generative power. In
addition, like for the basic versions, we demonstrate that leftmost multigenerative
grammar systems with any number of grammatical components can be transformed
to equivalent two-component versions of these systems.

12.1 Multigenerative Grammar Systems

In this section, we define multigenerative grammar systems and demonstrate that
they are as powerful as matrix grammars. We also show that any multigenerative
grammar system can be transformed to an equivalent two-component multigenera-
tive grammar system.

Definition 12.1.1. An n-generative rule-synchronized grammar system (an n-MGR
for short) is an n 4 1 tuple

I =(G.G,....G,.0)

where

e G; = (V, T;, P;, S;) is a context-free grammar, foreachi = 1,...,n;
e Q is a finite set of n-tuples of the form (py, p2, ..., pu), Where p; € P;, for all
i=1,...,n

A sentential n-form is an n-tuple of the form y = (x1,x2, ..., x,), wherex; € V,
foralli = 1,...,n. Let y = (A 1v1, A0y, ..., uAyv,) and y = (uixvy,
UpX2V2, . .., UnXnVUn) bE two sentential n-forms, where A; € N; and u;, v;,x; € V7,

foralli = 1,...,n. Let (p;:A; —> x;) € P, foralli = 1,...,nand (p1, p2, ...,
Pn) € Q. Then, y directly derives j in I, denoted by

xX=>r X

In the standard way, we generalize = to :>l}, forallk > 0, :>}i, and :>1t

The n-language of I", denoted by n-L(I"), is defined as

n-L(I") = {(wl,wz,...,wn) | (S1,82,....8) =7 Wi, wa, ..., wy),
w; € T, forall i = 1,...,n}
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The language generated by I' in the union mode, L,;on(I"), is defined as

n

Lum'on(r) = U {Wi | (leWZv o an) € I’l-L(F)}

i=1
The language generated by I' in the concatenation mode, Leone(I"), is defined as
Leone(I') = {wlwz oWy | Wi, wa, W) € n-L(F)}
The language generated by I' in the first mode, Lg(I"), is defined as
Lyu(I") = {w1 | (w1, wa,...,wy) € n-L(F)} O

We illustrate the above definition by an example.
Example 12.1.2. Consider the 2-MGR I = (G}, G3, Q), where

* Gy = ({S1, A1, a,b, ¢}, {a, b, c}, {1:S, — aSi, 2:81 — aA,, 3:A; — bAc,
4:Ay — bc}, Sy),

b Gz = ({SQ,Az, d}, {d}, {12 SZ — SzAz, 2: Sz —> Az, 32A2 —> d}, Sz),

*c 0={(1,1),(2,2),(3,3), 4,3)}.

Observe that

e 2-I(I") = {(a"b"c",d") | n > 1},

* Lipion(I") ={a"b"c" | n > 1} U{d" | n> 1},

o Leone(I') = {a"b"c"d" | n > 1}, and

o Lyy(I') = {a"b"c" | n > 1}. O

Next, we prove that multigenerative grammar systems under all of the defined
modes are equivalent to matrix grammars. Throughout the rest of this section, as
indicated in Sect. 2.3.1, for brevity, we use rules and rule labels interchangeably.

Algorithm 12.1.3. Conversion of an n-MGR in the union mode to an equivalent
matrix grammar.

Input: Ann-MGR, I' = (G, Gy, ..., Gy, 0).

Output: A matrix grammar, H = (G, M), satisfying Lo, (I") = L(H).

Method: Let G; = (V;, T}, P;, S;), foralli = 1,...,n, and without any loss of
generality, we assume that N; through N, are pairwise disjoint. Let us choose
arbitrary S satisfying S ¢ U;?:l Nj. Then, construct

G=(V.T.P,S)

where

e N= (U UL M) U U (A 4 € N:
c T=UTs
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e P={(s1:8S — S1h(S2) ... h(S))),
(s2:8 = h(S1)S2 ... h(Sy)),

(50:8 = h(S)A(S2) ... S,)}

U (U= P)

U (Ui {h(A) = h(x) |A > x € P;}),
where /4 is a homomorphism from ((J'_, Vi))* to (_/_{A | A € N;})*,
defined as h(a) = ¢, foralla € | Ji_, T;, and h(A) = A, forall A € | JI_, N;.

o M ={s1,5,...,8}
Uipipa...pn | (P1,p2, ... pn) € O}
Uipip2...pn | (P1,p2, ... pn) € O}

ULpip2-..pn | (P1.p2. ... pn) € O} o

Theorem 12.1.4. Let I' = (Gy, Gy, ..., Gn, Q) be an n-MGR. With I” as its input,
Algorithm 12.1.3 halts and correctly constructs a matrix grammar, H = (G, M),
such that Ly,ion(I") = L(H).

Proof. Let (p:A — x) be a rule. Then, for simplicity and brevity, p denotes the rule
h(A) — h(x). To prove this theorem, we first establish Claims 12.1.5 and 12.1.6.

Claim 12.1.5. Let (S1, S2, ..., Sy) =7 (1, Y2, ..., ¥u), Where m > 0,y; € V*

foralli = 1,...,n. Then, S =11 h(y)h(y2) ... h(y—1)yh(Yj+1) - . . h(yn), for any
j=1,...,n
Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 0.
Basis. Let m = 0. Then, (S1, S2, ..., S») =% (51, S2, ..., S,). Notice that

S = h(SDI(S2) . .. h(Sj=1)Sih(Sj+1) - . . h(Sn)
foranyj=1,...,n, because

(Sjl S — h(Sl)]’l(Sz) . h(Sj_l)th(Sj+1) . h(Sn)) eEM

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all m-step derivations, where
m=20,...,k, for some k > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

(S1,82,...,8)) :>l;~+1 O1,Y25 -+ -5 Yn)

Then, there exists a sentential n-form (u1A vy, usAsv,, ..., u,A,v,), where u;, v; €
V¥, A; € N; such that

k
(51,82,...,5) =T (1A V1, upAzvy, . .., uyApvy)
=1 WIX1V1, UsX2V2, ., UpXyVy)
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where u;x;v; = y;, foralli = 1,..., n. First, observe that
(51,82,...,8) :>I;w (1A V1, upAzvy, . . ., uyApvy)
implies that

S :>II(-I+1 h(ulAlvl)h(uzszz) Ce h(uj_lAj_lvj_l)
wiAjVh (U 1Ajr1Vj41) - . h(unAnvn)

foranyj = 1,...,n by the induction hypothesis. Furthermore, let

(1A1v1, urArvs, . .. Uy Apvy) =r
(UIX1 V1, Up X2V, . . ., UnXnVp)

Then, ((p1:A1 — x1), (p2:42 — x2),..., (P: Ay — X)) € Q. Algorithm 12.1.3
implies that p1p> ... pj—1p;pj+1...P» € M, foranyj = 1, ..., n. Hence,

h(u1A1v1)h(u2A202) . . . h(i—1Aj— 10— 1) AV R (U1 Aj+1V41) - - h(UpAnv,) =5
h(ulxlvl)h(uzxzvz) N h(uj_lxj_lvj_l)ujxjvjh(uj+1xj+1vj+1) N h(unxnvn)

by matrix pip> ... pj_1p;pj+1-..Pn, forany j = 1,...,n. As aresult, we obtain

S =47 huxiv)h(uaxava) . . (-1 Xj-10j-1)

MijUjh(Mj+1Xj+1Uj+1) e h(unxnvn)
foranyj=1,...,n. O

Claim 12.1.6. Let S =1, y, where m > 1,y € V*. Then, there existj € {1,...,n}
and y; € V¥, fori = 1,...,n, such that (Si,....,S,) :>?_1 O01y---,yn) and y =
h(y1) ... h(-1)yih 1) - - . h(n).

Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 1.
Basis. Let m = 1. Then, there exists exactly one of the following one-step
derivations in H:
S =y S1h(S2) ... h(S,) by matrix sy, or
S =y h(S1)S, ... h(S,) by matrix s,, or
..,or

S =y h(Sl)h(Sz) LS, by matrix s,

Notice that trivially (Sy, Sa, ..., S») =% (S1, 2, ..., Sn).

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all m-step derivations, where
m=1,...,k, forsomek > 1.
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Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

S :l,‘{“ y

Then, there exists a sentential form w such that
S :>/,‘{ w=pgy
where w,y € (N UT)*. Asw =y y, this derivation step can use only a matrix of

the form pip; ...pj—1pjpj+1...pn € Q, where p; is a rule from P; and p; € h(P;),
fori=1,...,j—1,j+1,...,n Hence, w =g y can be written as

h(wy) ... h(Wj_l)th(Wj+1) coohwy) =21 20
where w; =y z; by the rule p; and h(w;) =n z by p;, fori = 1,...,j—1,j +
1,...,n.Eachrule p; rewrites a barred nonterminal A; € h(N;). Of course, then each
rule p; can be used to rewrite the respective occurrence of a non-barred nonterminal

A; in w; in such a way that w; =g y; and h(y;)) = z;, foralli = 1,...,j—1,j+
1,...,n. By setting y; = z;, we obtain

Wiseooown) =1 015+, 0)

andy = h(y1) ... h(yj—1)yjh(yj+1) . .. h(y). As aresult, we obtain

k
(S15S27--- sSj—lsSjvsj-‘rlv"' sSn) :[‘
(X101, UpX2V2, ooy U1 Xj Vj 1y UXjV), Ui 1 X1 1V s - -« UnXnUp)

SOy = UIX1V1U2X2V3 . . . Uj—1Xj—1 Vj— 1 UjXjVjUj+ 1 Xj+-1Vj+ 1 - - - UpXpUp. O

Consider Claim 12.1.5 fory; € T*, forall i = 1, ..., n. Notice that h(a) = &, for
all a € T;. We obtain an implication of the form

if(Sl,Sz,...,Sn) @}k« (yl,yz,...,yn)
then S =7, y;, foranyj=1,....n

Hence, Ly,;0n(I") € L(H). Consider Claim 12.1.5 for y € T*. Notice that h(a) = ¢,
for all @ € T;. We obtain an implication of the form

ifS =5y
then (Sl,Sz,...,Sn) :>T—- (yl,yz,...,yn)

and there exist anindexj = 1,...,nsuch thaty = y;. Hence, L(H) € Lynion(I"). O
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Algorithm 12.1.7. Conversion of an n-MGR in the concatenation mode to an
equivalent matrix grammar.

Input: Ann-MGR, I' = (G4, Ga, ..., Gy, Q).

Output: A matrix grammar, H = (G, M), satisfying L.,,.(I") = L(H).

Method: Let G; = (V;, T;, P;, S;), forall i = 1,...,n, and without any loss of
generality, we assume that N, through N, are pairwise disjoint. Let us choose
arbitrary S satisfying S ¢ U;'l=1 N;. Construct

G=(V.T.P.S)
where
« N={S}U Uiz, M)
s T=ULTs
e P={(s:5—> $18:...S) U (U, P).
Finally, set M = {s} U {p1p2...pn | (P1, P2, ..., Pn) € O}. O
Theorem 12.1.8. Let I' = (Gy, Gy, ..., G,, Q) be an n-MGR. On input I,

Algorithm 12.1.7 halts and correctly constructs a matrix grammar, H = (G, M),
such that Loy (I') = L(H).

Proof. To prove this theorem, we first establish Claims 12.1.9 and 12.1.10.

Claim 12.1.9. Let (S1, S2, ..., Sn) =% 1,2, ..., yu), Wherem > 0,y; € V7, for
alli=1,...,n. Then, S =7 yiy;...y,.

Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 0.

Basis. Let m = 0. Then, (S, S, ..., S») =% (S1, S2, ..., Su). Notice that S =y
$185...8,, because (s: S — §155...5,) € M.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all m-step derivations, where
m=20,...,k, for some k > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

(S1,82,...,8)) :>l;~+1 O1,Y25 -+ -5 Y0)

Then, there exists a sentential n-form (u1A vy, usAsv,, ..., u,A,v,), where u;, v; €
V¥, A; € N; such that

k
(51,82,...,5) =T (1A V1, upAzvy, . .., uyApvy)
= X101, UsX2V2, ., UpXyVy)

where u;x;v; = y;, foralli = 1,..., n. First, observe that

(Sl, So, ..., Sn) :>I;~ (M1A1U1, UrAr07, ..., MnAnUn)
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implies that

S :II‘{H UIA V1AL Vs . . U AR,
by the induction hypothesis. Furthermore, let

(1A1v1, u2Ar0s, . .. Uy Apvy) =r
(UIX1 V1, Up X2V, . . ., UnXnVp)

Then, it holds that ((p1:A; — x1), (p2:A2 — x2),..., (Pt A, — X)) € Q.
Algorithm 12.1.7 implies that p;p> ... p, € M. Hence,

UIA V1 U2AL Vs . . U ALY, =
UIX101UX2V) . . . Uy Xy Uy

by matrix pip; .. .p,. As a result, we obtain

S :>l;1+2 UIXIV 1 UXQV) . . . UpXp Uy O
Claim 12.1.10. Let § = y, where m > 1,y € V*. Then, (1, S5, ..., §,) ="
(V12 2. - - yn) such that y = yy ...y, where y; € V¥, foralli = 1,....n.

Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 1.

Basis. Let m = 1. Then, there exists exactly one one-step derivation in H: § =y
18> ..., S, by matrix s. Notice that (S1, Sz, ..., Sy) =% (S1, S2, ..., S,) trivially.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all m-step derivations, where
m=1,...,k, forsomek > 1.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

S :l,‘fl y

Then, there exists a sentential form w such that
S :>/,‘, w=gy
where w,y € V*. First, observe that S :>’;, w implies that
(51,82, ..., 8p) =5 (Wi wa, . owy)

so that w = wiw,...w,, where w; € Vl.*, foralli = 1,...,n, by the induction
hypothesis. Furthermore, let w =y y by matrix pip>...p, € M, where w =
wiwy ... w,. Let p; be a rule of the form A; — x;. The rule p; can be applied

only inside substring w;, for all i = 1,...,n. Assume that w; = u;A;v;, where
u;,v; € V¥ A; € Ny, forall i = 1,...,n. There exist a derivation step
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UIA V1 UALV; . . U ALY, =
UIX101UX2V) . . . Uy Xy Uy

by matrix pip; . .. p, € M. Algorithm 12.1.7 implies that
((p1:A1 = x1), (p2:A2 = x2), . ... (Pu:Aw = X)) €0

because p1p> ...p, € M. Hence,

(1A V1, U2Arvs, . .. UpARVy =T
(1 X101, UrX2V2, . . ., UpXyUp)
As a result, we obtain
k
(S1,82,...,80) =1 (Ui1X1V1, UsX2V2, . . ., UpXnVy)
so that y = ux1v1usxovs . . . UpXy Uy O
Consider Claim 12.1.9 fory; € Tl.*, foralli = 1,...,n. We obtain an implication

of this form

if (S1,82,...,8) = 01, Y2+, )
then S =} y1y2...

Hence, Lipn.(I') € L(H). Consider Claim 12.1.10 for y € T*. We obtain an
implication of the form

if $ =7 ythen (S1,52,...,8:) =7 (’1,¥2,---,yn), such thaty = y1y2 ...y,

Hence, L(H) c Lconc(r)' .

Algorithm 12.1.11. Conversion of an n-MGR in the first mode to an equivalent
matrix grammar.

Input: Ann-MGR, I' = (G4, Ga, ..., Gy, Q).

Output: A matrix grammar, H = (G, M), satisfying Lg.,(I") = L(H).

Method: Let G; = (V;, T;, P;, S;), forall i = 1,...,n, and without any loss of
generality, we assume that N, through N, are pairwise disjoint. Let us choose
arbitrary S satisfying S ¢ U;’Zl N;. Construct

G=(V.T.P,S)

where

e N={SYUN, U(U_,{A:A € N;});
s T =Ty,
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e P={(5:S— Sih(Ss) ... h(S))} U Py
U (Ui th(d) = h) | A — x € P).
where £ is a homomorphism from (((J/_, Vi))* to (J/_,{A | A € N;})*
defined as h(a) = ¢, foralla € J_, T; and h(A) = A, forallA € U, N..

Finally, set M = {s} U {p1p2...pn | (P1, P2, ..., Pn) € O}. O

Theorem 12.1.12. Let I" = (Gy, Gy, ..., Gy, Q) be ann-MGR. With I” as its input,
Algorithm 12.1.11 halts and correctly constructs a matrix grammar, H = (G, M),
such that Lg(I') = L(H).

Proof. Let (p:A — x) be a rule. Then, for simplicity and brevity, p denotes the rule
h(A) — h(x). To prove this theorem, we first establish Claims 12.1.13 and 12.1.14.

Claim 12.1.13. Let (S1, S2, ..., Sy) =7 1, y2, ..., Yu), where m > 0, y; € VF,
foralli=1,...,n. Then, S =5 yih(y2) ... h(yn)-

Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 0.

Basis. Let m = 0. Then, (S, S2, ..., Su) =% (S1, S2, ..., S,). Notice that S =
S1h(S3) ... h(S,), because (s: S — S1h(S2) ... h(S,)) € M.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all m-step derivations, where
m=20,...,k, forsome k > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

(SlsSZs---sSn) :>l;’+1 (ylsy27---7yn)

Then, there exists a sentential n-form (1A vy, uzAsv,, ..., u,A,v,), where u;, v; €
V¥, A; € N; such that

k
(51,82,...,S,) =T (1A V1, upAzvy, . .., uyApvy)
= WIX1V1, UsX2V2, ., UpXyVy)

where u;x;v; = y;, foralli = 1,..., n. First, observe that
(51,82, ..., 8) =5 (A1, 1A, ... uALv,)
implies that
S :>];1+1 M1A1U1h(u2A2U2) Ce h(unAnvn)

by the induction hypothesis. Furthermore, let

(1A 1v1, u2A202, . . ., UpARV,) =1
(11x1V1, UpX2 V2, . . ., UnXpUp)

Then, it holds ((pliAl — xl),(pziAz — xz), vevs (PiAp — xn)) e Q.
Algorithm 12.1.11 implies that p1p; ... ... Pn € M. Hence,
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A 1h(upAszv3) . . h(u,Anvy) =g
w1 x1v1h(upxpv7) . . h(ux,vy)

by matrix pp; . .. p,. As aresult, we obtain

S :1;14'2 1 x1v1h(uax202) . . h(upx,vy) O
Claim 12.1.14. Let S =" y, where m > 1,y € V*. Then, (S, S2, ..., S,) ="
V1> Y2, ---»yn), where y; € V¥, foralli=1,...,nsothaty = yh(y2) ... h(yn).

Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 1.

Basis. Let m = 1. Then, there exists exactly one one-step derivation in H: § =g
S1h(S>) ... h(S,) by matrix s. Notice that (Si, S2, ..., Su) :>(1)~ (S1, S2, ..., Sp)
trivially.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all m-step derivations, where
m=1,...,k, forsomek > 1.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
5=y
Then, there is w such that
S =>§I w=HYy
where w, y € V*. First, observe that S :>’;, w implies that
(51,82, ... Sp) =5 (Wi wa, . owy)
sothatw = wih(w2) ... h(w,), where w; € VY, foralli = 1,...,n, by the induction
hypothesis. Furthermore, let w =y y, where w = wih(wy) ... h(w,). Let p; be
a rule of the form A; — x;. Let p; be a rule of the form h(A;) — h(x), for all
i = 2,...,n. The rule p; can be applied only inside substring wy, the rule p; can

be applied only inside substring w;, for all i = 2,...,n. Assume that w; = w;A;v;,
where u;, v; € Vi*,Ai e N;,foralli = 1,...,n. There exists a derivation step

M1A1U1h(u2A2U2) ... h(unAnUn) =>H
w1 x1v1h(upxpv7) . . h(upx,vy)

by matrix p1p; . ..p, € M. Algorithm 12.1.11 implies that

((pllAl —>x1), (pz:Az —>x2), ceey (anAn —>xn)) eQ
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because p1p> . ..p, € M. Hence,

(A v, uxAsvs, . .. U Az, =1
(u1x101, Uaxav2, . . ., UpXyUy)
As a result, we obtain
(S], So,..n, Sn) :>I;~ (ulxlvl, UrxXoV2, ..., unxnvn)
so that y = uyxv1A(uaxav2) . .. h(upx,v,). |

Consider Claim 12.1.13 for y; € T*, forall i = 1,...,n. Notice that h(a) = &,
for all a € T;. We obtain an implication of the form

if (S1,82,....8:) =7 01,2, Yn)
then § =7 y

Hence, L (I") € L(H). Consider Claim 12.1.14 for y € T*. Notice that h(a) = &,
for all a € T;. We obtain an implication of the form

ifS=%y
then (S1,52,...,8:) =7 (V1,¥2,...,ys), such thaty = y;

Hence, L(H) C Lg.(I"). Therefore, L(H) = Lgru(I"). O
Algorithm 12.1.15. Conversion of a matrix grammar to an equivalent 2-MGR.

Input: A matrix grammar, H = (G, M), and a string, w € T*, where T is any
alphabet.

Output: A 2-MGR, I' = (Gi, G,, Q), satisfying {w, | (w;,w) € 2-L(I")} =
L(H).

Method: Let G = (V, T, P, S). Then, set G; = G and construct

Gy, = (V2. T2, P2, S5)

where

* Ny ={{pip2...01:J) | P1s-...Pk €EP.p1p2...pk EM,
1 <j<k—1U{S);
e T, =T,
o P ={S = (pip2-.-Pk. 1) | P1,....Dk €EP.p1p2...pr € M,k > 2}
U{{pip2...pJ) = pp2- - pij+ 1) | ppa.. .ok €M k> 2,
1<j<k-2}
U{pip2...pc.k—=1) =S |p1,....pk € P.p1p2...pr € M, k > 2}
U{S = S |preM, |p| =1}
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U{{ppa...pi,k—=1)—>w|p1,....,pr €EP,p1p2...px € M,k > 2}

U{Sa —>w|p1 €M, |pi| =1}

0={p1.S2—=> pwp2--.pe. 1) | p1..... ok €EP,p1p2...pr €M,
k> 2}

UA{@j+1, (P12 - - pioj) = (Pp2- - poj + 1) [ pip2. . .pr € M,
k>2,1<j<k-2}

ULk, pip2-- . pk—=1) = S) [ p1,....pk €EP,pip>...pr €M,
k> 2}

Uip1, 82 — $2) [ p1 € M, |pi| = 1}

UA{@r (p1p2--.pik—=1) > W) | p1.....pk €P,pip2...pr €M,
k> 2}

U{(p1.S2 — w) | p1 € M,|p| = 1}. u

Theorem 12.1.16. Let H be a matrix grammar and w be a string. With H and w as
its input, Algorithm 12.1.15 halts and correctly constructs a 2-MGR, I' = (G}, G,
Q), such that {w, | (w1, w) € 2-L(I")} = L(H).

Proof. To prove this theorem, we first establish Claims 12.1.17 through 12.1.20.

Claim 12.1.17. Let x =y y, where x,y € V*. Then, (x,$:) =7 (»,52) and
(x,82) =T (. w).
Proof. In this proof, we distinguish two cases—I. and II. In I., we consider any

derivation step of the form x =y y by a matrix consisting of a single rule. In II., we
consider x =y y by a matrix consisting of several rules.

L.

IL.

Consider any derivation step of the form x =y y by a matrix which contains
only one rule (p;: A} — x1). It implies that uA;v = ux v [p1], where uA;v =
x,ux;v = y. Algorithm 12.1.15 implies that (A; — x;,82 — $2) € Q and
(A; = x1,8, — w) € Q.Hence, (4A v, S;) = (uxv,S;) and (uA v, S;) =r
(uxjv, w).

Let x =y y by a matrix of the form pip, ...py, where p;, ..., px € P,k > 2. It
implies that

x=gy [p1]
=uny2 [p2]

= Yi-1 [Pr—1]
=H Yk [Px]

where y; = y. Algorithm 12.1.15 implies that (py, S, — (p1p2...pr, 1)) € O,
(pj+l’ (PIPZ -DksJ ) - (plpZ kaj + 1)) € 0, Wherej =1,...,k=2,
Pr, (p1p2 .. prk—1) = 8) € O, (pr. {p1p2. . . px, k— 1) — w) € Q. Hence,
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(x,82) =r 01, (P1p2---Pr 1))
=r (2. (p1p2---Pr.2))

=r k-1, {P1p2.. . pr. k—1))

=r (O S2)
and
(x,82) =r 01, pip2...pe. 1))
=r 2. {(p1p2...Pr:2)
=r k-1, {P1p2 ... pr. k— 1))
=r Ok w)
where y, = y. O

Claim 12.1.18. Letx =7 y, wherem > 1,y € V*. Then, (x, ) =7 (v, W).
Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 1.
Basis. Let m = 1 and let x =5 y. Claim 12.1.17 implies that (x, S») =7 (v, w).

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all m-step derivations, where
m=1,...,k, forsomek > 1.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
sy
Then, there exists w such that
S=pw =>’;, y

where w,y € V*. First, observe that w :>];{ y implies that

(W.82) =T (v.w)
by the induction hypothesis. Furthermore, let x =y w. Claim 12.1.17 implies that

(x,82) =7 W, 82)
As a result, we obtain

(X, SZ) :>>1k" (yv V_V) O
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Claim 12.1.19. Let

(v, S2) =r (1,21) or (yo,52) =r (v1,21)

=r (02,22) =r (»,22)
=1 Ok—1,2—1) =r k=1, 2%—1)
=r (k. 52) =r (kw)
where z; # S, foralli = 1,...,k — 1. Then, there exists a direct derivation step

Yo =H Yk-

Proof. In this proof, we distinguish two cases—I. and II. In 1., we consider any
derivation step of the form x =y y by a matrix consisting of a single rule. In II., we
consider x =y y by a matrix consisting of several rules.

I. Consider any derivation step of the form

(uA v, 82) = (uxiv,S)
or

(A v, 82) = (uxjv,w)
where uAjv = yg,ux;v = y;. Then, (A, — x1,52 — S$») € Qor (A} —
x1,82 — w) € Q. Algorithm 12.1.15 implies that there exists a matrix of the
form (p;:A; — x;) € M. Hence,

UA1V =g uxv

II. Let

(00, 82) =r (1,21) or (y0.82) =r (1.21)

=r (2, 22) =r (2, 22)
=1 k=1, 2k—1) =71 Ok—1,2%—1)
=r Ok S2) =r O w)

where z; # S, foralli = 1,...,k— 1 and k > 2. Algorithm 12.1.15 implies
that there exists a matrix p;p,...px € M and that z; = (p1p>...px. i), for all
i=1,...k—1.Hence,

Yo =H Yk O
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Claim 12.1.20. Let

(o, 82) =r (v1,21)
=r (v2,22)

=r (YV—ls Zr—l)

=r (YVs V_V)

Setm = card({i | 1 <i<r—1,z = 5}). Then,yo =5+ y..
Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 0.

Basis. Letm = 0. Then, z; # Sy, foralli = 1,...,k—1.Claim 12.1.19 implies that
there exists a derivation step yo =g V.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all m-step derivations, where
m=20,...,k, forsome k > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

30, 82) =r (1, 21)
=r (2, 22)

=r (YV—lsZr—l)

:>F (Yra"_v)
wherecard({i | 1 <i <r—1,z = S3}) = k+1. Then, thereexistsp € {1,...,r—1}
suchthatz, = Sy, card({i | 1 <i<p—-1,z=8}) =0,card({i [ p+1=<i <
r—1,z, = S,}) =k, and

(v0,20) =r (1,21)
=r (vazp)

=r (YV—lv Zr—l)
:>I“ ()’ra V_V)

First, observe that from
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Op2p) =1 Opt1,2p+1)

:>1" (yr—h Zr—l)
:>F (yl‘a V_V)

where z, = S> andcard({i | p+ 1 <i <r—1,z = S5}) = k, it follows

k+1
Yp =g Yr

by the induction hypothesis. Furthermore, let

vo,z0) =r O1,21)

=r ())py Zp)

card({i | 1 <i <p—1,z = S»}) = Oimplies that z; # S, foralli =1,...,p— 1.
Claim 12.1.19 implies that there exists a derivation step yo =g y),. As a result, we
obtain

Yo =5 v O

We next prove the following two identities, (1) and (2).

(1) {wy | (wy,w) € 2-L(I')} = L(H). Consider Claim 12.1.18 for x = S and
y € T*. We obtain an implication of the form

ifS=j5y
then (S, S2) =7 (v, W)

Hence, L(H) C {w, | (wi,w) € 2-L(I")}. Consider Claim 12.1.20 for yo = §
and y, € T*. We see that

if (5,8 =7 (. W)
then S =7, y,

Hence, {w; | (w;,w) € 2-L(I")} C L(H).

2) {(wi,w2) | (Wi, wp) € 2-L(I"),w, # w} = @. Notice that Algorithm 12.1.15
implies that G, = (N3, T, P>, S») contains only rules of the form A — B and
A — w, where A, B € N,. Hence, G, generates @ or {w}. I" contains G as a
second component; hence, {(wy, wy) | (Wi, wp) € 2-L(I"),wy # w} = 0. |

Theorem 12.1.21. For every matrix grammar H, there is a 2-MGR I" such that
L(H) = Lynion(I").
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Proof. To prove this theorem, we make use of Algorithm 12.1.15 with matrix
grammar H and w as input, where w is any string in L(H), provided that L(H)
is nonempty. Otherwise, if L(H) is empty, let w be any string. We prove that
L(H) = Lum'on(r)'

1. If L(H) = 0, take any string w and use Algorithm 12.1.15 to construct I".
Observe that Ly, (") = @ = L(H).

2. If L(H) # @, take any w € L(H) and use Algorithm 12.1.15 to construct I". As
obvious, Lyion (") = L(H) Uw = L(H). O

Theorem 12.1.22. For every matrix grammar H, there is a 2-MGR I" such that
L(H) = Lconc(r)'

Proof. To prove this theorem, we make use of Algorithm 12.1.15 with matrix
grammar H and w = ¢ as input. We prove that L(H) = Lcou.(I"). Theorem 12.1.16
says that

{wi | (w1, w) € 2-L(T)} = L(H)
and
{Ovi.w2) | (w1 w2) € 2-L(T). wa # W) = 0
Then,

Lconc(r) = {WIWZ | (WlsWZ) € 2'L(F)}
= {wiwa | (Wi, w2) € 2-L(I"), w2 = w}
U {wiwy | (w1, wy) € 2-L(I"), wp # w}
= {ww | (wy,w) € 2-L(I"')} U@
= {wiw [ (wi,w) € 2-L(I")}
= L(H)

because w = ¢. ]

Theorem 12.1.23. For every matrix grammar H, there is a 2-MGR I" such that
L(H) = Lg(I).

Proof. To prove this theorem, we make use of Algorithm 12.1.15 with matrix
grammar H and any w as input. We prove that L(H) = Lg(I"). Theorem 12.1.16
says that

{wi | (wi,w) € 2-L(I')} = L(H)

and

{wi,w2) | (wi,wa) € 2-L(I), wy # W} =0
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Then,
Liirse(I") = {w1 | (w1, w2) € 2-L(I")}
= {wi | (wi,w2) € 2-L(I"), wy = W}
U iwr | (wi,wa) € 2-L(I"), wy # w}

={w; | (w,w) €2-L(I")}U?

= {wy | (w1, w) € 2-L(I")}

= L(H)
Hence, the theorem holds. O

Let MGR,, x denote the language families defined by n-MGRs in the X mode,
where X € {union, conc, first}. From the previous results, we obtain the following
corollary.

Corollary 12.1.24. M = MGR,, x, where n > 2, X € {union, conc, first}. O

To summarize all the results, multigenerative grammar systems with any number
of grammatical components are equivalent with two-component versions of these
systems. Perhaps even more importantly, these systems are equivalent with matrix
grammars, which generate a proper subfamily of the family of recursively enumer-
able languages (see Theorem 3.4.5).

We close this section by suggesting two open problem areas.

Open Problem 12.1.25. Consider other operations, like intersection, and study
languages generated in this way by multigenerative grammar systems.

Open Problem 12.1.26. Study multigenerative grammar systems that are based on
other grammars than context-free grammars. Specifically, determine the generative
power of multigenerative grammar systems with regular or right-linear grammars as
components.

12.2 Leftmost Multigenerative Grammar Systems

In this section, we study leftmost versions of multigenerative grammar systems,
whose basic versions were defined and investigated in the previous section of this
chapter. We prove that they characterize the family of recursively enumerable lan-
guages, which properly contains the family of matrix languages (see Theorems 3.3.6
and 3.4.5). We also consider regulation by n-tuples of nonterminals rather than
rules, and we prove that leftmost multigenerative grammar systems regulated by
rules or nonterminals have the same generative power. Just like for multigenerative
grammar systems in the previous section, we explain how to reduce the number of
grammatical components in leftmost multigenerative grammar systems to two.



452 12 Multigenerative Grammar Systems and Parallel Computation

Definition 12.2.1. A leftmost n-generative rule-synchronized grammar system (an
n-LMGR for short) is an n-MGR (see Definition 12.1.1), where for two sentential
n-forms y = (u1A vy, u2Azv0s, ..., uAnv,) and § = (u1x1vy, UpxaVa, .. ., UpXpVy),
where A; € Nj, u;, v, x; € VI, and an n-tuple (p1,p2,...,ps) € Q, where (pi:A; —
x;) € Pi,

xX=r X

ifandonly if u; € TS, foralli =1,...,n. O
Next, we introduce regulation by n-tuples of nonterminals rather than rules.

Definition 12.2.2. A leftmost n-generative nonterminal-synchronized grammar
system (an n-LMGN for short) is an n 4 1 tuple

I = (GI,GQ,...,Gan)

where

e G; = (V, T;, P;, S;) is a context-free grammar, foreachi = 1,...,n;
e Q is a finite set of n-tuples of the form (A1,A,,...,A,), where A; € N,, for all
i=1,...,n

A sentential n-form is defined as a sentential n-form of an n-LMGR. Let
x = (WA v, Ay, ..., uAyvy) and y = (u1x1vy, UsXoV2, ..., UyX,Vy,) be two
sentential n-forms, where A; € N;, u; € T*,and v;,x; € V¥, foralli =1,...,n. Let
(pirA; > x;) € P, foralli =1,...,nand (A, Ay, ..., A,;) € Q. Then, y directly
derives jy in I", denoted by

xX=>r X

In the standard way, we generalize = to :>’1‘~, forallk > 0, :>}i, and :>1t

An n-language for n-LMGN is defined as the n-language for n-LMGR, and a
language generated by n-LMGN in the X mode, for each X € {union, conc, first}, is
defined as the language generated by n-LMGR in the X mode. O

Example 12.2.3. Consider the 2-LMGN I" = (G, G», Q), where

e G = ({S1,A1,a,b,c}, {a, b, c}, {S1 = aS1, S| — aA,, Ay — bAic, Ay — bc},
S1),

hd Gz = ({Sz, Az, d}, {d}, {Sz —> SzAz, SZ —> Az, Az —> d}, Sz),

e 0 ={(S1,952), (A1, A2)}.
Observe that

« 2-L(I) = {(@"b"c", d") [ n = 13,

* Luion(T) = {a'b"¢" | n= 13 ULd" [ n > 1},

° Lmnc(F) = {ananndn | n = 1}, and

¢ Lip(T) = {@"b"¢" | n > 1}. 0
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Lemma 12.2.4. Let I' be an n-LMGN and let I be an n-LMGR such that n-L(I")
=n-L(I"). Then, Lxy(I") = Lx(I'"), for each X € {union, conc, first}.

Proof.
I. First, we prove that L., (I") = Lunion(I") as follows:
Lum'on(r) = {W | (le---vwn) € I’l-L(F),W € {Wi | 1 =< i =< n}}

={w| W, ....,wp) €en-L(I"),we{w|1<i<n}}
:Lunion(f)

II. Second, we prove that Ley,.(I") = me.(l;) as follows:

Leone(I') = {wi-+-wy | (Wi, ..., wy,) € I’l-L(]j)}
= {w; Wy | (Wi,...,wy) € n-L(I")}
= Lconc(r)

III. Finally, we prove that Lg.,(I") = Lﬁm(f' ) as follows:

Lﬁmt(r) = {Wl | (Wla e awn) € I’l-L(]j)}
= {w | gwl, ..., Wp) € n-L(I)}
= l{ﬁm‘(r) a

Algorithm 12.2.5. Conversion of an n-LMGN to an equivalent n-LMGR.

Input: Ann-LMGN, I = (G1, Gy, ..., Gy, Q)_. .
Output: Ann-LMGR, I' = (Gy, Gy, ..., G,, Q), such that n-L(I") = n-L(I").
Method: Let G; = (V;, T;, P;, S;), foralli = 1,...,n, and set

0={A = x,4 —>x,...,A = x,) | Ai = x; € P,,
foralli=1,...,n,and (A}, Ay, ..., A,) € O} O

Theorem 12.2.6. Let I' = (Gy, G, ..., Gy, Q) be ann-LMGN. With I” as its input,
A_lgorithm 12.2.5 halts and cor_rectly constructs an n-_LMGR, I' =(G, Gy, ..., Gy
Q), such that n-L(I") = n-L(I"), and Lx(I") = Lx(I"), for each X € {union, conc,
first}.

Proof. To prove this theorem, we first establish Claims 12.2.7 and 12.2.8.

Claim 12.2.7. Let (S1, S2, ..., 8w) =7 1, Y2, ..., ¥u), where m > 0, y; € V}, for
alli=1,...,n Then, (S;,S2,...,5,) :>'I”: 1, Y25+« - Yn)-

Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 0.
Basis. The basis is clear.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that Claim 12.2.7 holds for all m-step derivations,
where m = 0, ..., k, for some k > 0.
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Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

(SlsSZs---sSn) :>l;’+1 (ylsy27---7yn)

Then, there exists a sentential n-form (41A1v1, u2As0s, . . ., UpAnvy,), where u; € T},
A; € N;, and v; € V¥, such that

k
(51,82,...,8) =T (1A V1, upAzvy, . . ., uyApvy)
= X101, UsX2V2, ., UpXyVy)

where u;x;v; = y;, foralli = 1,..., n. Then, by the induction hypothesis, we have
(Sl, So, ..., Sn) :>I;: (M1A1U1, UrAr07, ..., MnAnUn)
Since

(1A 1v1, u2A20s, . .., UpALV,) =T
(11x1V1, UpX2 V2, . . ., UnXpUp)

(A1, Az, ..., A) € Qand A; — x; € P;, for all_i = 1,...,n. Algorithm 12.2.5
implies that (A} — x1, Ay = x2, ..., A4, = x,) € Q, 50

(1A1v1, urArvy, . .. Uy Apvy) =
(u1x101, U2X2V2, - - -, UnXpUp)
which proves the induction step. Therefore, Claim 12.2.7 holds. O

Claim 12.2.8. Let (S, S2, ..., Sy) :>'I”; O'15 Y25 - .- » ¥n), where m > 0, y; € V¥, for
alli=1,...,n. Then, (51,52, ...,8) =7 01,2, .., Yn).

Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 0.
Basis. The basis is clear.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that Claim 12.2.8 holds for all m-step derivations,
wherem = 0, ..., k, for some k > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

(SlsSZs---sSn) :>/;:+1 (ylsy27"'7yn)

Then, there exists a sentential n-form (41A1v1, u2As0s, . . ., UpAnvy,), where u; € T},
A; € N;, v; € V¥, such that

k
(Sl, So, ..., Sn) :>I; (M1A1U1, UrAr07, ..., MnAnUn)
=7 (X1, Uaxa02, ., UpXyVy)
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where u;x;v; = y;, foralli = 1,..., n. Then, by the induction hypothesis, we have
(Sl, So, ..., Sn) :>I;w (M1A1U1, UrAr07, ..., MnAnUn)
Since

(1A1v1, urArvy, . .. Uy Apvy) =
(11x1V1, UpX2 V2, - . ., UnXpUp)

(A, = x1, Ay = X2, ..., Ay = x,) € O, foralli = 1,...,n. Algorithm 12.2.5
implies that (A, As, ..., A,) € Qand A; — x; € P;, so

(u1A1V1, u2A20s, . . . UyApV,) =1
(U1X1V1, UpX2V2, . . ., UnXnVp)
which proves the induction step. Therefore, Claim 12.2.8 holds. O
Consider Claim 12.2.7 for y; € Tl.*, foralli = 1,...,n. At this point, if

(SlsSZs---sSn) :}k" (ylsy27---7yn)

then
(SlsSZs---sSn) :T:' (ylsy27---7yn)

Hence, n-L(I") € n-L(f). Consider Claim 12.2.8 fory; € T/, foralli = 1,...,n.
At this point, if

(Sl,Sz,...,Sn) :>7:, (yl,yz,...,yn)

then

(Sl,Sz,...,Sn) :>}k—- (yl,yz,...,yn)

Hence, n-L(I") € n-L(I"). As n-L(I") € n-L(I") and n-L(I") C n-L(I"), n-L(I")
= n-L(I"). By Lemma 12.2.4, this identity implies that Ly(I") = Lx(I"), for each
X € {union, conc, first}. Therefore, Theorem 12.2.6 holds. O

Algorithm 12.2.9. Conversion of an n-LMGR to an equivalent n-LMGN.

Input: Ann-LMGR, I' = (G1, G, ..., Gy, Q). .
Output: Ann-LMGN, I' = (G, G, ..., Gy, Q), such that n-L(I") = n-L(I").
Method: LetG; = (V;, T}, P;, S;), foralli = 1,...,n, and set

G_,- = (\_/i, T, P;, S;), foralli =1,...,n, where
N, ={{A,x) | A > xe€ P} U{S};
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Pi={{A.x) > y|A—>xeP,yet(x)} U{S; > y|ye (S}, where 7;
is a finite substitution from V* to V* defined as 7;(a) = {a}, foralla € T,
and 7;(A) = {{A,x) | A > x € P;},forall A € N;;

* 0 = {({A1,x1), (A2, x2), - (A i) | (A1 = X1, Ay = X2, o, Ay —

xn) € Q)
@] {(Sl,Sz,...,Sn)}. O

Theorem 12.2.10. Let I' = (Gy, Gy, ..., G,, Q) be an n-LMGR. With I as its
input, Algorithm 12.2.9 halts and correctly constructs an n-LMGN, I' = (G}, G»,
<., Gy, Q), such that n-L(I') = n-L(I"), and Lx(I") = Lx(I"), for each X € {union,
conc, first}.

Proof. To prove this theorem, we first establish Claims 12.2.11 and 12.2.12.

Claim 12.2.11. Let (S1, S2,...,8:) =7 (21,22, ..., z), wherem > 0, z; € V7, for
alli=1,...,n Then, (S}, S, ...,S,) :>'I”;+l (z1, 22, - .- » Zn), for any z; € 7 (z;).

Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 0.
Basis. Let m = 0. Then,

(51,82,....8) =% (81,82,....5,)
Observe that

(51,82, 80) =1 @1,22,-- . Z0)

for any z; € 7;(z;), because Algorithm 12.2.9 implies that (Sy, Sz, ..., S,) € Q and
S; — z; € P, forany z; € 1;(z;), foralli = 1,. .., n. Thus, the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all m-step derivations, where
m=20,...,k, forsome k > 0.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form

(Sl,Sz,...,Sn) :>];~+l (yl,yz,...,yn)

Then, there exists a sentential n-form (u1Av1, u2420s, ..., usA,v,), Where u; € TF,
A; € N;, v; € V¥, such that

k
(51,82,...,8) =T (1A V1, upAzvy, . .., uyApvy)
=1 WIX1V1, UsX2V2, ., UpXyVy)

where ux;v; = y;, foralli = 1, ..., n. Then, by the induction hypothesis, we have
(SlaSL e aSVl) :>]1(7v+l (‘/_‘}17‘2}23 LI ] V_Vn)
for any w; € t;(u;A;v;), foralli = 1,...,n. Since

(1 A1V, 02A20s, . .., Uy ARV,) =1 (U1X1V1, UpX2V2, - .., UnXpUp)
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(A; = x1, Ay = x2, ..., Ay = x,) € Q. Algorithm 12.2.9 implies that ((Ay, x;),
(A2, %2), ..., (Anxn)) € OQand (A;,x;) — §; € P;, for any y; € 7;(x;), for all i =
1,...,n. Let w; be any sentential form of the form i;(A;, x;)v;, foralli = 1,...,n,
where u; € t;(1;) and v; € t;(v;). Then,

(1 (A1, x1)01, U2 (A2, X2) V2, . . ., Un(Ap, Xn)Un) = f
(U1Y101, Upy2 V2, . . ., UnYnVn)

where u;y;v; is any sentential form, u;y;v; € t;(u;y;v;), forall i = 1,...,n, which
proves the induction step. Therefore, Claim 12.2.11 holds. O

Claim 12.2.12. Let(S1, S, ..., S,) =" (21,22, - - -, Z4), where m > 1,7; € V', for
alli=1,...,n Then, (S, S, ..., S») =77 (21, 22, ..., 20), Where Z; € 7;(z;), for
alli=1,...,n.

Proof. This claim is proved by induction on m > 1.

Basis. Let m = 1. Then,
(S1,82,....8) =7 @122, .-, Zn)

implies that §; — 7; € P, forali = 1,...,n. Algorithm 12.2.9 implies that
zZi € ti(S;), foralli=1,...,n, so

(S1.82. ... 8) =% (51.82.....5))

Since z; € 7;(S;), forall i = 1,...,n, the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that the claim holds for all m-step derivations, where
m=1,...,k, forsomek > 1.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form
(S1.82.--.80) 2 (i3 9a)
Then, there exists a sentential n-form
(u1{A1, x1) V1, U2 (A2, %2) V2, . . ., Uy (A, Xn) Un)
where i; € T, (A, x;) € Ni, 0; € \_/i*, such that

(S1,82, -, 8n) =% (@1 {A1, x1)01, 82{A2, x2) 02, ..l (Ap, %) Tn)
=5 (X101, UpXp 0, . . ., UpXyUn)

where u;x;0; = y;, foralli = 1, ..., n. Then, by the induction hypothesis, we have

(S1,82,...,8) :>11(—-_1:>1“ Wi, wa, ..., wy)
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where u; (A;, x;)0; € T;i(w;), foralli = 1,...,n. Since

(@1 (A1, x1)01, u2{A2, X2) Vo, . .., U (Ap, X)) V) = F
(1 X101, UpXo V2, . . ., UpXpUp)

there are ((A1,x1), (A2, x2), ..., (A X,)) € O and (A, x;) — X; € P;, for all
i=1,...,n. Algorithm 12.2.9 implies that (A} — x1, Ay —> X3, ..., A, > x,) € 0
and A; — x; € P;, where X; € 7;(x;), for all i = 1,...,n. We can express w; as
w; = w;A;v;, where i; € 1;(;), v; € 7;(v;), and observe that (A;, x;) € 7;(4;) holds
by the definition of t;, foralli = 1,...,n. Then,

(u1A1v1, u2A202, . .., Uy Ap,) =1 (UIX1V1, URX2V2, - .o, UnXn )
where u; € 7;(u;), v; € 7;(v;), and x; € 7;(x;), foralli = 1, ..., n, which means that
u;x;v; € tj(uix;v;), foralli = 1,..., n. Therefore,

k+1
(1,82, ...,80) =17 (A 1v1, 024203, . .., uzAU,)
=1 (UX1V1, U2X2V2, . . ., UpXyVy)

where u;x;v; € t;(uix;v;), foralli = 1,...,n. Let z; = u;x;v; and z; = wu;x;v;, for all
i=1,...,n. Then,

(S1,82,...,8) =5 (21,22, . 2)

for all z; € 1(z;), which proves the induction step. Therefore, Claim 12.2.12
holds. ]

Consider Claim 12.2.11 when z; € Tl.*, foralli = 1,...,n. At this point, if
(Slsts e sSn) :>>Ik" (Z15Z27--- 7ZVl)
then
(81,82, ..., 80) =F (21,22, -+, Zn)
where z; € ti(z;), for all i = 1,...,n. Since 1,(a;) = a;, forall a; € T;, z; =
zi. Hence, n-L(I") € n-L(I"). Consider Claim 12.2.12 when z; € T}, for all i =
1,...,n. At this point, if
(Slsts e sSn) :>;ﬂ: (215227--- 72}1)

then

(Sls SZs QR sSn) :>r1n"_1 (Z15Z27 LR 7Zn)
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where z; € 1,(z;), foralli = 1,...,n. Since t;(a;) = a;, forall a; € T}, z; = Zz;.
Hence, n-L(I") € n-L(I"). As n-L(I") € n-L(I") and n-L(I") C n-L(I"), n-L(I")
= n-L(I"). By Lemma 12.2.4, this identity implies that Ly (I") = Lx(I"), for each
X € {union, conc, first}. Therefore, Theorem 12.2.10 holds. O

From the achieved results, we immediately obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 12.2.13. The family of languages generated by n-LMGN in the X mode
coincides with the family of languages generated by n-LMGR in the X mode, where
X € {union, conc, first}. O

Theorem 12.2.14. For every recursively enumerable language L over some alpha-
bet T, there exits a 2-LMGR, I' = ((V1, T, Py, S1), (Va, T, P3, S»), Q), such that

(i) {w e T* | (51,5) =% (w,w)} =L,
(i) {wiwz € T* | (51,82) =75 (Wi, w2), w1 # wa} = 0.

Proof. Recall that for every recursive enumerable language L over some alphabet 7,
there exist two context-free grammars, G; = (V|, T, Py, S1), Go = (Va, T, P,, S%),
and a homomorphism / from 7* to T* such that L = {A(x) | x € L(G1)NL(G>)} (see
Theorem 2.3.18). Furthermore, by Theorem 3.1.22, for every context-free grammar,
there exists an equivalent context-free grammar in the Greibach normal form (see
Definition 3.1.21). Hence, without any lost of generality, we assume that G| and G,
are in the Greibach normal form. Consider the 2-LMGR

I' = (G1,G2,0)

where
° Gi = (‘_/l, T’ Pi’ Si)’ Where
N;=N;U{a|aeT} i _
Pi={A—ax|A—axecP,acT,xeN'}U{a— h(a) |acT},
fori=1,2; B
° Q = {(Al — t_lxl,Az — C_IXQ) |A1 —> Zl_xl (S Pl,Az —> C_IXZ (S Pz,a (S T}
U{(@a — h(a),a — h(a)) |a e T}.
Consider properties (i) and (ii) in Theorem 12.2.14. Next, Claims 12.2.15
and 12.2.16 establish (i) and (ii), respectively.
Claim 12.2.15. {w € T* | (51, 82) =T w,w)} =L
Proof.

L. We prove that L € {w € T* | (S1,82) =T (w,w)}. Let w be any string. Then,
there exists a string, aja; - - - a, € T*, such that

* aqyax---a, € L(Gl),
* aqax---a, € L(Gz), and
s Wayay---a,) = w.
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This means that there exist the following derivations in G| and G,

S1 =g, aix [p1]
=G, a1a2x2 [p2]

:>Gl aydaz---day [pn]

S$2 =6, ain [r1]
=3, a142)2 [r]

:>Gz ayaz---day [rn]

where a; € T, x; € Nf,yi € Ny, pi € Pi, i € Py, foralli =
Observe that that sym(rhs(p;), 1) = sym(rhs(r;),1) = a;, for all i =
The construction of Q implies the following two statements.

1,...,n.
1,...,n.

b Letpi:Ai — a;u; € P], ri:Bi —> a;v; € f_)z. Then, (AL —> C_lil/li, Bi — Ezivi) €
Q,foralli=1,...,n.
e Qcontains (a; — h(a;), a; > h(a;)), foralli=1,...,n.

Therefore, there exists

(S1.82) = (aixi,ayr)
=r (h(ar)xi, h(a)yr)
=r (h(dl)t_lz)Cz, h(dl)t_lzyz)
=r (h(a)h(az)xz, h(a1)h(az)y2)

=r (h(a1)h(az) - - - h(an), h(ar)h(az) - - - h(an))
= (h(ayaz---ay), h(a1az - - - ay,))
= (w,w)

In brief, (S, S2) =7 (w, w). Hence, L C {w € T* | (51, 52) =7 (w,w)}.
II. We prove that {w € T* | (51,52) =7 (w,w)} C L. Let (51, S2) =7 (w, w).
Then, there exists

(81,82) =r (a1x1,a1y1)
=r (h(ap)xi, h(a)yr)
=r (h(ar)axxz, h(ay)aszys)
=r (h(a)h(azx)xz, h(a1)h(az)y2)

o (ha)h(@s) - h@n), h(ah(as) - -h(ay))
— (haraz - -an). h(@as---ay))
— (w.w)
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By analogy with part I., we can prove that there exist derivations in G; and G,
of the forms

S| =¢, aix [p1]
=G, a1ax2 [p2]

=G, a1+ ay [pn]

Sy =, aiy [r1]
=G, A1a2)2 [r2]

=¢, a1a2- - ap [1]

This implies that aja; - --a, € L(Gy), ajaz---a, € L(G3), and h(ajay---a,) =
w, so w € L. Hence, {w € T* | (5,5) =% (w,w)} C L. Therefore,
Claim 12.2.15 holds. ]

Claim 12.2.16. {wiwy € T* | (51,52) =% (Wi, w2), wi # wr} = 0

Proof. By contradiction. Let {wiws € T* | (S1,52) =7 (Wi, w2), w1 # w2} # 0.
Then, there have to exist two different strings, w; = h(a;)h(ay) - - - h(a,) and wy =
h(b1)h(by) - - - h(by), such that (S1, S2) =7 (Wi, w2).

I. Assume that a; = b;, foralli = 1,...,n. Then, w; = h(a))h(az)---h(a,) =
h(b1)h(by) - - - h(b,) = wa, which contradicts w; # w,.

I1. Assume that there exists some k < n such that a; # by. Then, there exists a
derivation of the form

(81,82) =r (a1x1,aryr)
=r (h(ar)x1, h(a)y1)
=r (h(a1)axz, h(ar)azys)
=r (h(a)h(az)xz, h(a1)h(az)y2)
=r (hMa)h(a) - - - h(ag—1)xk—1, h(ar)h(az) - - - h(ax—1)yr—1)
Then, there has to exist a derivation

(X1, Yk—1) =1 (@, biyr)

where @, # by. By the definition of Q, there has to be (p, r) € Q such that

sym (rhs(p), 1) = sym (rhs(r), 1)
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Therefore, the next derivation has to be of the form

(X1, Yk—1) =1 (@xe, biye)

where a; = by, which is a contradiction. Therefore, Claim 12.2.16 holds. O
Claims 12.2.15 and 12.2.16 imply that Theorem 12.2.14 holds. O

Theorem 12.2.17. For any recursively enumerable language L over an alphabet T,
there exists a 2-LMGR, I' = (G, G, Q), such that Lyio,(I") = L.

Proof. By Theorem 12.2.14, for every recursively enumerable language L over an
alphabet 7', there exits a 2-LMGR

I = (V1i.T.P1.5). (V2. T. P2.$,). Q)
such that
weT*|(51.5) =5 ww)} =L
and
{wiwy € T* | (51, 82) =T (Wi, w2).wi # wa} =0
Let I' = I'. Then,

LM,»,,,,(F) = {W | (S],Sz) :>}k~ (Wl,Wz),Wi eT*, fori=1,2,
w € {wi,wy}}
={w|(S1,8) =T w,w)U{w| (51.52) =T (Wi, wa),
w; € T*, fori=1,2,w € {w,wy},w; # wy}
={w|(S1,8) =7 ww)}uo
={w|(S1,8) =T (w,w)}
=L

Therefore, Theorem 12.2.17 holds. O

Theorem 12.2.18. For any recursively enumerable language L over an alphabet T,
there exists a 2-LMGR, I' = (Gy, G», Q), such that Lg.(I") = L.

Proof. By Theorem 12.2.14, for every recursively enumerable language L over an
alphabet 7', there exits a 2-LMGR

I =(Vi.T.P1.S1). (V2. T. P2.55). Q)
such that

weT" | (51.5) =7 ww)} =L
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and
{W1W2 eT*|(51,5) :}; (w1, wa), w1 # Wz} =0
Let I' = I'. Then,

L (') = {w1 | (51, 82) =7 (wi,wa),w; € T*, fori = 1,2}
={w|(51,82) =T wW.w)} U{w | (51,82) =T (Wi, wa),
w; € T*, fori = 1,2,W1 7é Wz}
={Wwl[(S1,8) =7 (w,w)} Ul
wl(S1,82) =T (w,w)}
=L

Therefore, Theorem 12.2.18 holds. O

Theorem 12.2.19. For any recursively enumerable language L over an alphabet T,
there exists a 2-LMGR, I' = (Gy, G, Q), such that Loy (I") = L.

Proof. By Theorem 12.2.14, we have that for every recursively enumerable lan-
guage L over an alphabet 7', there exits a 2-LMGR

= ((Vi. TPy, 81, (V2. T, P2,52). Q)
such that
weT" | (51.5) =7 ww)} =L
and
{W1W2 eT*|(51,5) :>’1'i (Wi, wa), wy # Wz} -0
Let Gy = (Vi, T, P1, $1) and Gy = (V,, @, P, S5), where P, = {A — g(x) | A —

x € P}, where g is a homomorphism from V' to Ny defined as g(X) = X, for all
X € Ny, and g(a) = ¢, forall @ € T. We prove that L.,,.(I") = L.

I. We prove that L C L.,,(I"). Let w € L. Then, there exists a derivation of the
form

(S1.82) =T (w.w)
Thus, there exist a derivation of the form
(S1.82) =T (w.g(w))
Since g(a) = ¢, foralla € T, g(w) = ¢, forall w € T*. Thus,
(S1,82) =7 (w,¢)

Hence, we = wandw € L.op ().
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II. We prove that L.,,.(I") € L. Let w € L. Then, there exists a derivation of the
form

(51,82) =T (w, &)

because L(G2) = {¢}. Since g(x) = ¢ in I', for all x € T*, there is a derivation
of the form

(51, 82) :>}k~ (w,x)
where x is any string. Theorem 12.2.14 implies that x = w. Thus,
(81, 5,) :>>;~ (w,w)

Hence, w € L.
By I. and II., Theorem 12.2.19 holds. O
We close this section by suggesting the next open problem area.

Open Problem 12.2.20. By analogy with leftmost n-generative nonterminal-syn-
chronized grammar systems, discussed in this section, introduce n-generative non-
terminal-synchronized grammar systems and study their generative power.



Part V
Modern Language Models Applied
to Computation

This part, consisting of Chaps. 13 through 15, discusses computational applications
of modern language models studied earlier in the book. Chapter 13 covers these
applications and their perspectives in computer science from a rather general
standpoint. Then, more specifically, Chaps. 14 and 15 describe many applications
in computational linguistics and computational biology, respectively. Both chapters
contain several case studies of real-world applications described in detail.



Chapter 13
Applications and Their Perspectives in General

This chapter makes several general remarks about computational applications of
modern language models covered earlier in this book. It also discusses their
application perspectives in computer science in the near future.

As we know by now, however, all these models represent an enormously large
variety of grammars and automata. Therefore, we narrow our attention only to some
of them. Specifically, we choose regulated grammars (see Chap. 3), scattered context
grammars (see Sect. 4.1), grammar systems (see Sect. 12), and regulated pushdown
automata (see Chap. 7) for this purpose. Regarding the computer science application
areas, we focus our principle attention on two areas—computational linguistics and
computational biology.

13.1 General Comments on Applications in Computational
Linguistics

In terms of English syntax, grammatical regulation can specify a number of relations
between individual syntax-related elements of sentences in natural languages. For
instance, relative clauses are introduced by who or which depending on the subject
of the main clause. If the subject in the main clause is a person, the relative clause is
introduced by who; otherwise, it starts by which. We encourage the reader to design
aregulated grammar that describes this dependency (consult [HPOS5]).

In other natural languages, there exist syntax relations that can be elegantly
handled by regulated grammars, too. To illustrate, in Spanish, all adjectives inflect
according to gender of the noun they characterize. Both the noun and the adjective
may appear at different parts of a sentence, which makes their syntactical depen-
dency difficult to capture by classical grammars; obviously, regulated grammars,
discussed in Chap. 3, can describe this dependency in a more elegant and simple
way. As a result, parsing is expected as their principle application field.
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Ordinary parsers represent crucially important components of translators, and
they are traditionally underlined by ordinary context-free grammars. As their
name indicates, regulated parsers are based upon regulated context-free grammars.
Considering their advantages, including properties (I) through (IV) listed next, it
comes as no surprise that they become increasingly popular in modern design of
language translators.

(I) Regulated parsers work in a faster way than classical parsers do. Indeed,
ordinary parsers control their parsing process so they consult their parsing
tables during every single step. As opposed to this exhaustively busy approach,
in regulated parsers, regulated grammatical mechanisms take control over
the parsing process to a large extent; only during very few pre-determined
steps, they consult their parsing tables to decide how to continue the parsing
process under the guidance of regulating mechanism. Such a reduction of
communication with the parsing tables obviously results into a significant
acceleration of the parsing process as a whole.

(II) Regulated context-free grammars are much stronger than ordinary context-
free grammars. Accordingly, parsers based upon regulated grammars are more
powerful than their ordinary versions. As an important practical consequence,
they can parse syntactical structures that cannot be parsed by ordinary parsers.

(III) Regulated parsers make use of their regulation mechanisms to perform their
parsing process in a deterministic way.

(IV) Compared to ordinary parsers, regulated parsers are often written more
succinctly and, therefore, readably as follows from reduction-related results
concerning the number of their components, such as nonterminals and rules,
achieved earlier in this book (see Sects. 3.1.4, 3.1.6, 4.1.4, 42.2, 42.3,
and 4.2.4).

From a general point of view, some fundamental parts of translators, such as
syntax-directed translators, run within the translation process under the parser-
based regulation. Furthermore, through their symbol tables, parsers also regulate
exchanging various pieces of information between their components, further divided
into several subcomponents. Indeed, some parts of modern translators may be
further divided into various subparts, which are run in a regulated way, and within
these subparts, a similar regulation can be applied again, and so on. As a matter
of fact, syntax-directed translation is frequently divided into two parts, which work
concurrently. One part is guided by a precedence parser that works with expressions
and conditions while the other part is guided by a predictive parser that processes
the general program flow. In addition, both parts are sometimes further divided
into several subprocesses or threads. Of course, this two-parser design of syntax-
directed translation requires an appropriate regulation of translation as a whole.
Indeed, prior to this syntax-directed translation, a pre-parsing decomposition of
the tokenized source program separates the syntax constructs for both parsers. On
the other hand, after the syntax-directed translation based upon the two parsers
is successfully completed, all the produced fragments of the intermediate code
are carefully composed together so the resulting intermediate code is functionally
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equivalent to the source program. Of course, handling translation like this requires
a proper regulation of all these translation subphases.

To give one more example in terms of modern translator design, various
optimization methods are frequently applied to the generation of the resulting target
code to speed the code up as much as possible. This way of code generation may
result from an explicit requirement in the source program. More often, however,
modern translators themselves recognize that a generation like this is appropriate
within the given computer framework, so they generate the effective target code to
speed up its subsequent execution. Whatever they do, however, they always have
to guarantee that the generated target code is functionally equivalent to the source
program. Clearly, this design of translators necessitates an extremely careful control
over all the optimization routines involved, and this complicated control has to be
based upon a well developed theory of computational regulation. Within formal
language theory, which has always provided translation techniques with their formal
models, this control can be accomplished by regulated grammars, which naturally
and elegantly formalize computational regulation.

Apart from description, specification, and transformation of language syntax,
regulated grammars can be applied to other linguistically oriented fields, such as
morphology (see [Bau03, AF04]).

13.2 General Comments on Applications in Computational
Biology

Because the grammar-based information processing fulfills a crucially important
role in biology as a whole, it is literally impossible to cover all these applications
in this scientific filed. Therefore, we restrict our attention only to microbiology,
which also makes use of the systematically developed knowledge concerning
these grammars significantly. Even more specifically, we narrow our attention to
molecular genetics (see [SR10, WBB107, Rus09]). A solidly developed control of
information processing is central to this scientific field although it approaches this
processing in a specific way. Indeed, genetically oriented studies usually investigate
how to prescribe the modification of several symbols within strings that represent
a molecular organism. To illustrate a modification like this, consider a typical
molecular organism consisting of several groups of molecules; for instance, take
any organism consisting of several parts that slightly differ in behavior of DNA
molecules made by specific sets of enzymes. During their development, these
groups of molecules communicate with each other, and this communication usually
influences the future behavior of the whole organism. A simulation of such an
organism might be formally based upon regulated grammars, which can control
these changes at various places. Consequently, genetic dependencies of this kind
represent another challenging application area of regulated grammars in the future.
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To sketch the applicability of regulated grammars in this scientific area in a
greater detail, consider forbidding grammars, studied earlier in Sect. 3.1.4. These
grammars can formally and elegantly simulate processing information in molecular
genetics, including information concerning macromolecules, such as DNA, RNA,
and polypeptides. For instance, consider an organism consisting of DNA molecules
made by enzymes. It is a common phenomenon that a molecule m made by a specific
enzyme can be modified unless molecules made by some other enzymes occur either
to the left or to the right of m in the organism. Consider a string w that formalizes
this organism so every molecule is represented by a symbol. As obvious, to simulate
a change of the symbol a that represents m requires forbidding occurrences of some
symbols that either precede or follow a in w. As obvious, forbidding grammars can
provide a string-changing formalism that can capture this forbidding requirement
in a very succinct and elegant way. To put it more generally, forbidding grammars
can simulate the behavior of molecular organisms in a rigorous and uniform way.
Application-oriented topics like this obviously represent a future investigation area
concerning forbidding grammars.

In the near future, highly regulated information processing is expected to
intensify rapidly and significantly. Indeed, to take advantage of highly effective
parallel and mutually connected computers as much as possible, a modern software
product simultaneously run several processes, each of which gather, analyze and
modify various elements occurring within information of an enormous size, largely
spread and constantly growing across the virtually endless and limitless computer
environment. During a single computational step, a particular running process
selects a finite set of mutually related information elements, from which it produces
new information as a whole and, thereby, completes the step. In many respects, the
newly created information affects the way the process performs the next computa-
tional step, and from a more broadly perspective, it may also significantly change the
way by which the other processes work as well. Clearly, a product conceptualized
in this modern way requires a very sophisticated regulation of its computation
performed within a single process as well as across all the processes involved.

As already explained in “Preface” section, computer science urgently needs to
express regulated computation by appropriate mathematical models in order to
express its fundamentals rigorously. Traditionally, formal language theory provides
computer science with various automata and grammars as formal models of this
kind. However, classical automata and grammars, such as ordinary finite automata
or context-free grammars, represent unregulated formal models because they were
introduced several decades ago when hardly any highly regulated computation
based upon parallelism and distribution occurred in computer science. As an
inescapable consequence, these automata and grammars fail to adequately formalize
highly regulated computation. Consequently, so far, most theoretically oriented
computer science areas whose investigation involve this computation simplify
their investigation so they reduce their study to quite specific areas in which
they work with various ad-hoc simplified models without any attempt to formally
describe highly regulated computation generally and systematically. In this sense,
theoretical computer science based upon unregulated formal models is endangered
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by approaching computation in an improper way, which does not reflect the expected
regulated computation in the future at all. Simply put, rather than shed some light
on fundamental ideas of this processing, this approach produces little or no relevant
results concerning future computation.

Taking into account this unsatisfactory and dangerous situation occurring in the
very heart of computational theory, the present book has paid an explicit attention
to modifying automata and grammars so they work in a regulated way. As a result
of this modification, the resulting regulated versions of grammars and automata can
properly and adequately underlie a systematized theory concerning general ideas
behind future regulated information processing. Out of all these regulated grammars
and automata, we next select three types and demonstrate the way they can
appropriately act as formal models of regulated computation. Namely, we choose

(1) scattered context grammars (see Sect. 4.1);
(2) grammar systems (see Chap. 12);
(3) regulated pushdown automata (see Sect. 7.2.2).

(1) In general, the heart of every grammar consists of a finite set of rules,
according to which the grammar derives sentences. The collection of all sentences
derived by these rules forms the language generated by the grammar. Most classical
grammars perform their derivation steps in a strictly sequential way. To illustrate,
context-free grammars work in this way because they rewrite a single symbol of
the sentential form during every single derivation step (see [Med00a, Sal73, Har78,
Woo87, RS97a)).

As opposed to strictly sequential grammars, the notion of a scattered context
grammar is based upon finitely many sequences of context-free rules that are simul-
taneously applied during a single derivation step. Beginning from its start symbol,
the derivation process, consisting of a sequence of derivation steps, successfully
ends when the derived strings contain only terminal symbols. A terminal word
derived in this successful way is included into the language of this grammar,
which contains all strings derived in this way. As obvious, this way of rewriting
makes scattered context grammars relevant to regulated information processing as
illustrated next in terms of computational linguistics.

Consider several texts such that (a) they all are written in different natural
languages, but (b) they correspond to the same syntactical structure, such as the
structure of basic clauses. With respect to (b), these texts are obviously closely
related, yet we do not tend to compose them into a single piece of information
because of (a). Suppose that a multilingual processor simultaneously modifies
all these texts in their own languages so all the modified texts again correspond
to the same syntactical structure, such as a modification of basic clauses to the
corresponding interrogative clauses; for instance, I said that would be changed to
Did I say that? in English. At this point, a processor like this needs to regulate
its computation across all these modified texts in mutually different languages. As
obvious, taking advantage of their simultaneous way of rewriting, scattered context
grammars can handle changes of this kind while ordinary unregulated context-free
grammars cannot.
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(2) Classical grammar systems combine several grammars (see [CVDKP94]).
All the involved grammars cooperate according to some protocol during their
derivations. Admittedly, compared to isolated grammars, these grammar systems
show several significant advantages, including an increase of the generative power
and, simultaneously, a decrease of their descriptional complexity. In essence, the
classical grammar systems can be classified into cooperating distributed (CD) and
parallel communicating (PC) grammar systems (see [CVDKP94]). CD grammar
systems work in a sequential way. Indeed, all the grammars that form components
of these systems have a common sentential form, and every derivation step is per-
formed by one of these grammars. A cooperation protocol dictates the way by which
the grammars cooperate. For instance, one grammar performs precisely k derivation
steps, then another grammar works in this way, and so on, for a positive integer k. In
addition, some stop conditions are given to determine when the grammar systems
become inactive and produce their sentences. For example, a stop condition of this
kind says that no grammar of the system can make another derivation step. Many
other cooperating protocols and stop conditions are considered in the literature
(see [CVDKP94] and Chapter 4 in [RS97b] for an overview). As opposed to a CD
grammar system, a PC grammar system works in parallel. The PC grammatical
components have their own sentential forms, and every derivation step is performed
by each of the components with its sentential form. A cooperation protocol is
based on a communication between the components through query symbols. More
precisely, by generating these query symbols, a component specifies where to
insert the sentential form produced by another component. Nevertheless, even PC
grammar systems cannot control their computation across all their grammatical
components simultaneously and globally.

Multigenerative grammars, discussed in Chap. 12, are based upon classical
grammar systems, sketched above, because they also involve several grammatical
components. However, these multigenerative versions can control their computation
across all these components by finitely many sequences of nonterminals or rules
while their ordinary counterparts cannot. As illustrated next, since the ordinary
grammar systems cannot control information processing across all the grammatical
components, they may be inapplicable under some circumstances while multigen-
erative grammar systems are applicable.

Consider regulated information processing concerning digital images. Suppose
that the processor composes and transforms several fragments of these images into
a single image according to its translation rules. For instance, from several digital
images that specify various parts of a face, the processor produces a complete digital
image of the face. Alternatively, from a huge collection of files containing various
image data, the translator selects a set of images satisfying some prescribed criteria
and composes them into a single image-data file. Of course, the processor makes
a multi-composition like this according to some compositional rules. As obvious, a
proper composition-producing process like this necessities a careful regulation of all
the simultaneously applied rules, which can be elegantly accomplished by regulated
grammar systems that control their computation by sequences of rules. On the other
hand, a regulation like this is hardly realizable based upon unregulated grammar
systems, which lack any rule-controlling mechanism.



13.2  General Comments on Applications in Computational Biology 473

(3) Classical pushdown automata work by making moves during which they
change states (see [Med00a, Sal73, Har78, Woo87, RS97a]). As a result, this state
mechanism is the only way by which they can control their computation. In practice,
however, their applications may require a more sophisticated regulation, which
cannot be accomplished by state control. Frequently, however, the regulated versions
of pushdown automata (see Sect. 7.2.2) can handle computational tasks like this by
their control languages, so under these circumstance, they can act as appropriate
computational models while their unregulated counterparts cannot as illustrated next
in terms of parsing.

Consider a collection of files, each of which contains a portion of a source
program that should be parsed as a whole by a syntax analyzer, underlined by a
pushdown automaton. By using a simple control language, we can prescribe the
order in which the syntax analyzer should properly compose all these fragmented
pieces of code stored in several different files, after which the entire code composed
in this way is parsed. As obvious, we cannot prescribe any global composition like
this over the collection of files by using any classical pushdown automata, which
does not regulate its computation by any control language.

To summarize this chapter, regulated grammars and automata represent appro-
priate formal models of highly regulated computation, which is likely to fulfill a
central role in computer science as a whole in the near future. As such, from a
theoretical perspective, they will allow us to express the theoretical fundamentals of
this computation rigorously and systematically. From a more pragmatic perspective,
based upon them, computer science can create a well-designed methodology con-
cerning regulated information processing. Simply put, as their main perspective in
near future, regulated grammars and automata allow us to create (a) a systematized
body of knowledge representing an in-depth theory of highly regulated computation
and (b) a sophisticated methodology concerning regulated information processing,
based upon this computation.



Chapter 14
Applications in Computational Linguistics

This chapter gives several specific case studies concerning linguistics. Specifically,
it demonstrates applications of scattered context grammars in this scientific field. It
concentrates its attention to many complicated English syntactical structures and
demonstrates how scattered context grammars allow us to explore them clearly,
elegantly, and precisely.

Clearly, scattered context grammars are useful to every linguistic field that
formalizes its results by strings in which there exist some scattered context
dependencies spread over the strings. Since numerous linguistic areas, ranging
from discourse analysis, through psycholinguistics up to neurolinguistics, formalize
and study their results by using strings involving dependencies of this kind,
describing applications of scattered context grammars in all these areas would
be unbearably sketchy and, therefore, didactically inappropriate. Instead of an
encyclopedic approach like this, we narrow our attention to the investigation of
English syntax (see [Bak95, HP0S]), which describes the rules concerning how
words relate to each other in order to form well-formed grammatical English
sentences. We have selected syntax of this language because the reader is surely
familiar with English very well. Nevertheless, analogical ideas can be applied to
members of other language families, including Indo-European, Sino-Tibetan, Niger-
Congo, Afro-Asiatic, Altaic, and Japonic families of languages. We explore several
common linguistic phenomena involving scattered context in English syntax and
explain how to express these phenomena by scattered context grammars.

However, even within the linguistics concerning English syntax, we cannot be
exhaustive in any way. Rather, we consider only selected topics concerning English
syntax and demonstrate how scattered context grammars allow us to explore them
clearly, elegantly, and precisely. Compared to the previous parts of this book,
which are written in a strictly mathematical way, we discuss and describe scattered
context grammars less formally here because we are interested in demonstrating
real applications rather than theoretical properties. Specifically, we primarily use
scattered context grammars to transform and, simultaneously, verify that the English
sentences under discussion are grammatical.

© Springer International Publishing AG 2017 475
A. Meduna, O. Soukup, Modern Language Models and Computation,
DOI 10.1007/978-3-319-63100-4_14



476 14 Applications in Computational Linguistics

The present section consists of Sects. 14.1, 14.2, and 14.3. Section 14.1 connects
the theoretically oriented discussion of scattered context grammars given earlier in
this book and the pragmatically oriented discussion of these grammars applied to
English syntax in the present section. Then, Sect. 14.2 modifies scattered context
grammars to their transformational versions, which are easy to apply to syntax-
related modifications of sentences. Most importantly, Sect. 14.3 describes English
syntax and its transformations by methods based upon the transformational versions
of scattered context grammars.

14.1 Syntax and Related Linguistic Terminology

In the linguistic study concerning English syntax, we discuss and describe the
principles and rules according to which we correctly construct and transform
grammatical English sentences. To give an insight into the discussion of English
syntax, we open this section by some simple examples that illustrate how we
connect the theoretically oriented discussion of scattered context grammars with
the application-oriented discussion of English syntax. Then, we introduce the basic
terminology used in syntax-oriented linguistics.

14.1.1 Introduction

Observe that many common English sentences contain expressions and words that
mutually depend on each other although they are not adjacent to each other in the
sentences. For example, consider this sentence

He usually goes to work early.
The subject (he) and the predicator (goes) are related; sentences

x«He usually go to work early.
and

*I usually goes to work early.
are ungrammatical because the form of the predicator depends on the form of the
subject, according to which the combinations *he. .. go and *I... goes are illegal
(throughout this section, * denotes ungrammatical sentences or their parts). Clearly,
any change of the subject implies the corresponding change of the predicator as
well. Linguistic dependencies of this kind can be easily and elegantly captured

by scattered context grammars. Let us construct a scattered context grammar that
contains this rule
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(He, goes) — (We, go)

This rule checks whether the subject is the pronoun #e and whether the verb go is in
third person singular. If the sentence satisfies this property, it can be transformed to
the grammatically correct sentence

We usually go to work early.

Observe that the related words may occur far away from each other in the sentence
in question. In the above example, the word usually occurs between the subject and
the predicator. While it is fairly easy to use context-sensitive grammars to model
context dependencies where only one word occurs between the related words, note
that the number of the words appearing between the subject and the predicator can
be virtually unlimited. We can say

He almost regularly goes to work early.
but also
He usually, but not always, goes to work early.

and many more grammatical sentences like this. To model these context depen-
dencies by ordinary context-sensitive grammars, many auxiliary rules have to be
introduced to send the information concerning the form of a word to another word,
which may occur at the opposite end of the sentence. As opposed to this awkward
and tedious description, the single scattered context rule above is needed to perform
the same job regardless of the number of the words appearing between the subject
and the predicator.

We next give another example that illustrates the advantage of scattered context
grammars over classical context-sensitive grammars under some circumstances.
Consider these two sentences

John recommended it.
and
Did John recommend it?
There exists a relation between the basic clause and its interrogative counterpart.
Indeed, we obtain the second, interrogative clause by adding did in front of John
and by changing recommended to recommend while keeping the rest of the sentence

unchanged. In terms of scattered context grammars, this transformation can be
described by the scattered context rule
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(John, recommended) — (Did John, recommend)

Clearly, when applied to the first sentence, this rule performs exactly the same
transformation as we have just described. Although this transformation is possible
by using an ordinary context rule, the inverse transformation is much more difficult
to achieve. The inverse transformation can be performed by a scattered context rule

(Did, recommend) — (&, recommended)

Obviously, by erasing did and changing recommend to recommended, we obtain the
first sentence from the second one. Again, instead of John the subject may consist
of a noun phrase containing several words, which makes it difficult to capture this
context dependency by ordinary context-sensitive grammars.

Considering the examples above, the advantage of scattered context grammars
is more than obvious: scattered context grammars allow us to change only some
words during the transformation while keeping the others unchanged. On the other
hand, context-sensitive grammars are inconvenient to perform transformations of
this kind. A typical context-sensitive grammar that performs this job usually needs
many more context-sensitive rules by which it repeatedly traverses the transformed
sentence in question just to change very few context dependent words broadly
spread across the sentence.

14.1.2 Terminology

Taking into account the intuitive insight given above, we see that there are structural
rules and regularities underlying syntactically well-formed English sentences and
their transformations. Although we have already used some common linguistic
notions, such as subject or predicator, we now introduce this elementary linguistic
terminology more systematically so we can express these English sentences in terms
of their syntactic structure in a more exact and general way. However, we restrict
this introduction only to the very basic linguistic notions, most of which are taken
from [HPO2, HPOS].

Throughout the rest of this section, we narrow our discussion primarily to verbs
and personal pronouns, whose proper use depends on the context in which they
occur. For instance, is, are, was, and been are different forms of the same verb
be, and their proper use depends on the context in which they appear. We say
that words in these categories inflect and call this property inflection. Verbs and
personal pronouns often represent the key elements of a clause—the subject and the
predicate. In simple clauses like

She loves him.
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we can understand the notion of the subject and the predicate so that some
information is “predicated of” the subject (she) by the predicate (loves him). In
more complicated clauses, the best way to determine the subject and the predicate
is the examination of their syntactic properties (see [HP02] for more details). The
predicate is formed by a verb phrase—the most important word of this phrase is the
verb, also known as the predicator. In some verb phrases, there occur several verbs.
For example, in the sentence

He has been working for hours.

the verb phrase contains three verbs—has, been, and working. The predicator is,
however, always the first verb of a verb phrase (has in the above example). In
this study, we focus on the most elementary clauses—canonical clauses. In these
clauses, the subject always precedes the predicate, and these clauses are positive,
declarative, and without subordinate or coordinate clauses.

Next, we describe the basic categorization of verbs and personal pronouns, and
further characterize their inflectional forms in a greater detail.

14.1.3 Verbs

We distinguish several kinds of verbs based upon their grammatical properties. The
set of all verbs is divided into two subsets—the set of auxiliary verbs, and the set
of lexical verbs. Further, the set of auxiliary verbs consists of modal verbs and non-
modal verbs. The set of modal verbs includes the following verbs—can, may, must,
will, shall, ought, need, dare; the verbs be, have, and do are non-modal. All the
remaining verbs are lexical. In reality, the above defined classes overlap in certain
situations; for example, there are sentences, where do appears as an auxiliary verb,
and in different situations, do behaves as a lexical verb. For simplicity, we do not
take into account these special cases in what follows.

Inflectional forms of verbs are called paradigms. In English, every verb, except
for the verb be, may appear in each of the six paradigms described in Table 14.1
(see [HPO2]). Verbs in primary form may occur as the only verb in a clause and
form the head of its verb phrase (predicator); on the other hand, verbs in secondary
form have to be accompanied by a verb in primary form.

The verb be has nine paradigms in its neutral form. All primary forms have, in
addition, their negative contracted counterparts. Compared to other verbs, there is
one more verb paradigm called irrealis. The irrealis form were (and weren’t) is used
in sentences of an unrealistic nature, such as

I wish I were rich.

All these paradigms are presented in Table 14.2.
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Form
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you
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Table 14.1 Paradigms of English verbs

Paradigm
Present

Preterite

Plain form
Gerund-participle
Past participle

Person Example

3rd sg She walks home.

Other They walk home.
She walked home.
They should walk home.
She is walking home.

She has walked home.

Table 14.2 Paradigms of the verb be

Paradigm

Present

Preterite

Irrealis

Plain form
Gerund-participle
Past participle

Person Neutral Negative
Ist sg am aren’t
3rd sg is isn’t
other are aren’t
Ist sg, 3rd sg was wasn’t
other were weren’t
Ist sg, 3rd sg were weren’t

be -

being -

been -

Table 14.3 Personal pronouns

Accusative

you
him
her

us
you

them

Genitive

Dependent Independent Reflexive
my mine myself
your yours yourself
his his himself
her hers herself

its its itself

our ours ourselves
your yours yourselves
their theirs themselves

14.1.4 Personal Pronouns

Personal pronouns exhibit a great amount of inflectional variation as well. Table 14.3
summarizes all their inflectional forms. The most important for us is the class of
pronouns in nominative because these pronouns often appear as the subject of a

clause.
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14.2 Transformational Scattered Context Grammars

As we have already mentioned, we primarily apply scattered context grammars to
transform grammatical English sentences to other grammatical English sentences.
To do so, we next slightly modify scattered context grammars so they start
their derivations from a language rather than a single start symbol. Even more
importantly, these grammars define transformations of languages, not just their
generation.

Definition 14.2.1. A transformational scattered context grammar is a quadruple
G=(V.T.P,I)

where

* Vs the total vocabulary;

* T C Vis the set of terminals (or the output vocabulary);
e P is a finite set of scattered context rules;

» [ C Vis the input vocabulary.

The derivation step is defined as in scattered context grammars (see Defini-
tion 4.1.1). The transformation t that G defines from K C I* is denoted by t(G, K)
and defined as

©(G.K) ={(x.y) | x =5 y.x €K,y e T*}

If (x,y) € (G, K), we say that x is transformed to y by G; x and y are called the
input and the output sentence, respectively. O

As already pointed out, while scattered context grammars generate strings,
transformational scattered context grammars translate them. In a sense, however,
the language generated by any scattered context grammar G = (V, T, P, S) can be
expressed by using a transformational scattered context grammar H = (V, T, P,
{S}) as well. Observe that

L(G) = |y (5. € (H.15))}

Before we make use of transformational scattered context grammars in terms of
English syntax in the next section, we give two examples to demonstrate a close
relation of these grammars to the theoretically oriented studies given previously in
this book. To link the theoretical discussions given earlier in this book to the present
section, the first example presents a transformational scattered context grammar
that works with purely abstract languages. In the second example, we discuss a
transformational scattered context grammar that is somewhat more linguistically
oriented.
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Example 14.2.2. Define the transformational scattered context grammar

G=(V.T.P,I)
where V. ={A,B,C,a,b,c}, T = {a,b,c},I = {A, B, C}, and
P ={(A.B.C) — (a,bb,c)}
For example, for the input sentence AABBCC,
AABBCC =, aABbbcC = ; aabbbbcc

Therefore, the input sentence AABBCC € I* is transformed to the output sentence
aabbbbcc € T*, and

(AABBCC, aabbbbcc) € (G, IY)
If we restrict the input sentences to the language L = {A"B"C" | n > 1}, we get
©(G,L) = {(A"B"C",a"b™'c") | n > 1}
so every A"B"C", where n > 1, is transformed to arb¥cn. O

In the following example, we modify strings consisting of English letters by
a transformational scattered context grammar, and in this way, we relate these
grammars to lexically oriented linguistics—that is, the area of linguistics that
concentrates its study on vocabulary analysis and dictionary design.

Example 14.2.3. We demonstrate how to lexicographically order alphabetic strings
and, simultaneously, convert them from their uppercase versions to lowercase
versions. More specifically, we describe a transformational scattered context gram-
mar G that takes any alphabetic strings that consist of English uppercase letters
enclosed in angle brackets, lexicographically orders the letters, and converts them
to the corresponding lowercases. For instance, G transforms (XXUY) to uxxy.

More precisely, let J and T be alphabets of English uppercases and English
lowercases, respectively. Let < denote the lexical order over J; thatis, A < B <

- < Z. Furthermore, let & be the function that maps the uppercases to the
corresponding lowercases; that is, h(A) = a, h(B) = b, ..., h(Z) = z. Let i denote
the inverse of h, so i(a) = A, i(b) = B, ..., i(z) = Z.Let N = {a | a € T}. We
define the transformational scattered context grammar

G=(V.T,P,I)

where T is defined as above, I = J U {(, )}, V =1IUNUT, and P is constructed as
follows:

(1) foreach A, B €I, where A < B, add (B,A) — (A,B) to P;
(2) foreacha € T,add (() — (a) to P;
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(3) foreacha € Tand A € J, where i(a) = A, add (a,A) — (a,a) to P;
(4) foreacha, b € T, where i(a) < i(b), add (a) — (b) to P;
(5) foreacha € T, add (Ez, )) — (g,8) to P.

Set K = {(}J*{)}. For instance, G transforms (ORDER) € K to deorr € T* as

(ORDER) = (OEDRR) = (DEORR)
=, dDEORR) = ddEORR) = ; d¢EORR) = de¢ORR)
= de0ORR) = deoOoRR) = deo?RR) = deoriR)
= deorrt)y = deorr

so ((ORDER),deorr) € t(G,K). Clearly, G can make the same transformation
in many more ways; on the other hand, notice that the set of all transformations
of (ORDER) to deorr is finite.

More formally, we claim that G transforms every string (A;...A,) € K
to by...b, € T*, for some n > 0, so that i(b;) ... i(b,) represents a permutation
of Aj...Ap,and forall 1 < j < n—1,ib) < i(bjy1) (the case whenn = 0
means that A;... A, = b;...b, = ¢). To see why this claim holds, notice that
T N1 = @, so every successful transformation of a string from K to a string
from 7% is performed so that all symbols are rewritten during the computation.
By rules introduced in (1), G lexicographically orders the input uppercases. By a
rule of the form (() — (@) introduced in (2), G changes the leftmost symbol { to a.
By rules introduced in (3) and (4), G verifies that the alphabetic string is properly
ordered and, simultaneously, converts its uppercase symbols into the corresponding
lowercases in a strictly left-to-right one-by-one way. Observe that a rule introduced
in (2) is applied precisely once during every successful transformation because
the left-to-right conversion necessities its application, and on the other hand, no
rule can produce (. By a rule from (5), G completes the transformation; notice
that if this completion is performed prematurely with some uppercases left, the
transformation is necessary unsuccessful because the uppercases cannot be turned to
the corresponding lowercases. Based upon these observations, it should be obvious
that G performs the desired transformation. O

Having illustrated the lexically oriented application, we devote the next section
solely to the applications of transformational scattered context grammars in English
syntax.

14.3 Scattered Context in English Syntax

In this section, we apply transformational scattered context grammars to English
syntax. Before opening this topic, let us make an assumption regarding the set of
all English words. We assume that this set, denoted by 7, is finite and fixed. From
a practical point of view, this is obviously a reasonable assumption because we all
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commonly use a finite and fixed vocabulary of words in everyday English (purely
hypothetically, however, this may not be the case as illustrated by the study that
closes this section). Next, we subdivide this set into subsets with respect to the
classification of verbs and pronouns described in Sect. 14.1:

* T is the set of all words including all their inflectional forms;

* Tyws C T is the set of all verbs including all their inflectional forms;

* Tyaux C Tymws is the set of all auxiliary verbs including all their inflectional forms;
* Typlain C Tyrps i the set of all verbs in plain form;

* Topron C T is the set of all personal pronouns in nominative.

To describe all possible paradigms of a verb v € Tyyin, We use the following
notation

* Tymira (V) is the verb v in third person singular present;
* Tvpres(V) is the verb v in present (other than third person singular);
* Tvpret (V) is the verb v in preterite.

There are several conventions we use throughout this section in order to simplify
the presented case studies, given next.

* We do not take into account capitalization and punctuation. Therefore, according
to this convention,

He is your best friend.
and
he is your best friend

are equivalent.

* To make the following studies as simple and readable as possible, we expect
every input sentence to be a canonical clause. In some examples, however, we
make slight exceptions to this rule; for instance, sometimes we permit the input
sentence to be negative. The first example and the last example also demonstrate
a simple type of coordinated canonical clauses.

* The input vocabulary is the set / = {(x) | x € T}, where T is the set of
all English words as stated above. As a result, every transformational scattered
context grammar in this section takes an input sentence over / and transforms
it to an output sentence over 7. For instance, in the case of the declarative-to-
interrogative transformation,

(he) (is) (your) (best) {friend)
is transformed to

is he your best friend
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As we have already mentioned, we omit punctuation and capitalization, so the
above sentence corresponds to

Is he your best friend?

Next, we give several studies that describe how to transform various kinds of
grammatical sentences to other grammatical sentences by using transformational
scattered context grammars.

14.3.1 Clauses with neither and nor

The first example shows how to use transformational scattered context grammars to
negate clauses that contain the pair of the words neither and nor, such as

Neither Thomas nor his wife went to the party.

Clearly, the words neither and nor are related, but there is no explicit limit of
the number of the words appearing between them. The following transformational
scattered context grammar G converts the above sentence to

Both Thomas and his wife went to the party.

In fact, the constructed grammar G is general enough to negate every grammatical
clause that contains the pair of the words neither and nor.
SetG = (V,T,P,I),where V =T U I, and P is defined as follows:

P = {((neither), (nor)) — (both, and)}

u {((x)) — (x) | x € T — {neither, nor}}
For example, for the above sentence, the transformation can proceed in this way

(neither) (thomas) (nor) (his) (wife) (went) (to) (the) (party)
= ;both (thomas) and (his) (wife) (went) (to) (the) (party)
= ;both thomas and (his) (wife) (went) (to) (the) (party)
= ;both thomas and his (wife) (went) (to) (the) (party)
= ¢.both thomas and his wife went to the party

The rule

({neither), (nor)) — (both, and)
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replaces neither and nor with both and and, respectively. Every other word (w) € I
is changed to w € T. Therefore, if we denote all possible input sentences, described
in the introduction of this example, by K, t(G, K) represents the set of all negated
sentences from K, and

((neither) (thomas) (nor) (his) (wife) (went) (to) (the) (party),
both thomas and his wife went to the party) € 1(G,K)

14.3.2 Existential Clauses

In English, clauses that indicate an existence are called existential. These clauses
are usually formed by the dummy subject there; for example,

There was a nurse present.

However, this dummy subject is not mandatory in all situations. For instance, the
above example can be rephrased as

A nurse was present.

We construct a transformational scattered context grammar G that converts any
canonical existential clause without the dummy subject there to an equivalent
existential clause with there.

Set G = (V, T, P,I), where V= T UI U {X} (X is a new symbol such that
X ¢ T UI), and P is defined as follows:

Was)) — (there was xX, ¢),
were)) — (there were xX, ) | x € T}

)

), (are)) —> (there are xX, ¢),
)

)

u {(X, x)) > X,x) | x€ T}

For the above sample sentence, we get the following derivation

(a) (nurse) (was) (present)
= sthere was a X (nurse) (present)
= ;there was a X nurse (present)
= ;there was a X nurse present
= ;there was a nurse present
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A rule from the first set has to be applied first because initially there is no symbol X
in the sentential form and all other rules require X to be present in the sentential
form. In our case, the rule

((a), (was)) — (there was a X, ¢)

is applied; the use of other rules from this set depends on what tense is used in
the input sentence and whether the subject is in singular or plural. The rule non-
deterministically selects the first word of the sentence, puts there was in front of it,
and the symbol X behind it; in addition, it erases was in the middle of the sentence.
Next, all words (w) € I are replaced with w € T by rules from the second set.
These rules also verify that the previous non-deterministic selection was made at
the beginning of the sentence; if not, there remains a word (w) € I in front of X that
cannot be rewritten. Finally, the derivation ends by erasing X from the sentential
form.

This form of the derivation implies that if we denote the input existential clauses
described in the introduction of this example by K, (G, K) represents the set of
these clauses with the dummy subject there. As a result,

((a) (nurse) (was) (present), there was a nurse present) € 1(G,K)

14.3.3 Interrogative Clauses

In English, there are two ways of transforming declarative clauses into interrogative
clauses depending on the predicator. If the predicator is an auxiliary verb, the
interrogative clause is formed simply by swapping the subject and the predicator.
For example, we get the interrogative clause

Is he mowing the lawn?
by swapping he, which is the subject, and is, which is the predicator, in

He is mowing the lawn.
On the other hand, if the predicator is a lexical verb, the interrogative clause is
formed by adding the dummy do to the beginning of the declarative clause. The
dummy do has to be of the same paradigm as the predicator in the declarative clause
and the predicator itself is converted to its plain form. For instance,

She usually gets up early.

is a declarative clause with the predicator gets, which is in third person singular,

and the subject she. By inserting do in third person singular to the beginning of the
sentence and converting gets to its plain form, we obtain
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Does she usually get up early?

To simplify the following transformational scattered context grammar G, which
performs this conversion, we assume that the subject is a personal pronoun in
nominative.

Set G = (V, T, P,I), where V= T UI U {X} (X is a new symbol such that
X ¢ T UI), and P is defined as follows:

P= {((p>v (U>) - (Ust) | U € Tyaux.p € Tppron}
U {({p), (mvpret(v))) — (did p, vX),
((p) {7vnira(v))) = (does p, vX),
(<[7>, (ﬂvpres(v») - (dOP’ UX) | DAES Tvplain - Tvamup € Tppron}
U {((x),X) - (x,X),
(X, () = X,y) | x €T — Ty, y € T}
U {(X — (8)}

For sentences whose predicator is an auxiliary verb, the transformation made by G
proceeds as follows:

(he) (is) (mowing) (the) (lawn)
= ;is he X(mowing) (the) (lawn)
= ;is he X mowing (the) (lawn)
= ;is he X mowing the (lawn)
= is he X mowing the lawn
= ;is he mowing the lawn

The derivation starts by the application of a rule from the first set, which swaps the
subject and the predicator, and puts X behind them. Next, rules from the third set
rewrite every word (w) € I tow € T. Finally, X is removed from the sentential form.

The transformation of the sentences in which the predicator is a lexical verb is
more complicated:

(she) (usually) (gets) (up) (early)
= ;does she (usually) get X (up) (early)

= ;does she usually get X (up) (early)
= ;does she usually get X up (early)
= does she usually get X up early
= does she usually get up early
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As the predicator is in third person singular, a rule from

{((P% (”vlhird(vn) — (doesp,vX) |v e Tvplain — Tyaux, P € Tppron}

is applied at the beginning of the derivation. It inserts does to the beginning of the
sentence, converts the predicator gets to its plain form get, and puts X behind it.
Next, rules from

{((0.%) > @) | ¥ € T = T

rewrite every word (w) € I appearing in front of the predicator to w € T. Notice that
they do not rewrite verbs—in this way, the grammar verifies that the first verb in the
sentence was previously selected as the predicator. For instance, in the sentence

He has been working for hours.

has must be selected as the predicator; otherwise, the derivation is unsuccessful.
Finally, the grammar rewrites all words behind X, and erases X in the last step as in
the previous case.

Based on this intuitive explanation, we can see that the set of all input sentences K
described in the introduction of this example is transformed by G to (G, K), which
is the set of all interrogative sentences constructed from K. Therefore,

((he) (is) (mowing) (the) (lawn), is he mowing the lawn) € 7(G,K),
((she) (usually) (gets) (up) (early), does she usually get up early) € 7(G,K)

14.3.4 Question Tags

Question tags are special constructs that are primarily used in spoken language.
They are used at the end of declarative clauses, and we customarily use them to ask
for agreement or confirmation. For instance, in

Your sister is married, isn't she?

isn’t she is a question tag, and we expect an answer stating that she is married. The
polarity of question tags is always opposite to the polarity of the main clause—if the
main clause is positive, the question tag is negative, and vice versa. If the predicator
is an auxiliary verb, the question tag is formed by the same auxiliary verb. For lexical
verbs, the question tag is made by using do as

He plays the violin, doesn’t he?
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There are some special cases that have to be taken into account. First, the verb be
has to be treated separately because it has more paradigms than other verbs and the
question tag for first person singular is irregular:

I am always right, aren't I?

Second, for the verb have, the question tag depends on whether it is used as an
auxiliary verb, or a lexical verb. In the first case, have is used in the question tag as

He has been working hard, hasn't he?
in the latter case, the auxiliary do is used as
They have a dog, don't they?

To explain the basic concepts as simply as possible, we omit the special cases of
the verb have in the following transformational scattered context grammar G, which
supplements a canonical clause with a question tag. For the same reason, we only
sketch its construction and do not mention all the created rules explicitly. In addition,
we suppose that the subject is represented by a personal pronoun.

Set G = (V, T, P,I), where V. = T U I U{X,Y} (X, Y are new symbols such
that X, Y ¢ T U I), and P is defined as follows:

P = {((p). (will), {x)) = (p,will X, Yx won’t p),

((p). (won’t), (x)) = (p,won’t X, Yx will p),
+|pe Tppronvx € T}

U {({1). (am), (x)) — (I, am X, Yx aren’tI),
((you), (are), (x)) — (you, are X, Yx aren’t you),
. | x € T}

U {((p). (v). {x)) = (p, vX, Yx doesn’t p).
(@), (v), (x)) = (¢, vX, Yx don’tq) |
p € {he, she, it}, g € Typron — {he, she, it}, v € Tups — Tvaux, X € T}

U {((x),X) - (x, X),
(X, (0).Y) > X 0. Y) [ x €T — Tys,y € T}
U {(X.Y) > (e.8)}

First, we describe the generation of question tags for clauses whose predicator is an
auxiliary verb:
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(I) (am) (always) (right)
=l am X (always)Y right aren’t
=l am X always Y right aren’t I
= ;I am always right aren’t I

Here, the rule
((I) (am), (right)) — (I,am X, Y right aren’t I)

initiates the derivation. When it finds I am at the beginning of the sentence, it
generates the question tag aren’t I at its end. In addition, it adds X behind I am
and Y in front of right aren’t I. Next, it rewrites all words from (w) e I[tow € T. It
makes sure that the predicator was chosen properly by rules from

{((x>,x) S (X)|xeT— Tvrbs}

similarly to the previous example. In addition, rules from

{x.00.9) > Ky 1) |y eT)

check whether the question tag was placed at the very end of the sentence. If not,
there remains some symbol from the input vocabulary behind Y that cannot be
rewritten. Finally, the last rule removes X and Y from the sentential form.

When the predicator is a lexical verb in present, the question tag is formed by
does or do depending on person in which the predicator occurs:

(he) (plays) (the) (violin)
= ;he plays X (the)Y violin doesn’t he
= ;he plays X the violin Y doesn’t he
= ;he plays the violin doesn’t he

The rest of the derivation is analogous to the first case.

Based on these derivations, we can see that the set of all input sentences K
described in the introduction of this example is transformed by G to (G, K), which
is the set of all sentences constructed from K that are supplemented with question
tags. Therefore,

((I) (am) (always) (right), I am always right aren’tI) € 7(G, K),
((he) (plays) (the) (violin), he plays the violin doesn’t he) € 1(G,K)



492 14 Applications in Computational Linguistics
14.3.5 Generation of Grammatical Sentences

The purpose of the next discussion, which closes this section, is six-fold—(1)
through (6), stated below.

(1) We want to demonstrate that ordinary scattered context grammars, discussed
earlier in this book, can be seen as a special case of transformational scattered
context grammars, whose applications are discussed in the present section.

(2) As pointed out in the notes following the general definition of a transformational
scattered context grammar (see Definition 14.2.1), there exists a close relation
between ordinary scattered context grammars and transformational scattered
context grammars. That is, for every scattered context grammar G = (V, T, P,
S), there is a transformational scattered context grammar H = (V, T, P, {S})
satisfying

L(G) = {y1 (5. € (H.45))]

and in this way, L(G) is defined by H. Next, we illustrate this relation by a
specific example.

(3) From a syntactical point of view, we want to show that scattered context
grammars can generate an infinite non-context-free grammatical subset of
English language in a very succinct way.

(4) Interms of morphology—that s, the area of linguistics that studies the structure
of words and their generation—we demonstrate how to use transformational
scattered context grammars to create complicated English words within English
sentences so that the resulting words and sentences are grammatically correct.

(5) As stated in the beginning of the present section, so far we have assumed that the
set of common English words is finite. Next, we want to demonstrate that from
a strictly theoretical point of view, the set of all possible well-formed English
words, including extremely rare words in everyday English, is infinite. Indeed,
L, given next, includes infinitely many words of the form

(great—)'grandparents
(great—)'grandfathers
(great—)'grandmothers

for all i > 0, and purely theoretically speaking, they all represent well-formed
English words. Of course, most of them, such as

great — great — great — great — great — great
—great — great — great — grandfathers

cannot be considered as common English words because most people never use
them during their lifetime.
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(6) We illustrate that the language generation based upon scattered context gram-
mars may have significant advantages over the generation based upon classical
grammars, such as context-sensitive grammars.

Without further ado, consider the language L consisting of these grammatical
English sentences:

Your grandparents are all your grandfathers and all your grandmothers.
Your great-grandparents are all your great-grandfathers and all your
great-grandmothers.

Your great-great-grandparents are all your great-great-grandfathers
and all your great-great-grandmothers.

In brief,

L= {your {great-}'grandparents are all your {great-}'grandfathers
and all your {great-}'grandmothers | i > 0}

Introduce the scattered context grammar G = (V, T, P, S), where
T = {all, and, are, grandfathers, grandmothers, grandparents, great-, your}
V = T U {S,#}, and P consists of these three rules

(S) — (your #grandparents are all your #grandfathers
and all your #grandmothers)
(#,#,#) — (#great-, #great-, #great-)
(#,#,#) — (s,¢,¢)

Obviously, this scattered context grammar generates L; formally, L = L(G).
Consider the transformational scattered context grammar H = (V, T, P, {S})
Notice that

L(G) = {y1 (5. € (H.15))}

Clearly, L is not context-free, so its generation is beyond the power of context-
free grammars. It would be possible to construct a context-sensitive grammar that
generates L. However, a context-sensitive grammar like this would have to keep
traversing across its sentential forms to guarantee the same number of occurrences
of great- in the generated sentences. Compared to this awkward way of generating L,
the scattered context grammar G generates L in a more elegant, economical, and
effective way.
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In this section, we have illustrated how to transform and generate grammatical
sentences in English by using transformational scattered context grammars, which
represent a very natural linguistic apparatus straightforwardly based on scattered
context grammars. However, from a more general perspective, we can apply these
grammars basically in any area of science that formalizes its results by strings
containing some scattered context dependencies.



Chapter 15
Applications in Computational Biology

This chapter presents some case studies concerning biology. It consists of
Sects. 15.1, 15.2, and 15.3. Section 15.1 introduces simple case study using
jumping scattered context derivation in DNA processing. Section 15.2 presents
two case studies of biological organisms whose development is affected by some
abnormal conditions, such as a virus infection. From a more practical point
of view, Sect. 15.3 discusses parametric OL grammars (see [PL90b]), which
represent a powerful and elegant implementation tool in the area of biological
simulation and modeling today. More specifically, we extend parametric OL
grammars by context conditions and demonstrate their use in models of growing
plants.

15.1 DNA Processing with Jumping Scattered Context
Derivations

In this section, we add some remarks concerning application-related perspectives of
jumping scattered context grammars (see Sect. 5.2) in terms of molecular biology—
namely, DNA processing.

As already sketched, jumping grammars serve as grammatical models that allow
us to explore information processing performed in a discontinuous way adequately
and rigorously. Taking into account the way these grammars are conceptualized,
we see that they are particularly useful and applicable under the circumstances that
primarily concern the number of occurrences of various symbols or substrings rather
than their mutual context.

Case Study 15.1.1. Recall that a DNA is a molecule encoding genetic information
by a repetition of four basic units called nucleotides—namely, guanine, adenine,
thymine, and cytosine, denoted by letters G, A, T, and C, respectively. In terms
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of formal language theory, a DNA is described as a string over {G, A, T, C}; for
instance,

GGGGAGTGGGATTGGGAGAGGGGTTTGCCCCGCTCCC

Suppose that a DNA-computing-related investigation needs to study all the strings
that contain the same number of As and Cs so all As precede Cs; for instance,
AGGAATCGCGTC is a proper string, but CGCACCGGTA is not. Consider the
jumping scattered context grammar

G=({1.2,3,4,G.A,T,C},{G,A,T,C},P,1)
with P containing rules

(1) — (23) 3) — (G3)
() = (T3) G)— @
(2.4) > (A2,40)  (2)|(4) — (o)

Assume that the grammar works under ,=>. It first generates an arbitrary string
of Gs and T, in which there are no restrictions, by classical regular rules, since
»= does not change the behaviour of context-free rules. However, then it comes
the essential phase generating As and Cs. Indeed, the only context-sensitive rule
under ,= generates the equal number of As and Cs randomly scattered through
the resulting sentence, but always with As preceding Cs. For instance, previously
mentioned string AGGAATCGCGTC can be generated by the following derivation.

1 =23 =2G3
=2GG3 =2GGT3
=2GGTG3 =2GGTGG3
=2GGTGGT3 =2GGTGGT4
=A2GGTGGTAC =AGGA2TG4CGTC
=AGGAA2TACGCGTC =2AGGAATCGCGTC O

As obvious, under =, the grammar generates the language consisting of all the
strings satisfying the above-stated requirements. Therefore, as we can see, jumping
grammars may fulfill a useful role in studies related to DNA computing.

15.2 Biological Development and Its Grammatical
Simulation

Case Study 15.2.1. Consider a cellular organism in which every cell divides itself
into two cells during every single step of healthy development. However, when a
virus infects some cells, all of the organism stagnates until it is cured again. During
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ﬂ ) (A)

®® &6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 & O

000000000000000000
Fig. 15.1 Healt.hy development

the stagnation period, all of the cells just reproduce themselves without producing
any new cells. To formalize this development by a suitable simple semi-conditional
L grammar (see Sect. 4.2.3), we denote a healthy cell and a virus-infected cell by A
and B, respectively, and introduce the simple semi-conditional OL grammar

G = ({A.B}. P.A)
where P contains the following rules

(A —>AA,0,B) (B — B.,0.,0)
(A — A,B,0) (B— A,0,0)
(A — B.0,0)

Figure 15.1 describes G simulating a healthy development while Fig. 15.2 gives a
development with a stagnation period caused by the virus. O

In the next case study, we discuss an OL grammar that simulates the developmen-
tal stages of a red alga (see [Sal73]). Using context conditions, we can modify this
grammar so that it describes some unhealthy development of this alga that leads to
its partial death or degeneration.

Case Study 15.2.2. Consider an OL grammar

G=(v.P1)
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Fig. 15.2 Development with a stagnating period

where
V={1,2,3,4,56,7.8.[1}
and the set of rules P contains

1—23 22 3—>24 4 —54 [—]
5—>6 6—7 7 — 8[1] 8§ —38 1—1

From a biological viewpoint, expressions in fences represent branches whose
position is indicated by 8s. These branches are shown as attached at alternate sides
of the branch on which they are born. Figure 15.3 gives a biological interpretation of
the developmental stages formally specified by the next derivation, which contains
13 strings corresponding to stages (a) through (m) in this figure.
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1]
(a)

[2]2]6[5]4]
(e)

a
a
2]2[8]8]7]6]5]4]
Ay

1 =23
= 224
= 2254
= 22654
= 227654
= 228[1]7654

2] 3] 2]2]4]
(b) ()

2]2]7]6[5]4]
®

[2]2]5[4]
(d)

Y14
2]2]8]7]6]5]4]

Fig. 15.3 Healthy development

= 228[23]8[1]7654
=, 228[224]8[23]8[1]7654
=, 228[2254]8[224]8[23]8[1]7654

= 228[227654]8[22654]8[2254]8[224]8[23]8[1]7654

[
[
[
=, 228[22654]8[2254]8[224]8[23]8[1]7654
[
[

= 228[228[1]7654]8[227654]8[22654]8[2254]8[224]8[23]8[1]7654

499

Death Let us assume that the red alga occurs in some unhealthy conditions under
which only some of its parts survive while the rest dies. This dying process starts
from the newly born, marginal parts of branches, which are too young and weak to
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survive, and proceeds toward the older parts, which are strong enough to live under
these conditions. To be quite specific, all the red alga parts become gradually dead
except for the parts denoted by 2s and 8s. This process is specified by the following
OL grammar G with forbidding conditions. Let W = {a | @ € V}. Then,

G = (V uUWw,P, 1)
where the set of rules P contains

(1—23,W) (1—2,{3,4,5,6,7})
2—2,wW) 2—2,0)
(3—>24,W) (3—¢,{4,5,6,7})
4 — 54, W) 4 —¢,0)

5—>06,W) (5—>¢{4})
6—17,W) (6 —>¢,{4,5})
(7 — 8[1], W) (7 — &,{4,5,6})
8 —38,W)

(=19

(1-1.9

and foreverya € V,
(a = a,9) (a — a,9)

Figure 15.4 pictures the dying process corresponding to the next derivation, whose
last eight strings correspond to stages (a) through (h) in the figure.

1 =%228[228[1]7654]8[227654]8[22654]8(2254]8[224]8[23]8[1]7654
= 228[228]1]7654]8[227654]8(22654]8[2254]8[224]8[23]8[1]7654
= 228[228[1]765]8[22765]8[2265]8[225]8[22]8[23]8[1]765
= 228[228(1]76]8[2276]8[226]8[22]8[22]8[23]8[1]76
= 228[228[1]7]8[227]8[22]8[22]8[22]8[23]8[1]7
= 228[228[1]]8[22]8[22]8[22]8[22]8[23]8]1]
= 228[228[1]]8[22]8[22]8[22]8[22]8[2]8[1]
= 228[2282]]8[22]8[22]8[22]8[22]8[2]8(2]

Degeneration Consider circumstances under which the red alga has degenerated.
During this degeneration, only the main stem was able to give a birth to new
branches while all the other branches lengthened themselves without any branching
out. This degeneration is specified by the forbidding OL grammar G = (V U
{D,E}, P, 1), with P containing
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Fig. 15.4 Death of marginal branch parts
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(1 —23,0) 2—2,9) (3 — 24,0) (4 — 54,0)
(5—6,0) 6 — 7,0) (7 — 8[1],{D}) (8 — 8,0)
(=9 (1-1.9) (7 — 8[D]. 9)

(D—ED,#) (E— E.0)

Figure 15.5 pictures the degeneration specified by the following derivation, in which
the last 10 strings correspond to stages (a) through (j) in the figure:

1 =4 227654
= ;228[D]7654
= ;228[ED]8[D]7654
= ;228[E*D]8|ED|8[D]7654
= ;228[E*D]8|E>D]8[ED]8[D]7654
= ;228[E*D]8|E> D]8[E*D]8[ED]8[D]7654
= ;228[E°DI8|E* DI8[E*D]|8[E*D]8|ED]8[D] 7654
= ;228[E°D]8|E° DI8[E* D]8|E D)8|E>D|S[ED]8[D]7654
= ;228|E'DI8|E®D]8|E° D)8|E* D]8|E> D|8[E*D]8[ED]8[D]7654
= ;228[E®D]8|E’ DI8[E°D]8[E° D]8|E* DI8[E* DIS[E*D]8|ED]8[D]7654 O

15.3 Simulation of Biological Development and Its
Implementation

In this section, we describe parametric OL grammars (see [PL90b]) and their
extension by context conditions. We make this description from a purely practical
point of view to clearly demonstrate how these grammars are implemented and used.

Case Study 15.3.1. Parametric OL grammars (see [PL90b, PHHM96a]) operate on
strings of modules called parametric words. A module is a symbol from an alphabet
with an associated sequence of parameters belonging to the set of real numbers.
Rules of parametric OL grammars are of the form

predecessor [ : logical expression| — successor
The predecessor is a module having a sequence of formal parameters instead of real

numbers. The logical expression is any expression over predecessor’s parameters
and real numbers. If the logical expression is missing, the logical truth is assumed.
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The successor is a string of modules containing expressions as parameters; for
example,

Ax) : x<7 = A(x+ 1)D(1)B(3—x)

Such a rule matches a module in a parametric word provided that the symbol of the
rewritten module is the same as the symbol of the predecessor module, both modules
have the same number of parameters, and the value for the logical expression is true.
Then, the module can be rewritten by the given rule. For instance, consider A(4).
This module matches the above rule since A is the symbol of rule’s predecessor,
there is one actual parameter, 4, in A(4) that corresponds to the formal parameter x
in A(x), and the value for the logical expression x < 7 with x = 4 is true. Thus, A(4)
can be rewritten to A(5)D(1)B(—1).

As usual, a parametric OL grammar can rewrite a parametric word provided that
there exists a matching rule for every module that occurs in it. Then, all modules are
simultaneously rewritten, and we obtain a new parametric word.

Parametric OL grammars with context conditions. Next, we extend the parametric
OL grammars by permitting context conditions. Each rule of a parametric OL
grammar with permitting conditions has the form

predecessor | ? context conditions] | : logical expression] — successor

where predecessor, logical expression, and successor have the same meaning as
in parametric OL grammars, and context conditions are some permitting context
conditions separated by commas. Each condition is a string of modules with formal
parameters. For example, consider

AXx)?B(y), C(r,z) : x<y+r — DXEy+r)

This rule matches a module in a parametric word w provided that the predecessor
A(x) matches the rewritten module with respect to the symbol and the number of
parameters and there exist modules matching to B(y) and C(r, z) in w such that the
value for logical expression x < y + r is true. For example, this rule matches A(1)
in C(3,8)D(—1)B(5)H(0,0)A(1)F(3) because there are C(3, 8) and B(5) such that
1 < 54 3is true. If there are more substrings matching the context condition, any
of them can be used.

Having described the parametric OL grammars with permitting conditions, we
next show how to use them to simulate the development of some plants.

In nature, developmental processes of multicellular structures are controlled
by the quantity of substances exchanged between modules. In the case of plants,
growth depends on the amount of water and minerals absorbed by the roots and
carried upward to the branches. The model of branching structures making use of
the resource flow was proposed by Borchert and Honda in [BH84]. The model is
controlled by a flux of resources that starts at the base of the plant and propagates
the substances toward the apexes. An apex accepts the substances, and when the
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quantity of accumulated resources exceeds a predefined threshold value, the apex
bifurcates and initiates a new lateral branch. The distribution of the flux depends on
the number of apexes that the given branch supports and on the type of the branch—
plants usually carry greater amount of resources to straight branches than to lateral
branches (see [BH84] and [PHHM96a]).

The following two examples (I) and (IT) illustrate the idea of plants simulated by
parametric OL grammars with permitting conditions.

(I) Consider the model

start : 1(1, 1, e;00:) A(1)
p1: A(d) ?1(idy,c.e) : id==id, N e> ey

— [+(@)I2*id+ 1,y,0)

AQxid + 1]/(m)I2 xid, 1 —y,0) A2 x id)
p2: I(id,c,e) ?(idy, cp,ep) : id, == |id/2]

— I(id,c,c *x ey)

This L grammar describes a simple plant with a constant resource flow from
its roots and with a fixed distribution of the stream between lateral and straight
branches. It operates on the following types of modules.

* I(id, c, ) represents an internode with a unique identification number id, a
distribution coefficient ¢, and a flux value e.

* A(id) is an apex growing from the internode with identification number
equal to id.

* +(¢) and /(p) rotate the segment orientation by angle ¢ (for more
information, consult [PHHM96a]).

* [and ] enclose the sequence of modules describing a lateral branch.

We assume that if no rule matches a given module X (x, .. ., x,), the module is
rewritten by an implicit rule of the form

XX, = X(x1,...,%)

That is, it remains unchanged.

At the beginning, the plant consists of one internode I(1, 1, €,,,,) With apex
A(1), where e,,,, is a constant flux value provided by the root. The first rule,
p1, simulates the bifurcation of an apex. If an internode preceding the apex
A(id) reaches a sufficient flux e > ey, the apex creates two new internodes /
terminated by apexes A. The lateral internode is of the form I(2xid+1, y, 0) and
the straight internode is of the form /(2 x id, 1 —y, 0). Clearly, the identification
numbers of these internodes are unique. Moreover, every child internode can
easily calculate the identification number of its parent internode; the parent
internode has id, = |id/2]. The coefficient y is a fraction of the parent flux to
be directed to the lateral internode. The second rule, p,, controls the resource
flow of a given internode. Observe that the permitting condition I(id,, ¢, e,)
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with id, = |id/2| matches only the parent internode. Thus, p, changes the flux
value e of I(id, c, e) to ¢ * e, where ¢, is the flux of the parent internode, and
c is either y for lateral internodes or 1 — y for straight internodes. Therefore,
p» simulates the transfer of a given amount of parent’s flux into the internode.
Figure 15.6 pictures 12 developmental stages of this plant with e, €, and
y setto 12, 0.9, and 0.4, respectively. The numbers indicate the flow values of
internodes.

It is easy to see that this model is unrealistically simple. Since the model
ignores the number of apexes, its flow distribution does not depend on the
size of branches, and the basal flow is set to a constant value. However,
it sufficiently illustrates the technique of communication between adjacent
internodes. Thus, it can serve as a template for more sophisticated models of
plants, such as the following model.

We discuss a plant development with a resource flow controlled by the number
of apexes. This example is based on Example 17 in [PHHM96a].

start : N(1) I(1, straight,0,1) A(1)

p1: N(k) — Nk+1)

p2: I(d, t,e,c) ?N(k), A(id)
id ==1
— I(id, t, 0o2D7" 1)

p3: 1(d, t e, c)?N(k), 1(idy, t;, e5, c5), 1(idy, 11, e, cp)
rid==1 ANidg==2x%id A idj==2xid+ 1
— 1(id, 1,002% D" ¢+ ¢))

ps: 1(d t,e c) ?1(idy, 1y, ep, cp), 1(idy, 15, €5, c), 1(id), 11, €1, 1)
Cidy, == |id/2) A idy==2%id A id ==2%id + 1
— I(id,1,8(t, ep, cp, C), cs + C1)

ps: ld(id,t,e,c) ?1(idy, 1y, ep, cp), A(idy)
D id, == |id/2] A id, == id
— I(id,1,8(t, ep,cp, ), 1)

pe:  A(id) ? I(idy, 1y, ep, cp)
id ==1id, N e, > ey,
— [+(@)IQ2 *id + 1,lateral, e, x (1 — 1), 1) A2 * id + 1)]
[ ()12 % id, straight, e, x A, 1) A(2 * id)

This L grammar uses the following types of modules.

* I(id,t, e, c) is an internode with a unique identification number id, where ¢
is a type of this internode, ¢ € {straight, lateral}, e is a flux value, and c is
a number of apexes the internode supports.

* A(id) is an apex terminating the internode id.

* N(k) is an auxiliary module, where k is the number of a developmental
cycle to be done by the next derivation.

* +(¢), /(@), [ and ] have the same meaning as in the previous example.
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0.69

Fig. 15.6 Developmental stages of the plant generated by (I)
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The flux distribution function, §, is defined as

ep—ep(1 =) ((cp —c)/c) ift = straight,

8t - ) ep(1 —A)(c/(cp — ) if t = lateral

The development starts from N(1)I(1, straight,0,1) A(1) containing one
straight internode with one apex. In each derivation step, by application
of p4, every inner internode /(id,t,e,c) gets the number of apexes of its
straight (I(id;, t,, eg, c5)) and lateral (I(idj, 1, e;, c;)) descendant. Then, this
number is stored in c. Simultaneously, it accepts a given part of the flux e,
provided by its parent internode I(id,, t,, ey, c,). The distribution function
8 depends on the number of apexes in the given branch and in the sibling
branch, and on the type of this branch (straight or lateral). The distribution
factor A determines the amount of the flux that reaches the straight branch in
case that both branches support the same number of apexes. Otherwise, the
fraction is also affected by the ratio of apex counts. Rules p, and p3 rewrite
the basal internode, calculating its input flux value. The expression used for
this purpose, JOZ(k_l)”k, was introduced by Borchert and Honda to simulate a
sigmoid increase of the input flux; oy is an initial flux, k is a developmental
cycle, and 7 is a constant value scaling the flux change. Rule ps rewrites
internodes terminated by apexes. It keeps the number of apexes set to 1, and
by analogy with p4, it loads a fraction of parent’s flux by using the § function.
The last rule, pg, controls the addition of new segments. By analogy with p;
in the previous example, it erases the apex and generates two new internodes
terminated by apexes. Figure 15.7 shows 15 developmental stages of a plant
simulation based on this model.

Obviously, there are two concurrent streams of information in this model.
The bottom-up (acropetal) stream carries and distributes the substances
required for the growth. The top-down (basipetal) flow propagates the number
of apexes that is used for the flux distribution. A remarkable feature of this
model is the response of a plant to a pruning. Indeed, after a branch removal,
the model redirects the flux to the remaining branches and accelerates their
growth.

Let us note that this model is a simplified version of the model described
in [PHHM96a], which is very complex. Under this simplification, however,
¢, — ¢ may be equal to zero as the denominator in the distribution function
4. If this happens, we change this zero value to the proper non-zero value so
that the number of apexes supported by the parent internode corresponds to
the number of apexes on the straight and lateral branches growing from the
parent internode. Consult [PHHM96a] for a more appropriate, but also more
complicated solution of this problem.
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(n)

Fig. 15.7 Developmental stages of the plant generated by (II)

From the presented examples, we see that with permitting conditions, parametric
OL grammars can describe sophisticated models of plants in a very natural way.
Particularly, compared to the context-sensitive L grammars, they allow one to refer
to modules that are not adjacent to the rewritten module, and this property makes
them more adequate, succinct, and elegant. O



Part VI
Conclusion

This concluding part closes the entire book by adding several remarks concerning
its coverage. It consists of a single chapter—Chap. 16. This chapter first briefly
summarizes all the material covered in the text. Furthermore, it sketches many brand
new investigation trends and long-time open problems. Finally, it makes several
bibliographical remarks.



Chapter 16
Concluding Remarks

This three-section chapter closes the book by adding several remarks concerning
its coverage. Section 16.1 briefly summarizes all the material covered in the text.
Furthermore, Sect. 16.2 sketches many brand new investigation trends as well as
points out long-time open problems. Finally, it makes several bibliographical and
historical remarks.

16.1 Summary

This book deals with formal language theory, which represents a branch of
mathematics that formalizes languages and devices that define them (see [Med14]).
In other words, this theory represents a mathematically systematized body of
knowledge concerning languages in general. It defines languages as sets of finite
sequences consisting of symbols. As a result, this general definition encompasses
almost all languages, including natural languages as well as artificial languages,
such as programming languages.

The strictly mathematical approach to languages necessitates an introduction
of mathematical systems that define them. Traditionally, these systems are based
upon finitely many rules by which they sequentially rewrite strings, and that is why
they are called language models. They are classified into two basic categories—
grammars and automata. Grammars define strings of their language so their
rewriting process generates them from a special start symbol. Automata define
strings of their language by rewriting process that starts from these strings and ends
in a special set of strings, usually called final configurations. However, apart from
these traditional versions of grammars and automata, language theory have also
developed several systems that rewrite words in a non-traditional way. These non-
traditional versions of rewriting systems used as modern language models represent
the principal subject of this book.
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Many of the modern language models have their great advantages over their

traditional counterparts. From a practical viewpoint, an important advantage of these
modern language models consists in controlling their language-defining process
and, therefore, operating in a more deterministic way than classical language
models, which perform their derivations in a quite traditional way. Indeed, in an
ever-changing environment in which real language processors work, the modern
language models adequately reflect and simulate real communication technologies
applied in such real-world areas as various engineering techniques for language
analysis. Most importantly, the modern versions of language models are stronger
than their traditional counterparts. Considering these significant advantages and
properties, modern language models fulfill a highly beneficial role in many kinds
of language-related work conducted by a broad variety of scientists, ranging from
mathematicians through computer scientists up to linguists and biologists.
This book restricted its principal attention to these crucially important investigation
areas concerning modern language models—their properties, transformations and
applications. Next, we recall their significance, and in general, we sum up their
coverage in the book.

First, concerning properties, the power of the language models under considera-
tion represents perhaps the most important property concerning them, so we always
determined the language family defined by these models. A special attention was
also paid to algorithms that arrange modern language models so they satisfy some
prescribed properties while the generated languages remain unchanged because
many language processors strictly require their satisfaction. From a theoretical
viewpoint, these properties frequently simplified proofs demonstrating results about
the models.

Second, transformations of language models were central to this book, too.
Specifically, transformations that reduce the models represent one of its important
investigation areas because reduced versions of these models define languages
in a succinct and easy-to-follow way. As obvious, this reduction simplifies the
development of language processing technologies, which then work economically
and effectively. Of course, the same languages can be defined by different language
models. We obviously tend to define them by the most appropriate models under
given circumstances. Therefore, whenever discussing different types of equally
powerful language models, we also presented transformations that converted them
to each other. More specifically, given a language model of one type, we explained
how to convert it to a language model of another equally powerful type so both the
original model and the model produced by this conversion define the same language.

Finally, the book demonstrated applications of modern language models. It
narrowed its attention to grammars rather than automata. First, it described these
applications and their perspectives from a general viewpoint. Then, it gave many
case studies to show quite specific real-world applications concerning computational
linguistics and biology.

Part I, consisting of Chaps. 1 through 2, gives an introduction to this book
in order to express all its discussion clearly and make the book completely self-
contained. It places all the coverage of the book into scientific context and reviews
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important mathematical concepts with a focus on formal language theory. Chapter 1
gives the mathematical background of this book. It reviews all the necessary
mathematical concepts to grasp the topics covered in the book. These concepts
primarily include fundamental areas of discrete mathematics. First, this chapter
reviews basic concepts from set theory. Then, it gives the essentials concerning
relations and their crucially important special cases, namely, functions. Finally,
this chapter reviews fundamental concepts from graph theory. Chapter 2 covers
selected areas of formal language theory needed to follow the rest of this book.
It introduces the basic terminology concerning strings, languages, operations, and
closure properties. Furthermore, it overviews a large variety of grammars, automata
and language families resulting from them. Apart from the classical rudiments of
formal language theory, Chap. 2 covers several lesser-known areas of this theory,
such as fundamentals concerning parallel grammars, because these areas are also
needed to grasp some topics of this book.

Part IT consists of Chaps. 3 through 6. It deals with the most important modern
versions of grammars. Chapter 3 gives the fundamentals of grammars that regulate
their generation process by additional mechanisms, based upon simple mathematical
concepts, such as finite sets of symbols. Chapter 4 studies grammars that generate
their languages in parallel and, thereby, accelerate this generation significantly. First,
it studies partially parallel generation of languages, after which it investigates the
totally parallel generation of languages. Chapter 5 explores grammars that work on
their words in a discontinues way. Chapter 6 studies the generation of languages
based on algebraic restrictions. In particular, it examines grammatical generation
defined over free groups.

Part III consists of Chaps. 7 through 10. It covers the essential modern versions
of automata. In many respects, it parallels what Part II covers in terms of grammars.
Chapter 7 gives the fundamentals of regulated automata. Similarly to grammars
discussed in Chap. 5, Chap. 8 studies automata that jump across the words they
work on discontinuously. Chapter 9 discusses automata with deep pushdown lists,
which can be modified deeper than on their top. Chapter 10 studies automata that
work over free groups.

Part IV, which consists of Chaps. 11 and 12, covers important language-defining
devices that combine other language models. Chapter 11 untraditionally combines
grammars and automata in terms of the way they operate. Specifically, it studies
how to generate languages by automata although traditionally, languages are always
generated by grammars. Chapter 12 studies the generation of languages by several
grammars that work in a simultaneously cooperative way.

Part V consists of Chaps. 13 through 15. It discusses applications of language
models studied earlier in the book. First, Chap. 13 covers these applications and their
perspectives from a rather general viewpoint. Then, more specifically, Chaps. 14
and 15 describe applications in computational linguistics and molecular biology,
respectively. Both chapters contain several case studies of real-world applications
described in detail.

Part VI consists of a single chapter—Chap. 16, which closes the entire book
by adding several remarks concerning its coverage. It briefly summarizes all the



516 16 Concluding Remarks

material covered in the text. Furthermore, it sketches many brand new investigation
trends and long-time open problems. Finally, it makes several bibliographical and
historical remarks.

16.2 Modern Trends

In this section, we point out three new directions in the investigation of modern
language models. In its conclusion, we make several suggestions regarding their
future investigation. We also point out many open problems.

16.2.1 An Algebraic Approach to Modern Versions
of Grammars and Automata

As demonstrated in Chaps. 6 and 10, from an algebraic viewpoint, various kinds
of modern language models can be viewed as restrictions placed upon relations
by which the language models define their languages. Indeed, several modern
versions of grammars are based on restrictions placed upon derivations while
modern versions of automata restrict the way they make moves. From this point of
view, the investigation of modern grammars is closely related to many algebraically
oriented studies in formal language theory. Investigate how to replace some of the
previous regulating mechanisms by suitable relation-domain restrictions and vice
versa. Furthermore, study how some well-known special cases of these relations
affect the resulting language-defining power. Specifically, perform this study under
the assumptions that these relations represent functions, injections, or surjections.
The algebraic theory of formal languages and their automata is discussed in a
great number of articles and books, some of which are summarized in Chapters 6
through 11 of [RS97a]. Furthermore, [Gin75, vzGGO03, GNO3, 1to03, Tru98] repre-
sent a systematic introduction to this area of formal language theory.

16.2.2 Combining Grammars and Automata

In formal language theory, the overwhelming majority of language-defining devices
is based on language models that represent either grammars or automata. Although
it is obviously quite natural to design language-defining devices based on a
combination of both grammars and automata and, thereby, make the scale of
language-defining models much richer and broader, only a tiny minority of these
models is designed in this combined way; some of them are covered in Sect. 3.2 and
Chap. 11.
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In terms of modern language-defining models, state grammars and so-called #-
rewriting systems represent language models that have features of both grammars
and automata. Introduced several decades ago, state grammars (see Sect. 3.2)
represent a classical grammatical model of regulation, which has been covered
in this monograph in detail. On the other hand, #-rewriting systems have been
introduced relatively recently (see [Kii08, KMS07, KM07, K#i07, KMS06a]). These
systems generate languages just like any grammars. On the other hand, like
automata, they use simple state-based regulation during their language-generation
process. These systems characterize an infinite hierarchy of language families
resulting from programmed grammars of finite index (see [KMS06a]). As a result, to
put it from a broader perspective, systems of this combined kind are naturally related
to some classical results about formal languages, on which they can shed light in an
modern way. Therefore, it is highly expectable that formal language theory will
introduce and investigate many more language models based upon a combination of
modern versions of grammars and automata.

16.2.3 Modern Translation-Defining Models

Modern versions of grammars and automata discussed in this book generate
languages. As obvious, they can be easily and naturally modified to modern
translation-defining models by analogy with the modification of context-free gram-
mars and pushdown automata to context-free translation grammars and pushdown
transducers, respectively (see [AU72]). Most probably, formal language theory will
open their investigation of modern translation-defining models by studying their
properties from a theoretical point of view by analogy with other well-known studies
of formal translation, including [AU72, ALSUO06, Bro89, Cho02, Gri71, LRS76,
Pag81, SSS87]. Simultaneously, however, we can expect a struggle to apply them
to the translation of programming as well as natural languages. As a matter of fact,
to some extent, [CHMIZ, HM12, Hor12, HM11] have already sketched applications
concerning the specification and translation of natural languages in this way.

16.2.4 Open Problem Areas

Throughout this book, we have already formulated many open problems. We close
the present section by selecting and repeating the most important questions, which
deserve our special attention. To see their significance completely, however, we
suggest that the reader returns to the referenced parts of the book in order to view
these questions in the full context of their formulation and discussion in detail.

I. Over the last four decades, formal language theory has struggled to determine
the precise impact of erasing rules to the power of modern versions of gram-
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mars. Indeed, it is still an open question whether regular-controlled, matrix,
programmed, and forbidding grammars are equivalent to their propagating
versions (see Chap. 3). Sections 3.3 presents a partial solutions to this problem
in terms of regular-controlled grammars. However, in general, this important
question has not been answered yet. For some very recent results regarding
this topic, see [Zet09, Zet10, Zet1 1b, Zetl 1a].

By Theorem 4.1.6, we can convert any propagating scattered context grammar
into an equivalent context-sensitive grammar. However, it is a long-standing
open problem whether these two types of grammars are, in fact, equivalent.
Consider the results in Sect. 4.1.4 concerning the reduction of scattered con-
text grammars. While one-nonterminal versions of scattered context grammars
do not generate the entire family of recursively enumerable languages (see
Theorem 4.1.13), their two-nonterminal versions do (see Theorem 4.1.20).
Therefore, regarding the number of nonterminals, this open problem area has
been completely solved. By Theorem 4.1.21, the two-context-sensitive rule
versions of scattered context grammars characterize the family of recursively
enumerable languages. On the other hand, the generative power of their one-
context-sensitive rule versions has not been determined yet.

All the uniform rewriting discussed in Chap. 3 is obtained for grammars
with erasing rules. In the proof techniques by which we have achieved this
rewriting, these rules fulfill a crucial role. Indeed, these techniques cannot be
straightforwardly adapted for grammars without erasing rules. Can we achieve
some uniform rewriting for grammars without erasing rules in a different way?
Return to LRC-ETOL grammars and their variants, discussed in Sect. 4.2.4.
Recall that ETOL and EPTOL grammars have the same generative power (see
Theorem 2.3.41). Do LF-EOL and LF-EPOL grammars have the same power?
Are LP-EOL and LP-EPOL grammars equally powerful? What is the relation
between the language families generated by ETOL grammars and by LP-EOL
grammars? What is the generative power of LF-EOL grammars?

Chapter 12 gives the basics of multigenerative grammar systems. Recall that
they are based upon a simultaneous generation of several strings, which are
composed together by some basic operation, such as concatenation, after
their generation is completed. Consider other operations, like intersection, and
study languages generated in this way by multigenerative grammar systems.
Furthermore, study multigenerative grammar systems based on special cases
of context-free grammars. Specifically, what is the generative power of
multigenerative grammar systems based upon regular or linear grammars?

In Sect. 7.2.1, we have proved that state-controlled and transition-controlled
finite automata regulated by languages generated by propagating programmed
grammars with appearance checking characterize the family of recursively
enumerable languages (see Theorem 7.2.17 and Corollary 7.2.18). Let us point
out, however, that these automata are, in a general case, non-deterministic.
Does this characterization hold in terms of their deterministic versions, too?
Furthermore, try to achieve an analogical characterization of the family of
context-sensitive languages.
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VIII. Consider jumping finite automata and their general versions, discussed in
Chap. 8. Theorem 8.2.11 gives a necessary and sufficient condition for a
language to belong to the family defined by jumping finite automata. Does
there exist a similar necessary and sufficient condition for general jumping
finite automata as well? Furthermore, how precisely do left jumps affect the
power of these automata? Are there any undecidable problems concerning the
family of languages accepted by these automata?

IX. Reconsider deep pushdown automata, discussed in Chap. 9. In its conclusion,
this section discusses two special types of these automata—deterministic deep
pushdown automata and deep pushdown automata whose expansions can erase
symbols inside of their pushdowns. Determine the language families defined
by these two variants.

16.3 Bibliographical Remarks

This section gives an overview of the crucially important studies published on
the subject of this book from a historical perspective. As this book represents
primarily a theoretically oriented treatment, we concentrate our attention primarily
on theoretical studies.

Although the present treatment of modern versions of grammars and automata
is self-contained, some background in formal language theory is definitely helpful
to grasp the material of this book easily. As an introduction to formal lan-
guage theory, we recommend [Med00a, FB94, Gin75, Har78, HU69, Kel95, LP81,
Mar02, MAKSS, Sal73, Sip06]. The three-volume Handbook of Formal Languages
(see [RS97a, RS97b, RS97c]) gives an overview of the recent important trends in
formal language theory.

For a summary of the fundamental knowledge about modern rewriting published
by 1989, consult [DP89]. Furthermore, [MVMP04] and Chapter 3 of [RS97b]
give a brief overview of recent results concerning regulated grammars. Refer-
ence [MZ10] summarizes recent results concerning various transformations of
regulated grammars. More specifically, it concentrates its attention on algorithms
that transform these grammars and some related modern language-defining models
so the resulting transformed models are equivalent and, in addition, satisfy some
prescribed properties.

16.3.1 Context-Based Grammatical Models

The classical normal forms from Sect. 3.1.1 were established in [Pen74, Kur64,
Gef91]. The two new normal forms appearing in this book were recently introduced
in [MZ14]. Consult page 180 in [RS97a] for a summary of normal forms of phrase-
structure grammars.
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The uniform generation of sentences by phrase-structure grammars, discussed in
Sect. 3.1.1, has been investigated in [Med98b].

Conditional grammars were introduced in [Fri68]. Several variants of these gram-
mars were discussed in [CV92, DPS93, EKR85, EPR94, Med91a, Kel84, Kel89,
KR&81, Kra73, Nav70, P79, P35 , Roz77, RS78, Urb83, Vas03]. The crucial concepts
of these grammars and results concerning them are summarized in [MCV93].

Random context grammars were introduced in [vdW70]. Strictly speaking,
in [vdW70], their definition coincides with the definition of permitting grammars
in this book. Forbidding grammars, also known as N-grammars (see [Pen75]),
together with other variants of random context grammars were originally studied
by Lomkovskaya in [Lom72a, Lom72b, Lom72c]. After these studies, many more
papers discussed these grammars, including [vdWEQ00, vdWE02, Mas09a, AES06,
EWO03, MvO05, Zet10, EW13]. In [DM12, MM09, Mas10b], simplified versions of
random context grammars, called restricted context-free grammars, were studied.
Moreover, [GMM10, CVMV09, Mas09b, KM11] studied grammar systems with
their components represented by random context grammars.

Generalized forbidding grammars were introduced in [Med90b] and further
investigated in [Mv03a, MMO07a, Mv05].

Semi-conditional and simple semi-conditional grammars were introduced and
investigated in [P85] and [MG94], respectively. Their descriptional complexity was
studied in [Mv02, Oku09, MMO07b, Mv05, Vas03, Vas05, Mas06].

Originally, scattered context grammars were defined in [GH69]. Their original
version disallowed erasing rules, however. Four years later, [Vir73] generalized
them to scattered context grammars with erasing rules (see also [Med95a]). The
following studies represent the most important studies that have discussed these
grammars: [GH69, Vir73, Cre73, Mas07b, Med95a, MR71, P§2, MTO08a, May72,
Fer96, GW89, Vas05, ER79, Med91b, Med93, FM03b, FM03a, Kra69, Mas09a,
MMO08, Med97, Med98a, Med00c, Med00b, Med01, Med02, Med03a, Med03b,
Mv05, MT05, MT07a, KMv05, MT07¢c, MT07b, MT08b, MMv08, MT09, Tec07,
Tec08, CVV10, Mas10a, Mv11]. Uniform generation of languages by scattered con-
text grammars was investigated in [MedO1]. For an in-depth overview of scattered
context grammars and their applications, consult [MT10] and the references given
therein.

Sequential rewriting over word monoids has been studied in [Med90a, Med96].
Moreover, [BBM07a, BBMO05, BBM07b] investigate sequential rewriting over free
groups.

16.3.2 Rule-Based Grammatical Regulation

Grammars regulated by regular control languages over the set of rules were
introduced in [GS68]. Their workspace conditions were established in [MZ11] (see
also [Zem10]). Generation of sentences with their parses by these grammars was
investigated in [MZ13b].
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Matrix grammars were first defined and studied in [Abr65]. For some very
recent results regarding the elimination of erasing rules from these grammars,
see [Zet09, Zet10, Zetl1b, Zetl1a]. This book originally introduces even matrix
grammars; however, they generalize the concept of simple matrix grammars which
were introduced in [Iba70] and simultaneously in [KM70] as tuple grammars. Their
leftmost versions were studied in [Mau73].

Programmed grammars were introduced in [Ros69]. Their non-determinism has
been investigated in [MVZ11, BBD106, BHO6, Vrall, Vral2]. Some other recent
papers include [FS97, Fer03, FFORO07].

State grammars were defined by Kasai in [Kas70]. A generalized version of these
grammars with erasing rules was originally studied in [HM88].

16.3.3 Modern Parallel Grammars

In general, modern versions of ETOL grammars have been studied in [MvO03b,
RS78, Sol76, S03, DP89, Mv05, Das07, BCVHV05, Das07, Sos03, DP89].
Context-conditional ETOL grammars were studied in Section 4.2.1 in [MvO05].
Forbidding ETOL grammars were introduced and investigated in [MvO03b]. Simple
semi-conditional ETOL grammars were introduced in [§03] and further studied
in [KMO4]. Left versions of ETOL grammars were introduced and studied
in [MZ13a]. Their nonterminal complexity was investigated in [Zem11]. Parallel
rewriting over word monoids was studied in [Med92, KMv05].

Let us finally add that there also exist modern versions of (uniformly) limited
ETOL grammars (see [W93, WO4, W95, W96, FW98]) and ETOL grammars reg-
ulated by other mechanisms, such as mechanisms based upon control languages
(see [Asv77, GR74, DF84] and Chapter 8 in [DP89]).

16.3.4 Modern Versions of Grammar Systems

Multigenerative grammar systems based upon leftmost derivations (see Sect. 12.2)
were introduced in [LMO06]. Their general versions were studied in [LM10b].
Controlled pure grammar systems were introduced and investigated in [MZ12b].
Moreover, [MVZ14] gives a preliminary solution to four open problems raised
in [MZ12b].

16.3.5 Modern Versions of Automata

Self-regulated finite and pushdown automata were introduced in [MMO7c]. Finite
automata regulated by control languages were introduced in [MZ14]. For a study of



522 16 Concluding Remarks

finite automata controlled by Petri nets, see [JKZ07]. Regulated pushdown automata
were introduced in [KMOO]. Their special versions, referred to as one-turn linear-
regulated pushdown automata, were studied in [KMO1] (see also [KMO0S5, Ryc09]).
Blackhole pushdown automata, which are closely related to regulated pushdown
automata, were introduced and investigated in [ECV 10, CVMV 11]. Deep pushdown
automata were proposed and studied in [Med06]. For more results related to these
automata, consult [KMS06¢, KMS06b, LM10a, Sol12, QS09]. Finite automata over
free groups were studied in [DMO0O, MSO1]. Pushdown automata with pushdowns
defined over free groups were introduced and studied in [BB06]. #-rewriting systems
were recently introduced and studied in [K#i08, KMS07, KMO07, K#i07, KMS06a].

16.3.6 Discontinuous Rewriting

Jumping grammars, discussed in Chap. 5, were introduced in [KM15]. Jumping
finite automata from Chap. 8 were introduced in [MZ12a]. Several open problems
stated there were solved in [Madl6, Vorl5]. Other related models involving
discontinuity include nested word automata [AMO09], bag automata [DEMO03], and
input-revolving finite automata [BBHKO09].
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Index to Models and Language Families

They Define

Used Abbreviations

prop. Propagating

a.c. Appearance checking

OL Zero-sided Lindenmayer

Family Page Formal model

FIN 17 -

RE 26 Phrase-structure grammar

MON 27 Monotone phrase-structure grammar

CS 27 Context-sensitive grammar

CF 27 Context-free grammar

LIN 28 Linear grammar

CF—* 28 Prop. context-free grammar

REG 28 Regular grammar

RLIN 28 Right-linear grammar

CFj, 29 Context-free grammar of finite index

OL 47 OL grammar

EOL 47 Extended OL grammar

EPOL 47 Extended prop. OL grammar

ETOL 47 Extended tabled OL grammar

EPTOL 47 Extended prop. tabled OL grammar

EPDAy 52 Extended pushdown automaton accepting by final state
EPDA, 52 Extended pushdown automaton accepting by empty pushdown
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Family
EPDA

DPDA
PDA,
PDA,
PDA,;

PS[.j]
PS[j.]
CG
CG™*
RC
RC™*
For
For™
Per
Per
GF
GF*
SSC
SSC™*

St

Page
52

53
53
53
53

68
68
77
77
84
84
84
84
84
84
89
89
107
107
140
140
145
145
145
145
147
147
147
147
150
150
163
163
163
163
163
163
163

Index to Models and Language Families They Define

Formal model

Extended pushdown automaton accepting by final state
and empty pushdown

Deterministic pushdown automaton
Pushdown automata accepting by final state
Pushdown automata accepting by empty pushdown

Pushdown automata accepting by final state
and empty pushdown

Phrase-structure grammar with j-l-uniform rewriting
Phrase-structure grammar with j-r-uniform rewriting
Conditional grammar

Prop. conditional grammar

Random context grammar

Prop. random context grammar
Forbidding grammar

Prop. forbidding grammar

Permitting grammar

Prop. permitting grammar

Generalized forbidding grammar

Prop. generalized forbidding grammar
Simple semi-conditional grammar

Prop. simple semi-conditional grammar
State grammar

n-limited state grammar
Regular-controlled grammar

Prop. regular-controlled grammar
Regular-controlled grammar with a.c.
Prop. regular-controlled grammar with a.c.
Matrix grammar

Prop. matrix grammar

Matrix grammar with a.c.

Prop. matrix grammar with a.c.

Even matrix grammar of mode m and degree n
Even matrix grammar of mode m
Programmed grammar

Prop. programmed grammar

Programmed grammar with a.c.

Prop. programmed grammar with a.c.
Programmed grammar of index k

Prop. programmed grammar of index k
Programmed grammar of index k with a.c.

(continued)



Index to Models and Language Families They Define 537

Family Page Formal model

PLE 163 Prop. programmed grammar of index k with a.c.

SC 170 Scattered context grammar

SC™¢ 170 Prop. scattered context grammar

C-EOL 196 Context-conditional extended OL grammar

C-EPOL 196 Context-conditional extended prop. OL grammar
C-ETOL 196 Context-conditional extended tabled OL grammar
C-EPTOL 196 Context-conditional extended prop. tabled OL grammar
F-EOL 203 Forbidding extended OL grammar

F - EPOL 203 Forbidding extended prop. OL grammar

F-ETOL 203 Forbidding extended tabled OL grammar

F-EPTOL 203 Forbidding extended prop. tabled OL grammar
SSC-EOL 224 Simple semi-conditional extended OL grammar
SSC-EPOL 224 Simple semi-conditional extended prop. OL grammar
SSC-ETOL 224 Simple semi-conditional extended tabled OL grammar
SSC-EPTOL 224 Simple semi-conditional extended prop. tabled OL grammar
LRC-E(OL 240 Left random context extended OL grammar
LRC-EPOL 240 Left random context extended prop. OL grammar
LRC-ETOL 240 Left random context extended tabled OL grammar
LRC-EPTOL 240 Left random context extended prop. tabled OL grammar
LF-EOL 240 Left forbidding extended OL grammar

LF-EPOL 240 Left forbidding extended prop. OL grammar
LF-ETOL 240 Left forbidding extended tabled OL grammar

LF - EPTOL 240 Left forbidding extended prop. tabled OL grammar
LP-EOL 240 Left permitting extended OL grammar

LP - EPOL 240 Left permitting extended prop. OL grammar
LP-ETOL 240 Left permitting extended tabled OL grammar
LP-EPTOL 240 Left permitting extended prop. tabled OL grammar
RC-ETOL 253 Random context extended tabled OL grammar
RC-EPTOL 253 Random context extended prop. tabled OL grammar
JMON 260 Jumping monotone phrase-structure grammar

JCS 260 Jumping context-sensitive grammar

JREG 260 Jumping regular grammar

JRLIN 262 Jumping right-linear grammar

JLIN 262 Jumping linear grammar

JCFy, 262 Jumping context-free grammar of finite index
JCF—* 263 Prop. jumping context-free grammar

JRE 265 Jumping phrase-structure grammar

JCF 271 Jumping context-free grammar

JSCx 276 X-mode jumping scattered context grammar

FSFA 321 First-move self-regulated finite automaton

ASFA 322 All-move self-regulated finite automaton

(continued)



538

Family
PRL
RLSM
FSPDA
ASPDA
SCFA(F)

TCFA(F)

RPDA

OA -RPDA
JFA

JFA™*®
DJFA
GJFA
GJFA™*
deep PDA;

empty
deep PDAk

HRS
MGRn.X

Page
324
330
337
338
342

342

356
364
376
376
376
376
376
395
395

426
451

Index to Models and Language Families They Define

Formal model

Parallel right-linear grammar

Right-linear simple matrix grammar

First-move self-regulated pushdown automaton
All-move self-regulated pushdown automaton
State-controlled finite automaton controlled

by language of family F

Transition-controlled finite automaton controlled
by language of family F

Regulated pushdown automaton

One-turn atomic regulated pushdown automaton
Jumping finite automaton

e-free jumping finite automaton

Deterministic jumping finite automaton

General jumping finite automaton

e-free general jumping finite automaton

Deep pushdown automaton of depth k

Deep pushdown automaton of depth k accepting
by empty pushdown

#-rewriting system of index k

n-generative rule-synchronized grammar system
in the X mode, where X € {union, conc, first}



Subject Index

Symbols total, 18, 195
#-rewriting system, see bounder-rewriting unary, 13
system, 426 appearance checking
#,13 mode, 142
OL grammar set, 142, 146
parametric, 502 atomic pushdown automaton, 364
with context conditions, 504 automaton, 21
with permitting conditions, 504 finite, 49, 50
1-final configuration, 356 complete, 50
2-final configuration, 356 controlled, 342
2-limited propagating scattered context deterministic, 50
grammar, 171 general, 50
3-final configuration, 356 jumping, 374, 375
pushdown, 52
atomic, 364
A blackhole, 522
acceptance controlled, 356
by empty pushdown, 356 deep, 394, 405
by final state, 356 deterministic, 53
by final state and empty pushdown, 356 extended, 51
jumping, 375 one-turn, 364
accepted language, 21 self-regulating
adjacency matrix, 7 finite, 321, 322
algorithm pushdown, 336, 337
Floyd-Warshall, 7 auxiliary verb, 479

all-move self-regulating
finite automaton, 322

pushdown automaton, 337 B
almost identity, 17 bag automaton, 522
alph(), 13 binary form of phrase-structure grammar, 33
alphabet, 13, 18 binary tree, 12
nonterminal, 23 blackhole pushdown automaton, 522
of language, 14 bottom symbol, 394
of string, 13 bounder-rewriting system, 425, 426, 517
terminal, 23 bounding symbol, 369
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C
C-EOL grammar, 195
C-EPOL grammar, 195
C-EPTOL grammar, 195
C-ETOL grammar, 195
canonical clause, 479
cardinality, 3
countable, 9
enumerable, 9
same, 9
uncountable, 9
Cartesian product, 6
cf-rules(), 78
Chomsky
hierarchy, 29
normal form, 65
CJFA, see complete jumping finite
automaton
closure
of language, 15
reflexive and transitive, 7
transitive, 7
under endmarking, 18
under linear erasing, 18
under restricted homomorphism, 18
coding, 17
coincident language families, 17
complement, 4
of language, 15
complete
finite automaton, 50
jumping finite automaton, 375
computational
completeness, 27
incompleteness, 27
concatenation
of languages, 15
of strings, 14
conditional rule, 77
configuration, 50, 51, 162, 369, 394
congruence, 8
context, 35
left, 35
decendant, 35
right, 35
descendant, 35
context condition, 504
context sensitivity
overall, 174
context-conditional
EOL grammar, 195
grammar, 76
context-dependence, 34

Subject Index

context-free
grammar, 27
language, 27
rule, 167
context-independence, 34
context-sensitive
grammar, 27
language, 27
rule, 167
control language
of regular-controlled grammar, 141
of regulated pushdown automaton, 356
of state-controlled finite automaton, 342
of transition-controlled finite automaton,
342
control word, see parse
controlled
finite automaton, 342
pushdown automaton, 356
core grammar
of matrix grammar, 146
of regular-controlled grammar, 141

D
des(), 173, 187
deep pushdown automaton, 394
of depth n, 395
degree
of C-ETOL grammar, 195
of context sensitivity
of phrase-structure grammar, 187
of scattered context grammar, 173
of context-conditional grammar, 77
of general jumping finite automaton, 375
derivation, 23
leftmost, 30, 149
mode, 259
multiset, 266
rightmost, 30
successful, 23
tree, 34
word, see parse
determinism, 23, 431
over language, 23
deterministic
deep pushdown automaton, 405
with respect to depth of expansions, 405
finite automaton, 50
jumping finite automaton, 375
pushdown automaton, 53
difference, 4
of languages, 15



Subject Index

direct
derivation, 24, 46, 48,77, 138, 146, 162,
167, 195, 239
leftmost, 29
rightmost, 30
move, 50, 53, 395
reduction, 431
DJFA, see deterministic jumping finite
automaton

E
EOL grammar, 47
empty
language, 14
string, 13
English syntax, 475
EPOL grammar, 47
e-leaf, 34
e-node, 34
e-free
family of languages, 17
general finite automaton, 50
general jumping finite automaton, 375
grammar, see propagating grammar
homomorphism, 17
jumping finite automaton, 375
substitution, 16
EPTOL grammar, 46
equality
of language families, 17
of languages, 15
equivalence classes, 7
equivalence relation, 7
erasing rule, 24
ETOL grammar, 46
context-conditional, 195
exhaustive
left quotient, 16
right quotient, 16
existential clause, 486
expansion
of depth m, 395
of pushdown, 393, 395
extended
pushdown automaton, 51

tabled zero-sided Lindenmayer grammars,

see ETOL grammar

F
F-EOL grammar, 203
F-EPOL grammar, 203

F-EPTOL grammar, 203
F-ETOL grammar, 203
failure field, 162
family of languages, 17
fin(), 14
final
language, 21
state, 50, 394
finite
automaton, 50
substitution, 16
finite automaton, 49
jumping, 374
general, 374
finite language, 14
first Geffert normal form, 60
first-move self-regulating
finite automaton, 321
pushdown automaton, 337
Floyd-Warshall algorithm, 7
flux, 504
forbidding
conditions, 194
grammar, 84
function, 8
argument, 9
bijection, 9
injection, 9
partial, 8
surjection, 9
total, 8
value, 9

G
Geffert normal form, 60, 61
general
finite automaton, 50
jumping finite automaton, 374
top-down parser, 393
generalized forbidding grammar, 89
generated language, 21, 195, 324, 330
in the concatenation mode, 435
in the first mode, 435
in the union mode, 435
gerund-participle, 480
gf-grammar, see generalized forbidding
grammar
grammar, 21, 23
OL
parametric, 502
C-EOL, 195
C-EPOL, 195
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542 Subject Index

grammar (cont.) simple semi-conditional ETOL, 224
C-ETOL, 195 SSC-EOL, 224
context-conditional, 76 SSC-EPOL, 224

EOL, 195 SSC-EPTOL, 224
context-free, 27 SSC-ETOL, 224
context-sensitive, 27 state, 138
EOL, 47 system
EPTOL, 46 multigenerative rule-synchronized, 434,
ETOL, 46 452

context-conditional, 195 graph, 10

forbidding, 203 acyclic, 10

simple semi-conditional, 224 ancestor, 10
F-EOL, 203 direct, 10
F-EPOL, 203 cycle, 10
F-EPTOL, 203 length, 10
F-ETOL, 203 descendant, 10
forbidding, 84 direct, 10
generalized forbidding, 89 directed, 10
generated language, 23 edge, 10
jumping, 258 enters node, 10
LF-EOL, 240 label, 10
LF-EPOL, 240 leaves node, 10
LF-EPTOL, 240 node, 10
LF-ETOL, 239 in-degree, 10
linear, 28 out-degree, 10
LP-EOL, 240 path, 10
LP-EPOL, 240 ancestor, 10
LP-EPTOL, 240 descendant, 10
LP-ETOL, 239 length, 10
LRC-EOL, 240 sequence, 10
LRC-EPOL, 240 length, 10
LRC-EPTOL, 240 transition, 375
LRC-ETOL, 239 tree, see tree
matrix, 146 Greibach normal form, 65

even, 148

with appearance checking, 146
0L, 47 H

parametric, 504 homomorphism, 16
permitting, 84 e-free, 17
phrase-structure, 24 inverse, 17

monotone, 27
programmed, 162

with appearance checking, 161 I
queue, 48 i-th component of an n-component parallel
random context, 84 right-linear grammar, 324
regular, 28 index of
regular-controlled, 141 derivation of a string in a grammar, 29
with appearance checking, 142 grammar, 29
right-linear, 28 string in a grammar, 29
parallel, 323 infinite language, 14
scattered context, 166 inflection, 478
transformational, 481 initial
semi-conditional, 103 pushdown symbol, 51

simple, 107 symbol, 323, 329



Subject Index

input
alphabet, 50, 394
sentence, 481
vocabulary, 481
input-revolving finite automaton, 522
intersection, 4
of languages, 15
inverse
homomorphism, 17
string, 308
irrealis form, 479

J
JFA, see jumping finite automaton
jump, 374
jumping
finite automaton, 375
equivalence, 375
general, 374
grammar, 258
rejection, 375
relation, 374

K
Kleene star, 15
Kuroda normal form, 59

L
language, 14

acceptance, 21

accepted, 21, 50, 52, 375, 395

context-sensitive, 27

empty, 14

family
generated, 276

final, 21

finite, 14

generated, 21, 23, 24,47-49, 77, 139, 141,

143, 146, 162, 167,239, 276

by derivation, 29
by leftmost derivation, 30
by rightmost derivation, 30

generation, 21

infinite, 14

linear, 28

recursively enumerable, 26
monotone, 27

reduced, 431

regular, 28

right-linear, 28

543

start, 21
unary, 14
universal, 14
language-accepting model, 21
language-generating model, 21
leaf
g, 34
non-¢, 34
left
forbidding context, 239
jump, 386
parse, 30
permitting
context, 239
ETOL grammar, 239
random context ETOL grammar, 239
left(), 208
left-extended queue grammar, 48
left-hand side of rule, 18
leftmost
derivation, 30
rule-synchronized grammar system, 452
symbol, 14
len(), 167
length of string, 13
lexical
order, 482
verb, 479
LF-EOL grammar, 240
LF-EPOL grammar, 240
LF-EPTOL grammar, 240
LF-ETOL grammar, 239
lhs(), 25, 167
linear
erasing, 17
grammar, 28
language, 28
order, 8
LMGN, see leftmost nonterminal-synchronized
grammar system
LMGR, see leftmost rule-synchronized
grammar system
Ims(), 14
logical expression, 502, 504
LP-EOL grammar, 240
LP-EPOL grammar, 240
LP-EPTOL grammar, 240
LP-ETOL grammar, 239
LRC-EOL grammar, 240
LRC-EPOL grammar, 240
LRC-EPTOL grammar, 240
LRC-ETOL grammar, 239
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M
match, 504
matrix, 146
grammar, 146
with appearance checking, 146
rule, 329
max-len(), 14
max-prefix(), 15
max-suffix (), 15
maximum context sensitivity, 173
mcs(), 173
MGR, see rule-synchronized grammar
system
modal verb, 479
mode
nonterminal-generating, 410
terminal-reading, 410
model
language-accepting, 21
language-generating, 21
module, 502
molecular genetics, 469
monotone
phrase-structure grammar, 27
recursively enumerable language, 27
morphism, see homomorphism
morphology, 19, 469
move, 50, 51, 395
sequence, 51,53
multigenerative grammar system, 434, 452
multiset derivation mode, 266

N

N, 4

n-self-reproducing pushdown transducer,
369

n-all-SFA, see n-turn all-move self-regulating
finite automaton

n-all-SPA, see n-turn first-move self-regulating
pushdown automaton

n-first-SFA, see n-turn first-move self-
regulating finite automaton

n-first-SPA, see n-turn first-move self-
regulating pushdown automaton

n-generative rule-synchronized grammar
system, 434

N-grammar, 520

n-language, 434, 452

n-limited direct derivation, 139

n-LMGN, see leftmost n-generative
nonterminal-synchronized grammar
system

Subject Index

n-LMGR, see leftmost n-generative
rule-synchronized grammar system
n-MGR, see n-generative rule-synchronized
grammar system
n-parallel right-linear grammar, 323
n-PRLG, see n-parallel right-linear grammar
n-right-linear simple matrix grammar, 329
n-RLSMG, see n-right-linear simple matrix
grammar
n-turn all-move self-regulating finite
automaton, 322
n-turn all-move self-regulating pushdown
automaton, 337
n-turn first-move self-regulating finite
automaton, 321
n-turn first-move self-regulating pushdown
automaton, 337
neighboring paths, 33
left, 33
right, 33
nested word automaton, 522
node
g, 34
non-¢g, 34
nonterminal, 34
terminal, 34
nominative, 480
non-¢-leaf, 34
non-g-node, 34
non-modal verb, 479
nonterminal
alphabet, 24, 166, 239, 323, 329
node, 34
nonterminal-generating mode, 410
nonterminal-synchronized grammar system,
452

(0]
ocs(), 174
OL grammar, 47
one-turn
pushdown automaton, 364
atomic, 364
atomic regulated, 364
order
linear, 8
partial, 8
ordered pair, 6
output
sentence, 481
vocabulary, 481
overall context sensitivity, 174



Subject Index

P
palindrome, 21
paradigm, 479
parallel right-linear grammar, 323
parallelism, 431
parameter, 502
parametric
OL grammar, 502
with context conditions, 504
with permitting conditions, 504
word, 502
Parikh vector, 266
parse, 25
partial order, 8
past participle, 480
Penttonen normal form, 59
perm(), 14
permitting
conditions, 194
grammar, 84
permutation
of language, 14
of string, 14
phrase-structure grammar, 24
binary form, 33
plain form, 480
pop of pushdown, 393, 394
popping rule, 364
positive closure, 15
power
of language, 15
of string, 14
set, 4
predecessor, 502, 504
predicate, 478
predicator, 479
prefix of string, 14
prefix(), 14
present form, 480
preterite, 480
primary form, 480
procedure, 26
production, see rule
programmed grammar, 162
of finite index k, 162
with appearance checking, 161
propagating
context-conditional grammar, 77
ETOL grammar, 46
matrix grammar, 147
with appearance checking, 147
phrase-structure grammar, 24
programmed grammar, 162
with appearance checking, 162

regular-controlled grammar, 144
with appearance checking, 144
scattered context
grammar, 167
language, 167
proper
prefix, 14
suffix, 14
PSC = CS problem, 170
Pumping Lemma for CF, 44
pushdown
alphabet, 51, 394
automaton, 52
atomic, 364
one-turn, 364
two-sided over a free group, 409

two-sided string-reading over a free

group, 409
transducer
self-reproducing, 368
pushing rule, 364

Q
question tag, 489
queue grammar, 48
quotient
left, 16
exhaustive, 16
right, 15
exhaustive, 16

R
random context grammar, 84
reachable state, 375
reading rule, 364
recursively enumerable language, 26
red alga, 497
reduced string, 308
reduction

direct, 431
reflexive and transitive closure, 7
regular

grammar, 28

language, 28
regular-controlled

grammar, 141

with appearance checking, 142

relation, 6

antisymmetric, 7

binary, 6

closure

reflexive and transitive, 7

545
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relation (cont.)
transitive, 7
composition, 6
congruence, 8
modulo, 8
domain, 6
equivalence, 7
classes, 7
finite, 6
function, see also function
infinite, 6
inverse, 6
jumping, 374
on, 6
product
k-fold, 7
range, 6
reflexive, 7
rewriting, 18
subrelation, 6
symmetric, 7
transitive, 7
restricted
context-free grammar, 520
homomorphism, 17
reversal
of language, 15
of string, 13
reversal(), 13
rewriting relation, 18
rewriting rule, see rule
rewriting system, 18
bounder, 425, 426, 517
equivalence, 22
rhs(), 25, 167
right
jump, 386
linear simple matrix grammar, 329
parse, 30
right-hand side of rule, 18
right-linear
grammar, 28
language, 28
rightmost derivation, 30
rms(), 14
rule, 18,24, 46, 50, 51,77, 162, 166, 239, 323,
394
conditional, 77
erasing, 24
label, 25, 50, 52
left-hand side, 18, 25
of depth m, 395
popping, 364

Subject Index

pushing, 364
reading, 364
right-hand side, 18, 25
tree, 34
rule-synchronized grammar system, 434, 452

S
sc-grammar, see semi-conditional grammar
scattered context
grammar, 166
language, 167
SCG, see scattered context grammar
second Geffert normal form, 61
secondary form, 480
self-regulating
finite automaton, 321
pushdown automaton, 336
self-reproducing
pushdown transducer, 368
n, 369
states, 368
step, 369
semi-conditional grammar, 103
semilinearness
of language, 266
of language family, 266
of set of vectors, 266
sentence, 23, 24
sentential
form, 23, 24
n-form, 434, 452
sequence, 5
empty, 5
finite, 5
infinite, 5
length, 5
of moves, 51,53
of rule labels, 25
of rules, 25
sequential uniform rewriting, 68
set, 3
cardinality, 3
classes, 4
complement, 4
difference, 4
disjoint, 4
pairwise, 4
empty, 3
finite, 3
specified by listing of members, 3
identity, 4
incomparability, 4



Subject Index

infinite, 3
defined by a property, 3
defined recursively, 3
intersection, 4
member, 3
of all positive integers, 4
of rules, 18, 49
power set, 4
subset, 4
proper, 4
union, 4
SFA, see self-regulating finite automaton
shuffle, 16
shuffle(), 16
simple semi-conditional
ETOL grammar, 224
grammar, 107
simultaneous turn, 408
SPDA, see self-regulating pushdown
automaton
SSC-EOL grammar, 224
SSC-EPOL grammar, 224
SSC-EPTOL grammar, 224
SSC-ETOL grammar, 224
ssc-grammar, see simple semi-conditional
grammar
start
from anywhere, 388
from the beginning, 388
from the end, 388
language, 21
pushdown symbol, 368, 394
state, 50, 368, 394
string, 46
symbol, 23, 24,77, 138, 166, 195
state, 50, 138, 394
grammar, 138
reachable, 375
terminating, 375
state-controlled
finite automaton, 342
language, 342
string, 13
inverse, 308
reduced, 308
string-reading two-sided pushdown automaton
over a free group, 409
strings(), 139
sub(), 14
subject, 478
subset of language families, 17
substitution, 16
finite, 16
substring, 14

547

success field, 162
successful
derivation, 24
n-limited generation, 139
successor, 504
suffix of string, 14
suffix (), 14
sym(), 14
symbol, 13
symbol-exhaustive
left quotient, 16
right quotient, 16
syntax, 476
Szilard word, see parse

T
terminal
alphabet, 24,46, 77, 138, 166, 195, 323,
329
derivation, 24
node, 34
terminal-reading mode, 410
terminating state, 375
total
alphabet, 18, 24, 46,77, 138, 166
vocabulary, 481
transducer
pushdown
self-reproducing, 368
transformation, 481
transformational scattered context grammar,
481
transition, 50, 51
graph, 375
transition-controlled
finite automaton, 342
language, 342
transitive closure, 7
translation, 16, 369
rules, 368
step, 369
tree, 10
binary, 12
children, 10
depth, 11
derivation, 34
frontier, 10
interior node, 10
labelled, 32
leaf, 10
ordered, 10
parent, 10
parent-children portion, 10
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tree (cont.)
root, 10
rule, 34
subtree, 11
elementary, 11
Turing-Church thesis, 26
turn, 364
state, 321, 337
two-sided pushdown automaton
over a free group, 409

U
unary
alphabet, 13
language, 14
uniform rewriting, 68
uniformly limited ETOL grammars, 521
union, 4

Subject Index

of languages, 15
universal language, 14
universe, 3

element, 3

\%
verb phrase, 479

w

word, see string

workspace theorem for phrase-structure
grammars, 31

V4
zero moves, 51,53





